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words  "  ft  Select  OonuDittee  be  appomtod  to  inqnire  into  the  beat  way  of  atilising  the 
ptoteciad  barbette  or  disappeanng  Bysteoi  in  ooast  defences  and  eoaUng  stations,** 
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BUFFLT—MMH^frnl  in  Committee— Abuy  Estiuatbs,  1887-^ 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £U9,S91,  Number  of  Land  Forces.— After  shrat  debat^  Tote  afftfd  to  ..825 
{*.)  £4.622,000,  Fay  and  Allowances. 

Bssolutions  to  be  reported  lh-moirot»;  Oommittee  to  ait  agaxa  upon 
IF»diu$d«if. 

MOTIONS. 


Osnxight  (Xadeal  Compositiuis}  Wi-Oritroi  {fir.  AUttm,  Mr,  Jmmingi,  Mr. 

Rtwertk,  Mr.  J^li) ;  prftnitd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  106]  . .  Hi 

OoimoBs — 

8dactOonsiiite»^(!fwM«I,— Ust  of  tli«  Committee..  *H 
VOL.  OOOZn.    [THXBD  BSBtBS.]  [    «  ] 
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Sapply,  when  a  Vote  is  nnder  oonsideration,  and  to  the  particular  items  of  which 
more  than  one  Notice  of  Amendment  has  been  given,  if,  after  discnssion  on  one  of 
anoh  items,  the  Role  for  closing  that  discassion  is  put  in  force,  the  fact  of  ita  adoption 
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odd  the  words  "  it  shall  not  be  competent  for  a  Member  to  make  any  Motion  to 
bring  to  a  decision  any  Question  already  proposed  from  tho  Chair  for  the  granting  a 
whole  Vote,  in  case  any  Member  proposes  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
omitting  or  reducing  a  sub-head  thereof,  the  omission  or  reduction  ot  which  has  not 
been  previously  moved," — {Mr.Chanee)  ..  ..  ..  428 
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Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  Provided  always,  &c. '  be  there  in- 
serted:"—The  House  divtded;  Ayes  130,  Noes  216;  Majoritv  86. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  63.) 
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from  the  Chair  that  anoh  Queation  has  beEU  supported  by  a  number  of  Members 
nt  least  twio*  the  namber  of  the  Uembcn  voting  a«dnit  it,  and  that  otiier," — f  Jfr. 
itaiwll)  ..  ..  ..  4S6 
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Majority  142.— (Div.  List,  No.  64.) 
Main  QuestioD,  as  amended,  again  proposed  . .  . .  444 

Motmd,  "  That  the  Debate  be  ttow  adjourned," — {Mr.  :)— Question 
put,  and  agr««d  to : — Debate  adf'ounud  till  To-morrow. 

MOTION, 


Baakn^toy  Offleea  (Sites)  Wl^Ortler«a  (Jfr.  ItovAl  Ptmtkft,  Mr.  Jaektm)  I  m- 

MHtmt,  and  read  the  flist  time  (Bin  197]  . .  . .  . .  444 

[1.15.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAEOH  16. 
ORDER   OF  THB  DAY, 


BOSIHSSS    OF  THB  HoUSE  (RuLES  OF  FBOCKDtTHS)  —  BULB  1  (OlOSUBS  OF 

Debate) — Eesolutioh — Adjottbned  I^atb  [Thibteemth  Nioht]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Adjoorned  Debate  on  the  Main  Question, 

as  amended : — Question  again  proposed: — Debate  returned  . .  445 
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In  Rule  1,  line  lA,  to  leara  oat  fxom  the  word  **  by,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in 
order  to  add  the  words  "  a  majority  which  consisted  of  not  less  than  One  Hundred 
Members,  and  which  bore  to  the  minority  the  proportion  of  three  or  more  to  two," — 
(Jfr.  Q«^e)  ,.  ..  ..  454 
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to  insert  "  Three  Hundred,"— ( Ur.  T.  P.    Connor)    .,  . .  467 

Question  proposed.  "  That '  Two  Hundred '  stand  part  o£  the  Question : " 
— ^Aiter  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  222, 
Noes  120;  Majority  102. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes       . .  >  •  •  •  475 
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At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words,  **  Provided  alwinrs.  That  this  Role  shall 
be  pat  in  force  only  when  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  Ol  Wm  and  Heana  is  in  the 
GbKx,"-.{»fr.  WVliam  Bmry  Smith)  ..  ..  ..478 
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debate,  Question  put,  and  lyrmf  to. 
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daim  the  appUottion  of  this  Rale  shall  inform  the  House  that  he  has  prerionsly  had 
no  commameation  with  the  Chair,  direct  or  indizect,  as  to  Ota  pxopriety  of  makms 
snch  Motion,»'-(jfr.  r.  P.  CCtoww)  -  480 
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IMarch  18.] 

BcsiNEW  OF  mm  Houbi  (Rolss  of  Pkocedure)— MiUittiMrf. 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agrMtt  io  :—Se$oMt  ^Hiat  thiBBesolatum 
be  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House. 

Supply 

Amy  (Annual)  Bill 

Resolatioiu  [17th  Uarch]  rtportsd,  and  »gr^  to. 

OrdtrtJ,  That  the  itesolutioo  which,  npoa  the  Ifith  day  of  this  instant  Uarch,  wai 
Imported  from  the  Committee  of  Sappljr,  and  which  was  then  agrmd  to  by  the  Hooae, 
be  now  read,  and  the  same  was  roaa,  as  foUoveth  : — 

"Hist  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding  149,341,  all  ranks,  he  maintained  for 
the  Strrioe  of  the  United  EinRdom  <rf  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and 
Alnxwd.  exdnding  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Pouesaions.  dorinff  the  year  ending  on  Slst 
day  of  March  1888." 

Oriertd.  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  BUI  to  provide,  daring  Twelve  Months,  for 
the  Discipline  and  Regolation  of  the  Army ;  ana  that  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord 
Ueorge  Hamilton,  and  The  Jodge  Advocate  (ieneral  do  prepare  ana  bring  it  la. 

Billi>rvMfita^  and  read  the  flnt  time  [Bill  202]  gQj 

MOTIONS. 


VaterworkB  Valaatton  and  Sating  (Scotland)  W\— Ordered  {Mr.  Edmund 

IRobertum^  Sr.  (kmierom^  Mr.  JwAonfn,  Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Sutherland,  Mr.  Barbimr, 

Mr.  fftifh  EUiot) ;  pr$tmUdf  and  raitd  the  fint  time  [Bill  203]       . .  •  ■  802 

FAALuiaMT— Adjovuuieht  op  ths  Hotrsx — 
Mwuit  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjoom  "  , .  . .  802 

Qoestiim  pnt|  and  agreed  to.  [1.30.] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  MAEOH  21. 
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Ammdmenta  made : — ^The  Beport  thereof  to  be  reoeived  on  Mtmiojf  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  jfrnMaa  amended.  (No.  49.)  [6.1S.] 

OOHMONB,  MONDAY,  MABOH  21. 
QUESTIONS. 


BoTjti>  Ibisb  CoiraTABinABT — ^Aixeqzd  Iixtoal  Abbbsts— Chasob  against 
SuoEANt  Weaxton— Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr. 
Ohauce ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)   . .  816 

Post  Office  (Scotland)— Aooblebation  of  Mails  Nobth  of  Fxbth — 

Question,  Mr.  Finlar;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  818 

OBnrx  (England  and  Wales)— Bbtubn  of  Mitbdebs  bt  Abhed  Bubglabs, 
Ac-^Question,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick;  Answer,  The  Seoretaty  of 
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Johnston;  Answer,  The  Seoretanr  of  State  fin  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..619 

BoTAL  Ibish  Oonstabulabt  —  Town  Cohuissionxbs  of  Botle,  Co.  Bos- 
couuoN— Sttb-Ihsfiotob  Bab&ige — Question,  Mr.  0*£elly;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Irehind  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  820 

Thb  MAQisTBAcnr  (Ibxland)— Mb.  Cbou.  Boohb,  B.M.,  Botlb,  Co.  Bos- 
ooHHON — Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)       ..  ..  ..620 


Digitized  by 


Google 


.  TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

IMarch  21.'}  Pagt 

Maheiagb  Law  (Englamd  and  ,  Wales)  —  Marhiaoes  in  Dissbntinq 
Ghapbls — Be-uarriaoe  —  Quebtions,  Mr.  T.  Blake;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  821 

Abmy— Supply  of  Hobses  fob  Abmt  iWposbs  —  Question,  Sir  William 

Croesman ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  823 

Canada  and  the  United  States— The  Fisheries  Dispute— Question, 
Mr.  Goupley  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .  . .  . .  823 

Fbisovs  (Ibblahzi) — Convict  Pbisoh  at  Galwat— Question,  Mr.  Pinker- 

ton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)    . .  824 

IxDiA. — ^Infant  Mabbiaoe  axd  Ehfobced  Widowhood— Question,  Mr.  £. 
B.  Bnas^ ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  824 

Inland  Bevenue — Deed  Staups,  Scotland — Question,  Mr.  E.  B.  Busselt ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H,  A.  Macdonald). .  . .  825 

Evictions,  &c.  (Ireland)- Belation  op  Landlords  and  Tehahts  — 
Alleged  Circular  to  the  Police  —  Question,  Mr.  O'Doherty ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  825 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — Extra  Duty  in  Travellino  Post  OrnoES  at 
Christuas — Question,  Mr.  Lane ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  826 

Burials  —  The  Burial  Ground  at  Llahfbotheh,  Merionethshibe — 
Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Secretaiy  of  State  fw  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)        . .  . ,  , .  826 

Agricultural  Statistics  —  Cohpabativb  Bbtubn,  18S1  to  1886— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hobhouse ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)     ..  ..  ..827 

AaniouLTiraAL  Dbpakthent— ^fobt  fob  1886— Question,  Mr.  O'Dohnty; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . ,  827 

CosTAGious  D1BBA8B8  (AnnicALB)  AoTs  —  Impobtatxov  of  Cattle  fbou 
Ireland  —  Plxubo-Fnbuhonxa — Question,  Mr,  J.  W.  Barclay ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  828 

Hetbopolis— Qdt*s  Hospital — Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  TUo 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  828 

Board  of  Works  (Iebland)— Furtubr  Expenditure  Eequired  for  Com- 
pletion OF  Abklow  Harbour — Statemenf  of  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners OF  Abelow — Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)         . .  . .  , ,  829 

Egtpt  (MiLrrABT  Expedition)— Medal  to  the  Suakin  Bboiments,  1885 — 
Question,  Colonel  King-Harman  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  B.  Stanhope)      . .  . .  . .  , .  gSO 

Palace  op  Westminsteb — Ventilation  op  this  House  —  Cooxaoir's 
Whabf,  Millbank  —  Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  James,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answ^  The  Freaident  of  the  Local  GoTemment  Board 
(Mr.  Eitchie)  . .  . .  . .  . .  930 

Afbioa  (Wbst  Coast)  —  The  Botal  Nioeb  Company — Question,  Mr. 
Dillimi ;  AnswM,  The  Under  Secretaty  of  State  for  Foragn,  Afi^ura 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)       . .  , ,  . .  831 

Edvoatioit  Codk,  1887 — Class  Subjects— Wblsh  —  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Glamorgan,  Ehondda)  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  . .  . ,  ^  ^  532 

Education  Dbpabtment— The  New  Code,  1887 — Pupil  Teacbbrs  as 
Queen's   Scholars  —  Question,    Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Glamorgan 
Bhondda) ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)         ..  ..  ..833 

Education  Depabthent  —  Thb  New  Codb,  1887  —  Welbh-Spbakikq 
DisTBicrs— Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)     ..  33^ 


Digitized  by 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

IMareh  21.] 

Edttoatioh  BiPABTiiXRT — The  Nkw  Oodx,  1887 — Thb  Wblsh  and 
Gasuo  Lanovaobs— Pupil  Tbaohsbs — Question,  Ur.  T.  E.  Ellia; 
Answer,  The  '^ce  FresideDt  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke) . .  833 

ADUI&AI.TT — Dbawingb  Suffued  TO  FoBBiov  FowEBs  —  Quostton,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  884 

India — Fobce  op  Obssbtation  oh  the  Pishin  Fbontieb — Question,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  tor  India  (Six  John 
Gorst)         ..  ..  ..  ..884 

The  Maoistuaot  (Ijiblard)— Ibrbovlab  Detention  at  New  Boss  Folioe 
Station— Questions,  Ifr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (lb.  Hohues)        . .  . .  . .  . .  83S 

Dkvblofuent  of  the  BEsotnoBs  OF  LtBLARS — ^Ths  Boyal  Ooianssioii — 
Question.  Mr.  T.  W.  Bneaell ;  Answer,  The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .  836 

Obimx  a»d  Outbaoi  (Ibbzand) — ^Thb  Biots  at  TonoHAL— Letteb  of 
Oaftaih  Fluitkbtt,  B.U.— Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). .  . .  . .  886 

Waitdswosth  Goioras— viotobia  Patbiotio  Astluh  fob  Gibls— Queft- 
tipn,  Ur.  Kimber;  Answer,  The  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  837 

Law  Am)  Justice  (ScoTLAifi))  —  The  Office  of  Orowb  Aqxnt— Mb. 
AuLDJo  Jauieson— Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrooate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)      . .  . .  . .  837 

National  Eduoation  (Ibbland) — Pupil  Teaohbbs— Question,  Mr.  Toite ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  beland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)         . ,  838 

Post  Office — Commaiov  on  Postal  Obdbbb— Question,  Mr.  Henniker 

Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . ,  838 

Post  Office — Chakoes  at  Shanghai — Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . .  . .  839 

India  (Madbas) — Plantations  of  Cinchona — Question,  Mx.  Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  tor  Lidia  (Sir  Jolm 
Oorst)  . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .  839 

AnimtATjrr— Shank  Paluseb  Sobbw  Bolts— Questions,  Captain  M'Oal- 
mont ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)    . .  . ,  . .  . .  . .  840 

0(HrrAaious  Diseases  (Aniuals)  Acts— Outbbsak  of  Anthrax — Ques- 
tions, Sir  John  Swinburne ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  . .  841 

Adubaltt — ^Tbe  Queen's  Jubilbb  Cslbbbation — The  Naval  Betisw — 
BoTAL  Natal  Besbbte  and  Botal  Naval  Abtiujcbt  Volunteebs 
— Questions,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson,  Mr.  Addison ;  Answers,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)         . .  , .  841 

India — Bailwats— The  Fishin  Valley  Line- Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)    . .  842 

Wab  Office — Horse  Abtilleby  Batteries — Question,  General  Fraserj 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  843 

OOKUISSIWEBS  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IbBLAND) — ^Mb.  JaHES  A.  IbwIN, 

National  School  Tbaohxb— Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
ChiefSeoretaryforIreland(Mr.  A.  J.Balfour)  ..  ..843 

Oohmissionebs  of  National  Education  (Ibbland) — Attendance  of 
Mbhbebs — Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretury  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). .  . .  , .  . .  844 

EnonoNS  (^eland)— The  Ebtatb  of  Mb.  S.  E.  Shiblbt,  Co.  Monaohah 
—Questions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien :  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretaiy  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ..  ..  844 


Digitized  by 


Google 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 


IMareh  21.] 

Lahd  Act  (Ireland),  1870— Tenant  Pdhohasbbs— Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)       ..  ..  ..  ..846 

Labotibeeb'  (Ireland)  Acts— Me.  John  Eob,  Dosaohmobb  Ukion— Quea- 
tion,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ;  Ansver,  The  Ohief  Seoretaty  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ..  .  .■  ..  ..845 

Evictions  (IeelandY— Stobut  EncnoNS  in  Mayo" — Qaestions,  Mr.  J. 
F.  X.  O'Brien.  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  X  Balfour)  ..  ..  ..846 

CoNTAOions  Diseases  (Ahihals)  Acts  —  Iupobtation  of  Cattle  frobc 
Ibeland — Plbubo-Fnbtwonia — Question,  Sir  John  Swinhome;  An- 
swer, The  Ohief  Senretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  847 

TSTSBIirABT    DePABTHENT    of    tot    PeITY    CoUNOIL    (iBELAlfD) — OaTTLE 

FROM  America  and  Ibelakd— Question,  Mr.  O'Doherty ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  847 

Local  Goveenment  (Ireland)  —  Election  in  MoinfTMBLLioK  Union — 
Question,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .  848 

South  Afbioa — Pondoland  —  Question,  Sir  Lewis  Pelly;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Hollaad)  . .  649 

Ibeland — Constabulary  Foeoe  fob  the  Noeth  Bidino  of  Tippeeaby — 
Questions,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien,  Mr.  T.  P.  Oill ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor 
[No  replyl    . .  . .  . .  849 

AnunuLTT  —  Natal  Offioebs  —  Lieotxvants  and  SnB-LiEnrENANra — 
Question,  Mr.  Lisle ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  . .  . .  . .  . .  851 

AxBXQA  (East  Coast)— The  Einq  of  Johanna — Quwtion,  Mr.  A.  E.  Pease ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Afliurs  (Sir  James 

Fergus8(m)    . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  851 

BoYAL  Irish  Constabulary  —  Detsotite  Constable  Peter  Mohohan — 

Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 

A.  J.Balfonr)  ..  .  .  .  .  ..  852 

Royal  Irish  Con8tabdlabt  — Skbobants  Johnston  and  Brady— Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Ohief  Seoretaiy  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..852 

The  Maoistbaoy  (Ireland)— Mb.  Jeremiah  Heoabty  —  Questions,  Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  868 
Qrdcb  and  Outrage  (Ireland) — The  Riots  at  Youghal— ComfrrrAL  of 

OoNSTABUt  BuLMBR  —  Questious,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Sir 

'William  Haroonrt ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 

Hohnes)       ..  ..  ..  ..864 

War  OewoE— Gotebnment  Workshops  and  Arsenals — Inspeotion  by 

Hkpresentatiyes  of  Foueion  Fowebs — Question,  Mr.  J.  Bowlands; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  856 

Army  and  Naty  Estimates— The  Select  Committeb  —  Question,  Mr. 

Sexton  i  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  857 
Coal  Mihbs  Begdution  Bill— Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 

The  Seoretaxy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthewi)   . .  857 

NOTICS  OF  MOTION, 


Oboonal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill- Notice  of  Motion,  The  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Irdand  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) ;  Ohserrations,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Ticeiunzy  (Mr.      H.  Smith) ;  Notice,  Mr.  John  Motley. .  858 


Digitized  by 


TABIiE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[Umh  21.-]  Aj, 

QUSSTIONS. 

^mUMBHT— OaDER — ^BUSINBBS  OP  THE  HOUSZ  —  ObDZB  OF  THE  DaT  FOE 

Cdmiottee  of  Sufflt— Exclusion  of  Motions — Questions,  Observa- 
fionii.  Mr.  T.  P.  tiill,  Mr.  T.  F.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Conybeoie ;  Be^es, 
Hr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . ,  , .  . .  85B 

*&i8H  Land  Law  Bnx— Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bnssell ;  Answer,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  860 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

—0—. 

8UFFLT — eoniiderfd  in  Committee — Natt  Esuhates — 

{Jxk  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  OouBTNBT  in  the  Chair.   [6.16  t.u.'] 

(i.)  Kotioo  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £992,000,  be 
nanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Victuab  and  Cbthing  icr 
Seamen  and  Marines,  wluch  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  Morch  1S88  "  . .  . .  . .  . .  860 

After  abort  derate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  int  again," — {Mr.  Zaieuehen  :)—Q,'aeaUon  pnt : — llie  Committee  rf)fti£v<f;  Ayea 
71.Noe>  196;  Majority  125.-(Div.  List,  No.  71.)  [1.20  a.k.] 

Original  Qneation  again  proposed  ..  980 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leara  the  Chair," — {Dr, 
CnuTon  .-)— After  fartiier  debate,  Qoestioo  pat :— TheC(nnmittee  dtHM;  Ayea  61, 
Noes  199  ;  Majority  138.— (Div.        Ko.  72.)  [8.35  A.K.] 

Original  Qoestion  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  lOOfi 

Afte  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Question  be  now  mt,"~{Mr.  W.  S.  Smith .-) 
— <iiMattoaput: — The  Committee  t/ifi^ij;  Ayes  207,  Noes  64;  Minority  158. 

[fi.40A.li.] 

IHvinaa  List,  AyesandNoes   ..  ..  ..  .,  1017 

OriciiiBl  QnMtion  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayet  210,  Noes  £2;  Majority 
lfi8.-(DiT.  lirt,  No.  78.) 

Civil  Sebvices. 

(i.)  Kotionmade,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £3,624,100, 
M  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  or  towards  defraying  tho  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Bevenne  De|iartments  for  the  jear  ending  on  the 
Stat  day  of  March  1888.  viz. :—  [Then  the  several  Services  are  set  forth]  1019 

Hmd, "  That  the  Chainnan  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  mt  again,''— (Jfr.  ' 
Zs»MMAm)  ..  ..  ..  1023 

[Mr.  Raixu  (Foatmaster  General)  took  the  Chair.]  [5.45.] 

After  long  debate.  Question  put:— The  Oommittea  divided;  Ayet  57,  Noes  141; 
Majority  84.— (Dir.  List,  No.  74.)  [7.40  A.K.j 

[Sir  Jons  OoBST  (Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Jbidia)  took  the  Chair.]  [7.45  A.V.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed  ..  .>  1064 

Jrm<  "That  the  Item  of  £6,000,  for  Boyal. Palaces,  be  reduced  by  the  nun  of 
£5,000,"— (Jfr.  Lahoueherg  .■)— After  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee 
HvidU;  Ayea  63,  Noes  121  ;  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  76.)  [8,16  a.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed  ..  ..  1060 

Mov0i,  "That  tho  Item  of  £600,  for  Marlborough  House,  be  omitted,"— (Jfr. 

.-)— Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  49,  Noes  116;  Ma- 
jority 66.— (Div.  List,  No.  76.)  [8.30.  a.m.] 
Oiigtnal  Qneetion  again  proposed  . .  1061  - 
JUnw<  '*That  the  Item  of  £17,000,  for  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounda,  be 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  ;U4,000," —  {Mr.  Labouehere :)  —  After  short  debate, 
Qaertion  put The  Committee  A'vtiiMf;  Ayes  54,  Noes  144  ;  Majority  90.— (Div. 
L»t,  No.  77.)                                                                          [9-20.  A.M.] 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  1068 
M»9»d,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  rit  again," — {Mr. 

T.  f.  (yCtmior  ;)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Owi^paal  Qoestioa  again  proposed  . .  1070 

▼OI*.    OOCXn.    [IBIBD  SEMES.]  [     e  ] 
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JTmnA  *'  Tlmt  the  Item  of  £1,500,  for  the  HotropoUtui  FOioo  Conrti,  be  omitted," 

—{Mr.  Z^jffwAnv)  . .  . .  •  •  • '  1071 

[Mr.  CouBTNBY  here  roeamed  Uie  Chair]  [9.35  A.if.] 
After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  AVitfAf;  iryes  Sl»  Noes  186; 

mAatity  136.-{I>i''-  Lis*.  No.  78.)  [9.40  A-k.] 

Origmal  Qaeation  ogaia  proposed  ..  107S 
Movedy  "That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £8,614,100,  be  granted,  &c,"— (Jfr.  Labou- 

ehere ;)— Question  put The  Committee  diviM;  Ayee  49,  Noes  1204  ;  Majority 

165.-fDiv.  List,  No.  79.)  [10.10.  a.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  ■  •  1075 

After  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  sum  of  £3,622,600.  be  granted,  kG."--iMr.  DiOm  ;) 

—After  short  debate,  Qoestion  put The  Committee  iU/uM;  Ayes  80,  Noes  255 ; 

Majority  175.  [1.0  r.ii.] 

DiTialoiiUBt,  Ayes  and  Noes  ..  .•  1120 

Original  Question  put,  and  mgrted  to, 

Besolntions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Oommittee  to  ut  again  upon 


Bankraptcy  Offices  (Sites)  Bill  [BiU  197]- 
jr«m^  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Jfr.  Phmk$t)      . .  1 123 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommttfed  to  a 

Seleot  Oommittee  of  Five  Uembers,  Three  to  be  nominated  by  the 

House  and  Two  by  the  Oommittee  of  Seleotien. 

liBlle  of  Han  (Onstoras)  BUI  [BiU  199]— 
JTow^  "That  the  BiU  bo  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jrr.Jim^fm)      ..  1124 
After  short  debate,  UnesHon  put,  and  agreed  to : — BUI  read  a  second  time, 
and  eommiited  for  7h-morrotP. 

SmaU  Debts  (ScoOand)  BiU  [BiU  42]- 
Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  CaUveU)     . .  1 124 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  oomnitted  for 
Wednesday. 

Pauper  Lunatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  BuperannuatioiL  Bill 

[BiU  62]— 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (Jfr.  Chance)      . .  1125 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  committed  for 
TModag  19th  ApiU. 
Wats  and  Means — 

Cetuidered  in  Committee 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(1.)  Seeotved,  That  towards  making  good  the  6m^y  granted  to  Her  Msjestjr  for  the 

Serrioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  the  sum  of  £1,251,076  be 

granted  oat  of  the  Oonsohdated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
(2.1  Seeelvedt  That  towards  making  good  the  Barney  granted  to  Her  IMesty  few  the 

Serrioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of^Ujuvh  1888,  the  sam  of  £12,078,800 

he  gianted  oat  of  the  OonaoUdated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
BflB(dQtioni  to  he  reported  T^morrov  ;  Oommittee  to  nt  again  vjfm  WeAteiiajf. 

[1.20  P.1C.] 

LOBDS,  T0ESDAT,  UABOH  22. 

Tbb  Oolohial  Oovtbsbncb  —  Hepebsbktation  op  Malta  -Question,  Earl 
De  La  Warr ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies 
(The  £arl  of  Onslow)        ..  ..  ..1126 

Ohuroh  Patronage  BiU  (No.  44)— 

AmendniMits  nuMrM  (aooordiog  to  Order)  ..  1127 

BiU  to  be  read  3*  on  TWcAiy  next;  and  to  be  prinUd  w  amwdod. 
(No.  62.) 
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Scotland— CBOFTxas*  Coumissiom — VALuaas  and  Assbssobs — ^Applications 

— Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 

Macdonald)   ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1138 

Wab  Opwoe— Official  Statehbnt — Allsoed  Deficiency  of  £385,735 — 

Naval  Obdnanob — Question,  Mr.  H.  F.  Pease ;  Answer,  The  Sur- 

reyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr,  Northcote)  ..  1188 

Law  and  Fouoe  (Sodtland)— Abbboath  Police  Oottbi— Jaues  Bxhhztt 

— Question,  Mr.  Lacaita ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (M>.  J.  H.  A. 

Macdonald)   ..  ..  .,  ..  1139 

Post  Office — Leasehold  Insukanoe— Question,  Colonel  Mduns ;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Balkes)     . .  ,  .  . .  1140 
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Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  . .  1145 

Inland  BETENtrs — Stamp  Dott  on  Yeably  Leases  in  Sootlutd — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 

Goechen)      ..  ..  ..  ..  1146 
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Matthews)    ..  ..  ..  Hii 

CkniTAaions  Diseases  (AimcALa)  Act,  1886  —  Pleuro  -  Fimnconu  (Soot- 
land}— Question,  Sir  Charles  Palmer;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  IVeastiry  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smithy  . .  . .  . .  IH8 

ForAiroE— Tbeabubt  Bills— Questioa,  Mr.  Oaldwell ;  Answer,  The  Gban- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)     . .  . .  . . 

OovyKTAHonro  (Scotland)  Aci  (1874)  Ajiendmbnt  Bill  —  Question,  Mr. 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  asd  the  Fubohabb  of  Land  (Irkiavd) 
Act.  1885 — The  Botal  OoMUiasioN — Mb.  Knife's  Befort— QuesUon, 
Mr.  Oderidge  :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..1150 

OoKTAOions  D18SABB8  (Akocalb)  Act,  1886 — ^Akthbax  in  Ohbshibe— 
QnestionB,  Mi.  TollBmaohe,  Sir  John  Swinhume ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  1151 

EviOTiONS  (Ireland)  —  Me.  Shiblby's  Fabnkt  Estate,  Monaghak  — 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  1152 

Post  Office  (Ireland)— Delivebt  of  Lbttebs  at  Newtownards,  fto.  — 
Question,  "Utr.  M'Oartan:  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Baikes)        ..  ..  ..  ..1168 

AvolO'Akebican  Fisheries  CIontention,  1818  —  Pdbchase  of  Abubd 
Oruisbrs — Questions,  Mr.  Gourley,  Sir  Geoi^e  Oampbell;  Answers, 
The  Under  Seeretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afi^  (Sir  James 
Fngnwon)  ..  ..  1158 


MOTION. 
 0  

BvsnnBBa  of  vbx  Hoirsi — Criuinal  Law  Avendhbht  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  FOB  XTboenot  [First  Nioht]— 

Jfotvd', "  Tbst  Oie  introdactioD  and  Mveral  stagea  of  the  Criminal  Law  AmeDdment 
(Ireland)  Bill  have  precedenoa  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  NoUeoe  of  Motion, 
including  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  whenever  the  Bill  shall  be  set  down  for  oonsidenu 
tion  by  the  Ooremment  as  the  first  business  of  the  dar,"— (Jfr.  Wittiun  Ee»rf 
Smith)  ..  .,  ..  1158 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMTfl  out  from  the  wend  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  declines  to  set  aside  the  buriness  of  the  Nation  in  favour  of  a 
measure  for  inoreasins  the  striagenoy  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  whilst  no 
effectual  security  has  been  taken  against  the  abuse  of  the  Law  by  the  exaction  of 
exceauve  rents,  — {Mr.  Join  Morley)  . .  . .  ..1174 

Queetion  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  "—After  long  debate,  Mov»d^  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned,"— (Co?0iw2  Av^-J3afl«/^-)— Question  put,  and  tymtf 
Debate  o^wfnw^  till  T^mwrw. 


ORDER    OF  THE  DAY. 


Watb  and  Msans—  ) 
Coniolidated  Fund  (Ho.  1)  Bill  ] 

BosolaUons  [Uarch  31]  nportnt,  and  agrtsd  <«;— Bill  «rdWW  (Jfr.  Oomrtmtjft  Mr, 
tm.  GI«iMfil«r^(*«&«A<riMr,jrr. /w&son);  j»rMm  1S31 
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Night]— 
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proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — Debate  rtnmtd  1223 

After  lone  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  1^  of  the  dook| 
the  Debate  stood  further  tttlf'minud  till  To-morrow. 


MOTION. 


Adjoubkhsnt  of  the  House — 
Mated,  "  That  tibis  House  do  now  adjourn :  " — 

Obikdial  Lav  AwsiiDinrr  (Ibeland)  Bill— Debate  on  the  Motion 
fob  Ubobsot— Obsenrations,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  (Mr.  W. 
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BUSXNESB  OF  THE  HOUSX  —  CBIUnTAI.  L&W  AuENDMENT  (IbELAKB)  BiLL — 

HoTion  jTOB  Ubqehot— BsaoLirnov  —  Aojoubhbd  Debatb  [Thibd 

Night] — 

OrdOT  readf  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Qnestion  [29nd  Maron:  ] — Question  again  proposed,  "That  tHe  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  t&e  Question :  " — Debate  retumtd  1352 

After  long  debate,  Movedt  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (JA*. 
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upon  Taeedatf  next. 
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[2.10.1 

LORDS,  FBIDAY,  UABOH  25. 
pABLiAMEirr— Bdsinsss  of  the  House — The  Easteb  Bbobbs — Question, 
Earl  GranTille ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)         . .  . .  1449 
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Tithe  Bent-Oharge  BiU- 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  with  respect  to  the  reoorety  and  redemption  of 

tithe  rent-charge  in  England— /Vmnfnf  {The  Marqtuee  of  Salieiurg)  . .  14SI 
After  short  debate.  Bill  read  I'.    (No.  54.) 
Busnnsss  of  thi  House— 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXT.  to  be  considered  on  Mondag  next  in  order  to 
its  being  suspended.  [5.45.] 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  25. 
PMIVATE  BJX8IIfEaa. 


Metropolian  ItaiUcay  BiJf— 

Moved,  "  That  tiie  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (iSVr  Chm-loo  Foroier)  1464 
j^U  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Friday. 

yOL.  OOOXn.    [tbod  sebus.]  [  /  ] 
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Cim  Sbrtioe  "WRiTEHa — Boy  Clehss — Question,  Mr.  Oonybeare;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)       . .  . .  1475 

Tbuls  by  Juby  (Ibelakd) — Thb  Betubn — Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Morley ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasaiy  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  The  Chief  Secretary  tor  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
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OBDBRB  OF  TEE  DAI, 

Buaorsss  of  thx  Housb — Cbihihal  Law  Ahxhdueht  (Ibeland)  Bux — 
Motion  fob  UBaEHor — ^BEsoLunoir— Adjoubkbd  Debatb  [Foubth 
NiohtJ — 

Order  rwd,  for  resiuning  Adjonmed  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Qaeetion  [22nd  March:] — Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question  : " — Debate  remmed  1477 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Prnmeli :) — After  farther  short  debate,  Motion^  by  leave,  toith^auin. 

Original  Qnestion  put:— The  House  divided ;  Ayes  349,  Noes  260;  Ma- 
jority 89. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  ..1579 
Main  Question  again  proposed  . ,  , .  , ,  1684 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Questim,  the  words 

«  except  on  Friday," — {Mr.  Zabouehere.) 
Qaeatioii  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  tikoTt 

debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Ba5kbuftct  Ofpiobs  (Sites)  [Consolidated  Fund]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"— (Jfr.  Phtniet)      . .  . .  . .  . .  1587 

After  short  debate.  Question,  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Matter  eomidered  in 
Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ttmhedy  That  it  »  expedient  to  authorise  the  grant,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  TTnited  Kin^om,  of  a  earn  to  meet  any  deficiency  which  may  arise  in  the  pay- 
mmi  of  the  ezpensea  of  the  CommiBuonen  of  Her  Slajeaty'a  Works  and  FubUo 
Baildin^  incnired  imder  the  proririonB  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Sesaion  for  the 
aoqoiBition  of  pH^etty  and  the  provinon  of  new  huildingB  lor  the  BHakraptcy 
Department. 

Besolntioii  to  be  reported  npon  Monday  next. 

M  0  T I  0  Hi  a, 

Xetropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  ^HM— Ordered  {Mr.  stmruivortugt  Mr. 

8m*tMrv  Xatthsm) ;  pretmttd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  208]    . .  . .  IfiSS 

^■iffmthlg  LftWS  Amendment  tSUr-Ootuidered  in  Committee :— Besolntion  ojfreed  to, 
nd  reporUd  :— BiU  ordered  {Mr.  BouUeworth,  CMonet  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Samuel  SmitA, 
Mr.  Wkiimore);  preiented,  and  read  the  flrrt  time  [Bill.207]  ..  1689 

BtMiariM  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill— 
Sdeet  n— "ti**»«  imiUnated  >-Idst  of  the  Oommittee  . .  . .  . .  1689 

IGuaff  Leaset  (Devon  and  Cornwall}  BiU— 
^ti^ian  made,  and  Qnestion  prwosed, "  That  the  Order  for  Oommittee  on  the  Mining 
Lmm  (ComwaU  and  Devon)  Kll  he  read,  and  di$eharfed,*'—{Mr.  CharUe  Aebmd  ^ 
—Bill,  by  leave,  witMrawn  ..  ..  ..  ..  1689 

AwouxnizHT — 

Mopoi,  «  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (Jfr.  Ahn-Jhuglae)  . .  1589 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agrttd  to.  [2.36.] 
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Railway  and  Canal  Tbapfio  Bill — Petition  op  the  South  Eastern 
Bailwat  Oompaht— Motion — 

Mweit  '*  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  of  the  Soath  Eastern  Railway  Company, 
presented  on  Fria^  last,  praying  to  be  heard  by  cottnael  againat  %ba  Bm,  be 
complied  with,"—! 2n0  Xonf^mmiMU)  ••  •*  1591 

Alter  short  debate,  Motion  duagrt$d  to, 

OonxanxB  (Naval  and  Milttast  Skbtices) — ^Motion  for  an  Abpress — 
Mowd  for,  "  Address  for  Be^ort  of  the  Committee  appointed  last  year  to  crasider  the 
position  of  offioers  in  receipt  of  pensions  and  desirous  of  entering  apon  military  or 
naval  service  in  the  Colonies ;  also  the  Correspondence  resulting  from  that  Keport 
between  the  Committee  and  the  Lords  of  the  Tr«wary/*— (^A*  Vi$eomt  Sidtwmth) . ,  1595 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agrwd  tt. 
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tion, Observations,  The  Earl  of  Milltown ;  Beply,  The  Paymaster 
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House  adjourned  during  pleasure : — House  resumed — The  Lord  Kintore 
chosen  Speaker  in  the  absence  oi  the  Lord  Ohanodlor  and  the  Lords 
Commissioners. 

CouoUdated  Fond  (Ho.  1)  Bill- 

Broag^t  from  the  Commons  and  read  1*:  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  having 
been  diiqtensed  with  for  the  remainder  of  this  day's  sitting,  moved  that  the  fiiU 
be  now  read  2> ;  t^rted  tc  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly ;  Committee  tt«$aUved :  Bill  read 
3*,  and  jNMf»<. 

[1.0.  A.M.] 
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Mr.  Bristowe.  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  AkerB-Donglas)        ..  ..  ..  1766 

OBDEB  OF  THE  DAY, 


Oriminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  BUI— Motion  fob  Lbats 

— FiBST  BSADino— Adjourned  Debate  [Sboohd  Nioht} — 
Order  read,  fat  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [28tii  March :] 

— Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  renimtd  . ,  1790 

After  loi^  debate.  Movtd,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (i/r. 

JUae  N&iU:) — ^Motion  i^retd  to: — Debate  /uriMr  (^'ounud  till  7b- 

m&rrouf, 

MOTIONS, 


Hnniolpal  Franchise  (Belitot)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  the  Municipal 

Franchise  of  the  Borough  of  Belfast,"— (Co^ow^/  Saunderton)  . .  1876 

Question  put,  and  agreed  ^o:— Bill  ordered  {Colonel  Saunderaon,  Colonel 

King-Harman,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  T.  W.  Eueselt,  Mr.  Lea) ;  preiented, 

and  read  the  first  time.    [Bill  211.] 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Wedneedajf  18th  Muy,^* 

— {Colonel  Saundereon:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bui  to  be  read 

a  second  time  upon  Wednesday  18lh  May. 

Adjoitbrmbnt — 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn :  " — After  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to.  [12.40.] 

CJOMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  30. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill— Motion  fob  Leave 

— FnuT  BsADiNa— Adjourned  Debatb  [Tbi&d  Niqht]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [28th  March:] 

— Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  1877 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (i/r. 

Xatw^Mrf :)— Question  put,  and  agreed  io:— Debate  further  adjourned 

till  To-morrow. 

VOL.  QCOSJl.   [TnntD  behiss.]       [  ^   ]  \ 
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Mining  Boyaltlea  BUI  [BUI  23]- 
Ifwed,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— ( Jfr.  Conybeare)    . .  1932 
Mw»d,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoHrned,"— (Jfr.  TomUnwn  -*)— ^« 
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High  Sheriff  Disqualiacatlon  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  85]— 
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Wats  ajid  Means— The  Futakoial  SrATBiminv— Question,  Mr.  Henry  H. 

Fowler;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treosory  (Hr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1983 


newspaper  Libel  Law  Amendment  "BSSX—Orehred  {Mr.  Je»nif^$,  Mr.  Addinn) ; 


QUESTION, 


MOTION. 


preunted,  and  read  the  flrsb  time  [KU  212] 


••  1934 


[5.56] 


LORDS. 


SAT  PIKST. 


Monday,  Masoh  14. 
The  Earl  of  Ohestorfield,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WBIT  ISSUED. 

Monday,  Maboh  14. 
For  Btrly  {l&etUn  IHvtfion),  v.  Thomas  Watson,  esquire,  deceased. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWOBN. 


Monday,  Mabcb  28. 
Dtrby  {Ilkeiton  JHvinon) — Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Foster,  knight. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE 

Ssooim  SsssTOjr  of  the  Twximr-FotrBTa  Parliambnt  of  the 
UirnBD   Kingdom  of    Ossat   Bsitjtn   and  Ibxland, 

APPOINTED   to  meet   5   AuQUST,    1886,    IN    THS  FIFTIETH 

Ybab  of  the  Bbion  of 

HUE  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTOEIA. 

fTHIBD  YOLTTME  OF  SESSION   1  887. 


HOUSE    OF  LOBDS, 
IHiay,  nth  Mm^  1887. 


MINUTBS.]— Posuc  BnjJi—Sfport  —  Truro 
Biifaoprio  and  Olupter  Acts  Amendment* 
(33). 

PkonsitniAL  OnoiE  Bill — Third  B§atting — 
Bainiiga  and  ImprorenMnt  of  lAndi  (Iz«- 
kad>»  (29),  andp««d. 

rOBEiaN  HOBfiE-BBEEDINa  DEPOTS. 
MOnOH  BOA  A3UUUUS. 

Ita  £4BL  OF  STRAFFOBDf  in 
Borings 

"TM  in  humble  AddreM  tw  pnwnted  to 
"Bxt  ICuMtr,  Ua  txmm  or  extncts  ol  repoita 
a(  Hflr  lUjMty'i  diplomatic  axeata  at  Farii, 
Tiesna,  and  BariiD,  on  the  lat^eot  of  horao- 
^iliHdepati^forwaidedtothe  Foreign  Offioq 
atha  JW1884," 

TOU  GCCXn.   [tbibi>  sbbibs.] 


said,  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  lUb- 
bleadale),  who  raised  the  question  of  our 
horse  suppljr  a  few  uighta  ago,  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  of  submitting  to 
their  Lordships  a  scheme  for  the  supply 
of  horses,  particularly  for  militarr  pur- 
poses. In  the  nwantime  it  vouldt  he 
belioTed,  be  intowstinff  to  know  what 
foreign  oonntriee  were  £»ing  in  the  mat- 
ter. He  hod  reason  to  beUere  that  at 
the  Foreign  Office  there  were  Beports  on 
this  subject  sent  by  Her  MfnoBty  ^  Diplo- 
matio  Agents  from  Paris,  Vienna,  and 
Berlin;  and,  through  Uie  courtesy  of 
the  noble  Earl  who  was,  in  1884,  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  he  (the  Earl  of  Strafford) 
had  the  opportunity  of  looking  into 
them.  They  were  very  interesting,  and 
were  not  very  Toluminous.  They  dealt 
with  the  subject  of  horse-breeding 
depots ;  and  the  financial  part  of  the 
question  was  also  dealt  with,  and  showed 
tnat  a  large  sum  of  money  was  expended 
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in  promoting  horae-breeding  in  France, 
Germany,  and  Austria.  It  would  be  of 
great  service  if  tbeir  Beports  could  be 
givMi  to  the  public,  so  that  those  inte- 
rested in  the  Bubject  might  have  an  op- 
portunity of  studying  them.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  object  to 
the  production  of  theee  Beporta. 

Address  for — 

"  Copies  or  exttacfaj  of  reports  of  Her  Mweety's 
dipl(»natio  agent*  at  Paria,  Vieimfttand  Serhn, 
on  the  aabiect  of  horse-breeding  depfita,  for- 
warded to  the  Forugn  Office  in  the  year  1884." 
~{Th$  Earl  o/Strt^d.) 

Thb  FBIME  UINI8TEB  abs  SB- 
OEETAET  or  STATE  fob  FOEEIGN 
AFFAIES  (The  Maw^ueas  of  Saus- 
bubt)  :  There  is  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  production  of  the  Beports,  which 
I  am  quite  willing  should  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

AddiesB  agreed  to. 

ONIVEBSAL  FENNY  POSTAQE. 
UOTIOK  70B  A  PAPBB. 

Movedf  for — 

"The  fonrth  letter  vrittea  hy  Mr.  Henniker 
Beaton,  M.F.,to  the  Poatmaster  General  on  the 
■abject  of  the  unimsal  penii^  postage.*'— 
£0rl  of  Craw/wd.) 

Hotiom^^iW  to. 

House  a^onned  at  a  qoarter  before  Five 
o'olodr,  to  Uonday  next,  a  qaarter 
before  Eleven  o*61ook. 


HOT78B  OF  00HU0N8, 
JWtfoy,  lUKMareh,  1887. 


HIKUTESO'^SiippLT— MKtfftowf  tfl  Committ«$ 
—BstolHtioH  [Maroh  10]  raporttd. 

FoBUO  Bills  —  Ordered  —  liret  Beading  — 
Coroners'  Eleeticms  *  [193] :  McTchsndiie 
Marks  Law  OonsoUdatitm  and  Amendment* 

rmj. 

Withdrttum  —  OAaaoiiL  law  (BooUand)  Pro- 
cedure* [131]. 

LONDON  COUPOBATION  (CHABaES  OF 
MALVERSATION). 

Sib  JOHN  B.  HOWBBAT  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Seleotion,  That,  in 
purananoe  of  the  Order  of  the  House, 
they  had  nominated  the  ft^owing  £^ve 
Members  to  constitute  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  London  Corparaticm 
(Charges  of  Malversation) 

^e  Earl  of  Strafford 


Cuuiahthujf.  4 

Marquees  of  Hartlngton ; 
Sit  Joaeph  B^ley ; 
Lewis  lAevelyn  Billwyn,  esquire  ; 
Will^m  Henry  HouldsirOTth,  eeqmre  ; 
James  Cochrane  6teTensan,  eaqoire ; 

and  had  also  named, — 

Charles  Bradlangh,  eeqoire,  and 
John  Oompton  Lawnnoe,  esquire, 

to  serve  on  the  Select  Committee  to  pro- 
pose and  examine  witnesses,  but  vithont 
the  power  of  voting. 

Ordered,  That  the  Beport  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


BOYAL  IBISH  GONSTABCLABY— GOH- 
8TIT0nON  OF  THE  FOBOE. 

Captain  OOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  aeked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is 
the  strength  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary ;  what  is  the  number  of  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  Force ;  whether  the 
Force  is  chiefly  recruited  from  agricul- 
tural districts  of  Ireland,  and  largely 
composed  of  sons  of  tenant  farmers  in 
Ireland ;  what  was  the  number  of  evic- 
tions in  Ireland  in  each  of  the  years 
1882,  1883,  1884,  1885,  and  1886,  re- 
spectively ;  what  was  the  numbm  of 
appHoations  for  admission  to  the  ranki  of 
the  Boyal  Imh.  Oonatabulary  in  each  of 
those  years  respeotirdy ;  and,  wheUier 
Her  Mf^esty's  Qorernment  will  consider 
the  propriety  oi  so  amending  the  law 
that  offmces,  such  as  firing  a  rerolTert 
or  other  fire-arms,  at  members  of  that 
Force  when  discharging  their  datj  with 
bltons,  may  be  dealt  with  by  the  same 
criminal  tribanals  in  G-reat  Britain  as 
deal  with  similar  offences  against  mem- 
bers of  the  English  Police  Force  in  the 

execution  of  their  duty  ?   

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEEAL  sob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holhes)  (Dublin  TJ&i* 
venity)  (who  relied)  said :  The  presmt 
strength  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulaiy 
is  12,554  men,  of  whom  9,205  are Bomaa 
Catholics,  and  the  oirottmetanceB  as  to 
reoruiting  and  the  eomposition  of  the 
fioroe  are  oorreotly  stated  in  the  jQuestioa. 
As  to  the  number  of  eriotions,  the  Qo- 
vemment  hare  no  farther  information 
than  that  already  before  the  House  in 
the  Betums  periodically  laid  upon  the 
Table.  It  is  not  practicable  to  tabulate 
the  number  of  mere  applications  for  ad- 
mission  to  the  CQnatabmar^  ^whioh  ootM 
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from  all  parte  of  the  three  kingdoms) ; 
but  the  number  of  aooepted  candidates 
was  3,344.  667,  fi42,  1,040,  and  1,425 
respeotively  in  the  five  years  mentioned. 
I  fear  that  I  do  not  quite  understand  the 
last  paragraph.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
difference  between  the  law  in  Qreat 
Britain  and  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the 
matter  referred  to. 

HABRIAGE    AOT  —  'NOK0ONFOBHI8T 
MABRIAOES-LEOMmSTBB. 

Hb.  T.  BLAKE  (CHooeester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  asked  the  Seeretyy  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  "nniether  he 
has  seen  a  letter  in  7%«  Chrittim  World, 
of  March  3,  by  the  Beverend  J.  J. 
Squire,  Frimitire  Methodist  Minister,  of 
Ijeominster,  stating  that  immediately 
after  a  marriage  duly  performed  by  him, 
in  the  presenoe  of  the  Begistrar,  in  the 
Primitive  Methodist  Ohapel  at  that 
p^aoe,  cm  the  16th  of  February,  the 
BeTerend  A.  Garthwaite,  the  curate  of 
Kimbolton,  near  Leominster,  persuaded 
the  parties  to  go  through  the  marnage 
•emoe  in  Kimbolton  Ohurc^,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  right  to  marry  in 
a  ohapeli  and  afterwards  entered  the 
marriage  in  the  parish  register;  and, 
whether,  if  Mr.  Garthwaite  has  been 
goiltr  of  an  illegal  aot,  legal  pooeedings 
will  be  taken  against  him  f 

Thb  BECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
HxTTHnrs)  (Birmingham,  £.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  the  letter  in  question, 
and  I  have  received  a  communication 
from  the  near  of  Kimbolton,  from  which 
it  appears,  not  that  the  curate  persuaded 
the  parties  to  be  married  in  church  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  not  right  to 
marry  in  a  ohapel,  bnt  that  the  vicar  was 
informed  that  the  parties  were  to  be, 
married  at  the  Begistrar's  Office,  and 
themselves  desired  to  have  the  marriage 
ceremony  afterwards  performed  in  the 
ehuroh,  in  which  the  man  had  for  16 
years  been  a  membw  of  the  church 
cihoir.  The  vioar  assares  me  distinctly 
that  nrither  he  nor  his  curate  knew  at 
the  time  the  marriage  service  was  per- 
f6rmed,that  any  re^gious  ceremony  bad 
taken  place  between  the  parties.  This 
was  explained  two  days  afterwards  to  the 
minister  of  the  Primitive  Methodist 
Ohapel,  and  I  am  told  that  he  then  ex- 
proMed  himself  perfectiy  satisfied.  The 
vicar  also  informs  me  that  he  was  not 
aeqnainted  witii  the  provisions  of  the 
HairiMge  Act  of  1 8fi8  when  the  marriage 


was  entered  in  the  parish  register.  I  am 
not  aware  that  there  were  no  banns  or 

licence. 

INDIA— TELEOBAFH  DEPABTMENT. 
OoLOHBL  HUGHEB-HALLETT 
(Boohester)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  When  the  Papers  re- 
lating to  claims  of  the  Indian  Telegraph 
Deputinent  will  be  produced ;  whentne 
scheme  of  re-organization  wiU  be  sanc- 
tioned, and  who  is  responsible  for  the 
delay  in  eranting  measures  of  relief ; 
and,  whether  some  measure  of  relief 
could  be  afforded  by  amalgamating,  as 
in  England,  the  Telegraph  and  Foetal 

Thb  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  case  of  the  Telegraph  D^>artment 
has  been  referred  to  tiie  Finance  Oom- 
misaion  which  was  recentiy  appointed  in 
India  to  consider  what  reductions  can  be 
made  in  the  Public  ExpencUture.  The 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  nntil  thisBe- 
port  has  been  received  it  is  impossible  to 
give  the  information  he  desires. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— COURT  HOUSES 

—ACCOMMODATION  FOE  PRISONERS 

AWAITINa  TRIAL. 

Mu.  OHliiDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked  the  Secretanr  of  State  Tor  the 
Home  Department,  What  action  he  pro- 
poses to  take  on  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Aooommodati(m  for 
Untried  Prisoners  ? 

Sir  JoHK  KxmrAWAY,  Mr.  Oalbb 
Wbioht,  Mr.  Shzblbt,  Mr.  OoAsmsa, 
had  also  given  Notice  of  Questions  to  the 
same  effect. 

Thk  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  will 
answer  the  Questions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Membw  for  Honiton  (Devon)  and  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Leigh  (Lancashire),  of 
Doncaster  (Yorkshire),  and  of  £ut 
Northampton  at  tiie  same  time.  The 
importance  of  the  matter  to  which  these 
five  Questions  refer  cannot  be  exagger- 
ated ;  and  I  am  determined  to  do  alltnat 
is  in  my  power  to  remedy  a  state  of 
things  which,  in  my  mind,  constitute  a 
serious  evil.  Places  for  the  detention  of 
prisoners  immediately  before  and  after 
trial  appear  to  be  excluded  by  t^e  Prison 
Act  of  1877  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  Their  control  and 
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management  remains,  therefore,  where 
it  always  has  been — with  the  Justices  in 
counties  and  the  Town  Oouncil  in 
boroughs.  A  week  ago,  I  gave  in- 
structions for  a  Circular  to  issue  to  all 
the  County  and  Borough  Authorities  in 
England  and  Wales  oaLling  on  them  at 
onoe  to  take  this  matter  into  their  serious 
oonsidera^on,  and  to  inf(ma  me  what 
improrements  th^  mean  to  carry  out  in 
their  respectiTe  Oourt-houses  and  other 
places  01  detention.  I  feel  sanguine  that 
thc^  will  everywhere  co-operate  with  me 
in  finding  a  remedy  for  evils  which  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  wisely 
fu>potnted  by  the  ri^ht  hoa.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  has  brought 
to  light.  In  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Northampton- 
shire, I  can  only  say  that  after  the  replies 
of  the  Local  Bodies  have  been  received 
the  Government  will  consider  whataotion 
on  their  part  may  be  necessary. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— DtJK 
MAKWAY  PETTY  SESSIONB-CABE  OF 
FEUX  SWEENY. 

Me.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  (for  Dr. 
Kjehsy)  (Oorkf  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretwy  to  the  Lora  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
laud,  whether  a  man,  named  Felix 
Sweeny,  was  arrested  at  Dunmanway  for 
breaking  a  pane  of  glass  value  6d\ 
whether  he  was  sent  to  the  County 
Cork  Gaol  to  await  his  trial ;  whether 
he  w  as  brought  to  the  Dunmanway  Petty 
Sessions  for  trial;  if,  in  default  of  pay- 
ing a  fine  of  5«.  he  was  sent  to  the 
County CorkGaoIforseven days;  whether 
the  expenses  in  connection  with  ttiiscase 
were  £3  I0«.  6i. ;  uid,  whether,  in 
future,  the  necessity  of  incurruu;  large 
expenses  in  such  trivial  cases  wil  iTbe  ob- 
viated f 

Thi  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmxs)  fDublin  TJni- 
▼ersity')  (who  replied)  said:  The  man 
referred  to  is  a  tramp  who  deliberately 
broke  a  pane  of  glass  upon  being  refused 
alms.  The  statements  in.  the  second, 
third,  fourth,  and  fifth  paragraphs  of 
the  Question  are  substantially  accurate. 
0£Fenoes  of  this  kind  must  be  punished, 
and  some  expenses  attendant  thereon 
cannot  be  avoided. 

NAVY— EMPLOYMENT  OF  MAEUNE8  ON 
PBIVATE  SERVICE. 

Mr.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^,  Wbe- 


ther  information  has  reached  him  that, 
on  the  11th  ultimo,  the  Captain  of 
Marines  aboard  the  Shannon,  stationed 
in  Bantry  Bay,  sent  a  party  of  Marines 
to  polish  the  floor  of  a  house  in  which  a 
ball  was  held,  and  thaf  it  is  the  practice 
of  this  officer  to  send  Marines  to  pre- 
pare the  tennis  ground  and  to  do  vartoas 
other  works  foreign  to  their  ordinary 
duties ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  employ- 
ment is  sanoUoned  by  the  r^^ulatuma  of 
the  Service  f 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qeobgr 
HAUIZ.T0N)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Some 
of  the  Marines  of  the  Shannon  appear  to 
have  volunteered  their  services  in  pre- 
paring a  room  for  dancing  and  a  tennis 
court  on  shore  at  Bantry.  The  men 
were  not  there  during  their  working 
hours,  and  were  remunerated  privately. 
The  Admiralty,  under  the  circumstances, 
see  no  reason  for  interferenoe. 

EVXOTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  HR.  JOHN 
FROST,  CO.  OLARE-TRAVELLING  EX- 
PENSES  OF  THE  POLICE  FORCE. 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Cox)  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
money  expended  in  travelling  expenses, 
fto.,  for  the  police  force  ensnged  in 
carrying  out  the  evictim  of  Hr.  John, 
Frost,  Boemanagher,  OounW  Clare  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  TOR 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  I  am  unable 
to  give  this  information.  It  requires  a 
great  deal  of  clerical  labour  to  extract 
these  expenses ;  and,  although  this  has 
been  done  in  a  few  cases,  it  cannot  be 
carried  further  without  neglect  <MF  othw 
duties  by  the  official  staff. 

AOEtCULTUBE    (IRELAND)  —  EDITOA- 
TIONAL  STATIONS. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8,)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  Dr.  Hodges,  of  the  Chemioo- 
Agrioultural  Society  of  Ulster,  a  com- 
munication urging  the  desirability  of 
establishing  throughout  the  country 
educational  stations  for  the  improvement 
of  the  method  of  agriculture ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  GK>vem- 
ment  to  make  provision  for  the  establish- 
ment of  such  stations  in  their  promised 
legislation  on  the  I^sh  Land  Question  " 
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Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Ur.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni< 
nmij)  (vho  replied)  said :  The  com- 
miuuntioiL  mentionea  vas  received  by 
the  lite  Obief  Secretary,  who  r^retted 
he  did  not  feel  able  to  promote  the  re- 
quest cODTeyed  in  it.   The  subject  ap- 
pears also  to  hare  been  under  the  notice 
of  MeTions  GoTommente,  none  of  whom 
took  a  &TOnzable  viev  of  the  proposal. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAQB  (IRELAND)- 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— REPOETS 
OF  THE  C0MMIS8X0NEBS  OF  IN- 
QUntT. 

Uju  sexton  (Bel&st,  W,)  asked 
the Ohid  SecretiuTto  the  Lord  lieu- 
teiuuit  of  Irdand,  Whether  the  Qorem- 
meat  hare  3ret  completed  their  conndera- 
tion  <d  the  Report  of  Sir  John  Day  and 
his  coUeagnee  on  the  Belfast  Riots ;  how 
ioon  they  will  conununioate  to  the 
House  their  proposals  with  respect  to 
Bodal  order  in  Belfast ;  how  soon  the 
Report  and  Eridence  are  likely  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members;  and,  whether 
the  GoTomment  have  abandoned  the 
expectation  of  receiving  a  Report  from 
Ur.  Wallace  MacHardy  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (l£r.  Houces)  (Dublin  TJni- 
Tmity}  (who  replied)  said:  This  subject 
is  sttU  nnder  consideration.  The  Report 
aod  Endence  have  been  Jaid  on.  the 
TaUe.  The  Ghnremment,  though  unable 
to  aoeoimt  for  Commander  MaBHat^^ 
eontinoed  silence,  are  unwilling  to  coiAe 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  his  inten- 
tion to  make  his  expected  Report. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST-COLONEL 
FORBES,  B.U.,  AND  Ma  M'CARTUY, 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  ftaked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  the  Irish  Govern- 
mtnt  have  it  in  contemplation  to  remove 
Colonel  Forbes,  R.M. ,  and  Mr.  M'Oarthy , 
R.U.,  from  Belfast ;  whether,  if  so,  the 
(Hvemment  have  consulted  the  Ifembers 
cf  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Belfast 
Biota  in  refereiice  to  the  matter;  how 
long  Colonel  Forbes  and  Mr.  M'Carthy 
have  served  in  Belfast ;  have  they  satis- 
{■ctoriljr  disdiarged  their  duties ;  were 
thay  QompUmentod  by  the  Boyal  Oom- 
luawm,  and  did  the  Commission  report 


that  the  stipendiary  magistrates  had 
disobarged  their  duties  "undoubtedly 
very  w^l ; "  have  they  requested  to  be 
removed  from  Belfast ;  is  the  removal 
due  to  any  complaint;  and,  if  so,  of 
what  nature,  and  b^  whom  made; 
whether  it  was  established  in  evidence 
before  the  Royal  Commission  that  cer- 
tain Local  Justices  had  set  themselves 
to  procure  the  removal  of  Colonel 
Forbes;  and,  whether,  considering  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  in 
regard  to  the  Local  Justices,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  no  step  conceminir 
Colonel  Forbes  and  Mr.  M'Carthy  nnul 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
con  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  Colonel 
Forbes  and  Mr.  M'Carthy,  Resident 
Magistrates,  have  been  informed  that 
they  are  about  to  be  transferred  from 
Belfast  The  Executive  have  taken  this 
step  on  their  own  resjponsibility  in  view 
of  the  reoommendattons  of  the  BeUbst 
Commission,  which  include  a  strong  sug- 
gestion that  the  Resident  Magistrates 
in  Belfast  should  be  barristers.  No  slur 
is  thereby  cast  on  these  two  Resident 
Magistrates,  and  they  have  been  so  in- 
formed. Their  duties  in  the  past  have 
been  satisfactorily  performed.  One  of 
them  has  served  for  over  throe  years  in 
Belfast,  the  other  over  four  years.  All 
Resident  Magistrates  are  liable  to  trans- 
fer at  the  discretion  of  the  Executive. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
,    WALES)- EVIDENCE   IN  REVENUE 
CASES. 

Mb.  GODSON  (Kidderminster)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Why,  in  oases  of 
infringement  of  the  laws  relating  to  the 
Inland  Revenue,  defendants  are  not  al- 
lowed to  give  evidence  on  their  own  be- 
half, while  in  certain  cases  oonoeming 
the  Customs,  by  39  &  40  Viet  c.  36,  s. 
259,  "  the  defendant  shall  be  competent 
and  compellable  to  give  evidence ; " 
and,  whether  he  will  take  immediate 
steps  to  remove  this  disability  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RionAED  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
if  his  Question  refers  to  proceedings  in 
the  Superior  Court,  defendants  are  com* 
petest  and  compellable  to  give  evidence 
in  Inland  Revenue  as  well  as  in  Cus- 
toms cases  ;  but  if ,  as  I  rather  gatherj 
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the  Question  refers  to  charges  before 
magietrates,  the  ordinary  rule  applies 
that  the  defendant  cannot  give  evidence 
in  a  criminal  matter  except  in  the  par- 
ticiilar  cases  authorized  by  statute.  Her 
Majesty's  Gkivemment  hope  that  a  Bill 
will  pass  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
this  Session  to  enable  the  defendant  to 
give  evidence  in  all  criminal  oases. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— POSTAL  AB- 
RAKOEUENTS  AT  ENIOSKILLEN,  fto. 
Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
letters  posted  in  Enniakillen  for  Dublin 
and  Belfast,  after?  o'clock  p.m.,  are  de- 
livered next  morning;  and,  if  so,  at 
what  hour ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
make  arrangements  to  have  letters  that 
are  posted  during  the  night  in  Ennis- 
killen  and  the  following  towns — namely, 
Olimes,  Newbliss,  Oootehill,  Bailiebo- 
KOttgh,  Gastleblayney,  and  Oarrickma- 
oroBs,  forwarded  by  the  train  leaving 
Enniskillen  at  6.20  a.m  f 

The  POSTBIASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
lUiKBs)  (Oambridge  Univeraity):  Let- 
ten  can  be  posted  in  Sbniskillen  up  to 
8  p.m.  for  aeixrery  the  first  thing  next 
morning  in  both  Dublin  and  Belfast.  It 
is  doubnUl  whether  a  sufficient  nombOT 
of  letters  are  posted  late  at  night  in 
Enniskillen  and  the  other  towns  men- 
tioned to  warrant  an  additional  de- 
spatch by  the  train  leaving  Enniskillen 
at  the  early  hour  of  6,20  a.m. ;  but  I 
will  have  inquiry  made  upon  this  point. 

SOXTTH  AFRICA  (NATAL)-THE  CHIEF 
LANGALIBALELE. 

Me.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  the  return  of  the  Chief 
Langalibalele  to  Natal ;  and,  if  so,  under 
what  conditions? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  HoLLAim)  (Hampstead) :  The 
Legislative  Council  of  Natal  has  agreed 
to  the  return  of  Langalibalele  to  the 
Colony  under  the  following  conditions : 
— (I)  That  Langalibalele  be  placed  in 
the  Zwart  Eop  location,  near  Pieter- 
maritzburg,  under  the  diarge  of  tiie 
Chief  Teteleka  ;  (2)  that  only  snoh  Na- 
tives as  aie  bond  ^pda  members  of  his 
family  be  allowed  to  live  with  him ;  (3) 
tiiat  he  be  debarred  from  exercising  any 
authority  whatever  as  a  Chief,  or  from 


claiming  any  privilege  as  such.  £50 
per  annum  has  been  voted  for  his  main- 
tenance. I  may  add  that  permission  was 
given,  in  a  despateh  dated  Januazy  27 
last,  to  make  such  arrangementa  as 
might  be  necessary  for  Laugalibalele's 
return ;  but  that  there  has  not  yet  been 
time  to  learn  what  action  has  been  taken 
in  the  matter. 

FOUCE    (METROPOLIS)  ~  DAYLIGHT 
ROBBERIES  IN  THE  8TEEETS. 

Mb.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  on  Friday  last  a  lady  was 
robbed  in  Westboume  Terrace  in  broad 
daylight,  and  that  many  similar  offmoes 
have  been  committed  recently  in  that 
neighbourhood,  he  proposes  to  take 
steps,  by  the  employment  of  detectiTes 
or  otherwise,  to  increase  tiie  security  of 
the  public  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  It  is  a 
fact  that  a  lady  was  robbed  on  Friday 
last  in  Westbonme  Terraoe  at  3.S0  p.m. 
on  a  Tray  fo^y  day.  The  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Police  tells  me  that  he  ie  not 
aware  that  many  umilar  offences  have 
been  committed  In  that  neighbourhood. 
Such  an  augmentation  of  the  Police 
Force  as  would  make  impossible  in  this 
great  Metropolis  an  outrage  such  as  this 
of  snatching  away  a  purse  openly  carried 
in  a  lady's  hand,  would  entail  an  expen* 
diture  of  which  the  taxpayers  might 
reasonably  complain. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOABD-MXIL- 
TIPLE  APP0INTUBNT3  IN  BAUPTON 
DISTRICT,  0ZF0BD8HIBB. 

Mr.  F.  W.MACLEAN(Oxford,  Wood- 
stock) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  appointment 
of  the  same  gentleman  to  fill  the  offices 
of  Surveyor  of  Highways  of  the  Bamp- 
tott  East  Highway  Bistriot,  Oxfordshire 
(containing  a  mileage  of  138  miles),  and 
of  Sanita^  Lispector  of  the  Bampton 
Rural  Sanitary  District  (consisting  of 
42  parishes  and  covering  70,048  acres); 
whether,  havii^  regard  to  the  laige  and 
in(»«a«ng  duties  of  such  offices,  it  is 
possible  for  one  person  adequatd;r  |» 
discharge  the  same;  whethmrt 
have  been  received  by  the  Local  i 
ment  Board  from  the  ratepayc 
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district  in  relation  to  such  appoint- 
ments ;  whether  the  Board  has  boon 
urged  by  many  of  sach  ratepayers  not 
to  sanction  the  appointment  of  the  same 
person  to  both  offices ;  and,  whether, 
nnder  these  oircumatances,  the  Local 
Goremment  Board  will  direot  inquiiy 
to  be  made  into  the  soundness  or  other- 
wise of  sooh  oomphuDtfl,  kdA.  not  sanc- 
tion the  appointment  dnrii^  the  coming 
year  unless  satisfied  that  there  is  no 
gronnd  lor  mioh  com^ainte  f 

Thb  FBESIDENT  (Mr.  Bitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St..  George's)  :  In 
1 885,  when  the  Local  (Government  Board 
were  informed  that  the  Inspector  of 
Nuisances  of  the  district  in  question 
had  been  re-appointed,  and  that  it  was 
proposed  that  he  should  also  hold  the 
office  of  Surveyor  of  Highways,  the 
Board  objected  to  the  two  offices  being 
held  by  the  same  person.  But,  having 
received  particulars  of  the  work  which 
had  been  done  by  the  Inspector  of  Nni* 
eancee,  and  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
for  the  county  having  borne  testimony 
to  the  efficiency  with  which  that  officer 
diaobamed  his  duties ;  the  Board  consi- 
dered t£at  thwe  was  no  sufBdent  reason 
lor  tiieir  withholding  their  assent  to  an 
arrangement  which  had  been  nnani- 
mona^  approved  by  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity. The  Inspector  has  now  been  re- 
appointed for  another  year.  The  only 
oommtmication  which  tne  Board  has  re- 
ceived objectiag  to  the  re-appointment 
is  from  the  waywarden  of  one  of  the  36 
parishes  in  the  highway  district.  The 
Board,  before  arriving  at  a  decision  on 
the  subject,  will  ask  for  the  observations 
of  the  Sanitary  Authority  on  the  state- 
ments in  that  oommonioation. 

LAW  AKD  JTTSnOB  (SOOTLAND) -CASK 
OF  WILUAM  0AB8ELB. 

Db.  OAMEBON  (Ghugow,  dollege) 
adted  the  Lwd  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  William  Cassela,  sentenced 
on  the  6tii  instant  by  the  Sheriff  Sub- 
stitute at  Fortree  to  three  weeks*  impri- 
sonment from  his  committal  on  Decem- 
ber 2S,  had  been  kept  in  prison  await- 
ing bial  ten  weeks  from  that  date,  or 
seven  weeks  beyond  the  term  of  his 
actual  sentence;  and,  if  he  will  explain 
why  a  pvi'^'^noT  iilh'mfitoly  triod  siim- 

mar*!',-  t^'f''!""  -1  '  '":iTt  -Ldi-'-in  p..iMT''  'if 
iitijirtstmuu  III  uro  Utijil>:^il      tA'cj  nioiitlm^ 

wu  iletunin]  in  priaob  tea  woebs  await- 
ing trial  f 


The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews  ITniversities):  WiSiam  Oassels 
was  detained  in  prison  for  ten  weeks 
before  trial,  which  was,  in  my  opinion, 
most  improper  in  such  a  case,  unless 
there  were  exceptional  circumstances  to 
explain  the  delay.  1  think  it  nocessary 
to  mf^e  a  fiUl  inquiry,  and  I  shall  feel 
obliged  U  the  hen.  Member  will  poet- 
pone  his  Question  for  a  week. 

THE  CURRENOY,  GOLD  AND  SILVER 
(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Me.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  Mr.  Uhancellor  of 
the  Ezoheauer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  ouUd  to  a  paragraph  in  Th» 
Stmiimri  of  the  8th  Haidi,  which  eon- 
tains  the  folio  wingstatement  with  regard 
to  the  Gh)ld  and  Silver  Oommission  :— 

"  The  Oommusioiierfl  will  probably  hold  oidy 
two  or  three  further  meetiogi." 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners  have  only  recently  entered  into 
an  inquiry  as  to  bi-metallism,  which 
was  the  main  object  of  their  appoint- 
ment; and,  whether,  considering  the 
important  character  of  the  subject,  he 
can  inform  the  House  if  the  Commis- 
sioners will  close  their  inquiry  without 
calling  upon  well-known  authorities  to 
give  evidence  as  to  the  advisability  of 
promoting  an  international  agreement 
for  the  introduction  of  bi-metallism  ? 

Thb  OHANCELLOK  ofthbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohui)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square^ :  My  attention  has  not 
been  drawn  to  the  paragraph  in  i^ues- 
tion.  My  impression  is  that  thtfe  is  no 
foundation  for  such  a  statement.  As 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the  Commis- 
sioners act  entirely  on  their  own  respon- 
sibility, and  the  Government  do  not  in- 
terfere with  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  I  should  think  that  the  Oom- 
mission will  not  break  up  without  deal- 
ing with  all  the  important  questions 
that  were  referred  to  it. 

ABMT  MEDICAL  STAFF  (INI>IA>- 
BBIGADB-SUBOEONS. 

OoLOHEL  HUGHES  •  HALLETT 
(Bochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  will  take  into  oon- 
sideratton  the  case  of  brifcade-surgeona 

on  tho  Medical  StiiiV  in  Inilia,  having 
Trc;Mrt3  to  tbc  eevfrG  ot&iiiinatLons  they 
hiivu  (.1  pn5>(  Tor  thtiir  promotion,  with  a 
Tiow  to  pla(iT?p  tLeui,  wqe  contom- 
pjatird  by  iho  Kxi^al  Warrant  of  2nd 
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December  1879,  on  the  same  tooting  as 
brigade- surgeons  in  all  other  parts  of 
tier  Majesty's  Dominions,  as  regards 
pay,  position,  and  pension,  instead  of 
allowing  them  to  remain,  as  at  present 
in  India,  on  the  same  pay  after  25  and 
80  ;^ears'  service  as  sui^eons-major,  and 
Bubject  at  times  to  routine  duties  under 
medical  officers  of  the  latter  rank  who 
may  be  their  juniors  ? 

The  XJNDEH  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Gobst) 
(Chatham)  f who  replied)  said:  When 
fhe  Boyal  wanaat  created  the  rank  of 
brigflde-BOTgeon  in  1879  the  Senretary 
of  State  for  India  deolined  to  allow  any 
inoreased  expenditure  to  be  cast  on  the 
Bevenues  oi  India  by  reason  of  that 
'Warrant,  and  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  adheres  to  that  determination. 

INLAND  BEVENTJE— THE  COLLEOTOH- 
SHIP  AT  SLiaO. 

Mb.  KENNEDY  (Sligo,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretaxy  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
cf  Ireland,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  abolish  the  colleotorshh)  at  Sligo,  the 
most  important  port  ana  town  on  the 
West  Coast  of  iueland  after  lameriok ; 
and,  if  BOf  whether  there  will  then  be  no 
Head  Office  between  Londondeny  and 
Galway ;  .whether  the  Corporation,  the 
Grand  Jnry,  the  Harbour  Board,  and 
trading  oommnnity  of  Sligo  have  passed 
Hesolutions  and  forwarded  Memorials 
against  the  abolition  of  this  office ;  and, 
whether  the  traders  of  the  counties  of 
Sliffo,  Leitrim,  Rosoommon,  and  Long- 
ford have  given  ezproesion  to  t^eir 
opposition  to  the  proposed  change ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  publio  feeling  will  be 
considered  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners ? 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived a  copy  of  the  Resolution  unani- 
mously passed  at  a  meeting  of  the 
merchants  of  Sligo  and  tiie  adjoining 
oonnties,  protesting  aMinat  the  contem- 

Slated  removal  of  the  Oolleator  of  Inland 
lovenue  and  hie  Btafif  from  Sligo ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
matter,  and^recommend  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  consider 
the  wishes  of  the  traders  of  four  out  of 
five  of  the  counties  of  Oonnaught  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  JACJUios)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 

Colonel  Jlughet-HaUeU 


replied]  said,  the  question  of  abolishing 
the  colleotorship  at  Sligo  was  under  con- 
sideration. In  the  event  of  its  b«ng 
abolished  there  would  be  no  other 
collector  between  Londondeny  and  QbX- 
way ;  but  there  would  be  several  snper- 
visoTs  and  offioos,  and  no  inconvenience 
would  be  caused.  Memorials  had  been 
received  from  the  Corporation,  the  Har- 
bour Board,  and  also  from  the  pablio 
living  in  the  district  with  r^erwaoe  to 
the  proposed  change,  and  these  Memo- 
rials would  be  fully  oonBideied. 

CONTAOIOUS    DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
AOTS— REMOVAL  OF  CATTLE  FBOM  I 
IRELAND— PLEURO-PNEUMONIA.  i 
CoLONELGUNTER(York8hire,  W.E.,  | 
Barkstone  Ash)  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  any 
precautionary  measures  are  adopted  to 

Erevent  the  removal  inland  of  cattle 
Luded  at  Liverpool  or  elsewhere  in 
Great  Britain  from  Ireland,  that  are 
known  to  have  been  herded  with,  or  in 
contact  with,  animals  suffering  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? 

Tbx  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  DUCHY 
(Lord  Jomr  MAiniBBs)  (LeicesterBhire^ 
E.) :  An  Order  of  Council  has  been 
approved,  and  will  shortly  be  passed,  to 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  deal  with 
animal  which  have  been  exposed  to 
contact  with  diseased  animals  while  in 
transit,  whether  from  Ireland  or  other 
parts  of  Hie  United  Kingdom. 

PARLIAMENTARY   ELECrnOKS  (IRE- 

LAND)— NORTH  ANTRIM.  I 
Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoretan^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ' 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  recent  Parliamentary  Election  for 
North  Antrim,  Captain  Robinson,  Uie 
only  avulable  magistrate  in  the  town  of 
Fortrush,  refused,  on  the  day  previous 
to  the  polling,  to  take  the  declarati<ms 
of  secrecy  of  the  agents  of  the  Liberal 
candidate,  who  attended  before  him  £>r 
the  purpose;  whether  he  first  refused 
on  the  ground  that  the  dedlarfttiona  were 
not  stamped;  whether  he  wub  entifled 
to  offer  such  an  objection ;  whether  the  | 
documents  having  been  stamped  at  his  | 
direction,  he  a  second  time  refused  to 
sign  them,  on  the  plea  that  they  were  i 
not  iproperly  drafted  ;  whether  he  did  ' 
not  sign  them  until  after  he  had  caused 
much  annoyance  and  loss  of  time ;  and, 
what  notice  will  be  taken  of  his  conduct  P 
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The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRKLAND  (Mr.  Holues)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tersily)  (who  replied}  said :  The  GK>- 
▼emment  have  no  knowledge  of,  and 
hare  reoeiTed  no  information  aB  to,  the 
alleged  oooorrenee.  If  an^  person  thinks 
he  has  cause  for  complaint  against  the 
action  of  any  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  his 
magisterial  capainty,  the  proper  oourse 
is  to  communioate  with  thie  Ijord  Ohan- 
oellorr  who  will  take  the  neoeasaiy 
acticHi. 

MEROHANT  SHIPPINtt  —  THE  WRECK 
OF  THE  "  FLAMINGO." 

Mb.  0.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  a  po'^'^'^  wreck 
of  the  iron  steamer  Flamingo  still  lies  off 
the  north-east  headland  <u  St.  Marga- 
ret's Bay,  near  the  South  Foreland,  in 
the  course  of  small  craft  going  round 
the  point;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
consider  Uie  advisabUity  of  having  it 
removed  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henrt 
Dk  Wobmb)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Trinity  House,  who  are  the  execu- 
tive authority  in  this  matter,  despatched 
on  the  8th  instant  a  steamer  and  diver 
to  complete  the  dispersion  of  what  re- 
mains of  the  wreck  of  the  ^Amii^o. 

CONTAGIOUS  PT8EA8ES  (ANDIALS) 
ACTS  —  SHIPHENT  OF  INFECTED 
CATTLE  FROM  DTTBUN  —  PLEUBO- 

PNEUMONIA. 

OoLOKBL  GUNTER  (Yorkshire,  "W.R., 
Barkstone  Ash)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
If  he  ia  aware  that  cows  belonging  to  a 
dairyman  in  Dublin  were  exposed  for 
sale  in  the  Dublin  Cattle  Market  whilst 
suffering  with  pleuro-pneumonia  on  the 
14th  of  February ;  that  they  were  subse- 
quently sent  to  the  Dubim  Steamship 
Company's  wharf  with  a  large  number 
of  cattle  to  be  shipped  for  Liverpool ; 
that  Uie  Veterinary  Inspector  there  de- 
tected the  diseased  animals  and  ordered 
them  to  be  slaughtered  ;  that  the  ship- 
ping of  the  animals  that  had  been  in 
contact  with  those  slaughtered  con- 
tinued ;  and  that  the  Inspector's  orders 
for  closing  the  yard  as  an  infected  place 
were  unattended  to,  as  no  orders  to  that 
effect  had  been  received  from  Dublin 
Castle? 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holues)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  The  facts 
are  substantially  as  slated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. There  is  no  power  to  detain  any 
animals  during  transit  except  those 
found  to  be  diseased.  The  Privy  Coun* 
dl  were  advised  by  their  professional 
officer  that  an  order  declaring  the  yard 
an  infected  place  should  not  be  mode. 
The  duryman  has  atnoe  been  proseontedf 
and  fined  £2  and  costa. 

ARMY-MtJSKETRT-EFFICIENCY  OF 
THE  INFANTRY. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  proportion  of  the  effective 
strength  of  the  Infantry  of  the  Line,  and 
of  the  Infantry  Militia,  were  put  last 
year  through  a  course  of  mnsketir,  and 
what  proportion  of  such  number  did  not 
succeed  in  making  sufficient  points  to 
get  out  of  the  third  class  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stasbofk)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle]: 
The  proportion  of  the  effective  strengtii 
of  the  Infantry  of  the  Line  that  was  put 
through  a  course  of  musketry  was — 
trained  soldiers,  89  per  cent;  recruits, 
64  per  cent.  In  the  Militia  the  propor- 
tion of  men  trained  was  87  per  cent  of 
those  battalions  and  half  -  battalions 
which  were  able  to  go  through  a  oourse 
of  musketry.  Of  the  trained  soldiers  of 
the  Infantry,  46  ^er  cent  failed  to  ob- 
tain sufficient  points  to  pass  out  of  the 
third  class ;  and  of  the  recruits,  23*5  per 
cent.  Of  the  Militia,  38  per  cent  failed 
to  pass  out  of  the  t^ird  class.  These 
numbers  are  based  upon  the  musketry 
practice  of  the  Army  for  the  year  ending 
March  31,  1886,  and  of  the  Militia  fortbo 
year  1886.  As  I  presume  that  theobjectof 
my  hou.  Friend  is  to  make  a  comparison 
between  the  shooting  of  the  Army  and 
Militia  and  of  the  Vuunteers,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  the  conditions  are  wholly 
different.  In  the  case  of  the  Army,  it  is 
necessary  to  get  110  points  in  80  rounds 
to  get  into  the  second  class,  and  this  has 
been  found  so  onerous  that  the  qualifi- 
cation is  to  be  reduced.  In  the  case  of 
the  Militia,  a  man  must  make  39  points 
out  of  30  rounds.  In  the  case  of  the 
Volunteers,  on  the  other  hand,  all  that 
is  necessary  to  get  out  of  the  third  class 
is  to  make  45  points  out  of  a  maxi- 
mum of  60  shots }  and  the  recruit  will 
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only  have  to  bit  the  target  12  times 
in  aU. 

BULOARIA— EXEOUnONS  OF  IN- 
SITRaENTS. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  SeCTotary  of  otate  for  Forei^ 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  xnstmcted  thoir  Agents  in 
Bulgaria  to  nse  their  inflnenoe  with  the 
Begents  against  exoessive  severity  in 
dealing  with  the  insurgents;  whether 
the  British  Government  took  any  steps 
with  a  view  to  prevent  the  recent  whole- 
sale executions  in  Bulgaria ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Foreign  Office  has  received  any 
communications  from  the  Buseiaa  Go- 
vernment on  this  subject? 

Thb  under  8ECRETABT  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  Fbboubson)  (Man- 
diester,  N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment gave  no  instructions  to  their  Agents 
in  Bulgaria  to  interfere  with  the  Begents 
in  the  execution  of  their  duties.  Her 
U^est}r's  Government  have  received  no 
communication  from  the  Bussian  Gh>- 
Temment  on  the  subjeot. 

Mb.  DILLON :  That  is  not  answering 
my  Question.  I  said  nothing  about 
duty,  but  about  undue  severity. 

Sib  JAMES  FEBGUSSON :  That  is 
the  exercise  of  th^  funotions. 

B&YPT  (POLITICAL  AFFAIBS)-SIR  H. 
DRTJMMOND  WOLFF. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.]  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  Government  will 
afford  the  House  information  as  to  the 
exact  nature  of  the  negotiations  now 
being  carried  on  between  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  and  the  Sublime  Forte; 
and,  whether  he  can  g^ve  an  undertaking 
that  no  Treaty  or  Oonrention  on  Egyp- 
tian Affairs  will  be  ooncladed  with  the 
Forte,  or  with  the  Great  Fowera,  until 
an  opportunity  shall  have  been  afforded 
to  the  House  of  oonudering  the  provi- 
rions  of  such  Treaty  or  Oonvention  ? 

Tmt  UNDER  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feboubson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  communicate  to  Parliament 
the  exact  nature  of  the  negotiations  now 
being  carried  on  between  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  and  the  Sublime  Porte  as 
eoon  as  it  shall  appear  that  the  public 
interests  will  be  served  thereby.  The 
communication  to  Parliament  of  any 
Treaty  or  Oonvention  concluded  witii  the 


Forte  or  with  the  Great  Powers  will  be 
made  in  conformity  with  Oonstitntional 

precedent. 

PUBLIO  OFFICUIf— BKTRATAI.  OP 
TAUBT. 

Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
any  official  Begulations  exist  under 
which  persons  in  the  Public  Service, 
committing  offences  similar  to  that  with 
which  Mr.  Young  Terry  is  charged,  are 
liable  to  pecuniary  or  other  penalties  in 
addition  to  the  mere  fact  of  dismisssl 
from  their  employment ;  and,  whether, 
if  the  law  does  not  alrcndy  provide  for 
theadequatepunishmentof  such  offences, 
the  Government  will  at  once  introduce 
a  Bill  for  that  purpose,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  repetition  of  crimes  which  are 
stringentiypunished  in  other  oountrieat 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  Obobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Axj 

Eerson  is  liable  to  dlsminal,  aoeompuiua 
y  loss  of  pension,  who  commits  aa  of- 
fence similar  to  that  of  Mr.  Young  Terry, 
and  he  is,  of  course,  subjeot  if  oonvicted 
in  a  Oourt  of  Law  to  any  further  punish* 
ment  that  that  Oourt  can  im[K>se.  The 
law  at  present  is  not,  in  my  judgment, 
in  a  satisfactory  state  so  far  as  it  bears 
upon  offences  of  this  kind ;  and  it  will  be 
a  matter  of  consideration  for  the  (Govern- 
ment whether  it  should  not  be  strength- 
ened. 

PUBLIC  OFFICIALS— THE  DOCKYARDS 
-BETRAYAL  OF  TRUST. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What 
classes  of  officials  or  workmen  engaged 
at  Chatham  or  other  public  Dockyards 
are  employed  in  positions  of  oonfidence 
and  secrecy;  wno  are  permitted  to 
possess  information  of  a  confidential 
nature  which  has  a  money  value;  what 
precautions  are  taken  as  to  character, 
or  by  means  of  an  oath  or  some  other 
bindiug  engagement,  to  guard  against 
a  breach  of  trust;  and,  what  are  the 
lowest  salaries  or  wages  paid  to  any  ot 
such  persons  f 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  Geokgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  All 
officials,  and  many  of  the  workmen,  are 
necessarily  in  possession  of  information 
relatiDg  to  the  work  upon  which  they 
are  employed  that  is  more  or  less  con- 
fidential. The  Admiralty  cannot  judge 
accurately  what  may  or  may  not  besup« 
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posed  to  have  a  money  value  outside 
the  Service.  Any  item  of  information, 
bowever  trivial,  may  be  of  money  value 
to  some  persons.  The  professional 
oflBoers  and  draftsmen  are  trained 
and  brought  up  in  the  Service,  and 
only  men  of  t^e  best  character  are  pro- 
moted, or  placed  in  positions  of  trust. 
There  is  no  oath  or  binding  enngement 
made,  as  a  rule,  beyond  the  understand- 
ing  that  breaches  of  trust  are  certain,  if 
disoorered,  to  be  punished  as  severely 
as  the  powers  in  the  hands  of  tlie  De< 
partment  will  permit.  It  is  difficult  to 
reply  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
as  information  relating  to  special  work 
is  open  to  nn^  intelligent  mechanic  em- 
ployed upon  it|  and  whose  pay  may  be 
as  law  as  5s.  per  diem. 

OBEENWIOH  H08FITAL-A0E  PEN- 
SIONS. 

Sib  EDMUND  OOMMERELL 
(Southampton)  asked  the  Oivii  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  If  any  portion  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  G-reenwicu  Hospital  Funds 
will  be  devoted  to  the  increase  of  the 
age  pennons  now  due  ? 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  (A 
LoBD  of  the  Admibaltt)  (Sheffield, 
Eodesall):  It  is  estimated  that  a  sum 
of  £6,000  has  been  distributed  in  age 
and  a^ei^  pensioiu  during  the  present  | 
financial  year  in  emess  of  the  amonnt 
BO  distributed  in  previous  years;  and  it 
is  hoped  that  this  additional  expenditure 
may  be  maintained.  But  in  distributing 
the  funds,  account  has  to  be  taken  of 
temporary  abatements  from  the  rents 
of  the  estates  of  Greenwich  Hospital  in 
the  North  of  England,  and  of  the  smaller 
return  from  royalties  on  minerals  conse- 
quent on  depression  in  agriculture  and 
trade.  I  may  add  that  the  age  pension 
is  granted  to  every  naval  pensioner 
who  ia  unable  to  contribute  to  his  own 
snp^rt,  provided  he  is  in  other  respects 
eligible. 

KETKOFOUS-OOAL  AND  WINE  DUES 
—THE  BLACKWALL  AND  OBEEN- 
WIOH TTINNEU 

Ma.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
(for  Dr.  Maodohald)  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Ohainnan  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works.  Whether  the 
w>poeed  tunnel  between  Blackwall  and 
Greenwich  is  to  be  proceeded  with  with- 
out fail,  in  the  event  of  Parliameat  giv- 


ing its  consent  to  the  continuance  of  the 
Coal  and  Wino  Dues  for  a  few  years ; 
and  also,  in  the  event  of  Parliament  re- 
fusing to  continue  these  Dues,  whether 
it  is  still  the  intention  of  his  Board  to 
proceed  with  the  tunnel ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  oontinuanoe  of  tiie 
Dues,  bis  Board  will  pledge  itself  to 
establish  a  free  fttrrv  between  Green- 
wich and  the  Isle  of  Dogs  f 

Mr.  WEBSTEB  (St.  Panoras,  &.) : 
Before  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
answers  the  Question  I  wish  to  ask. 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  prospectus  of  a  Company  for  esta- 
blishing a  ferry  between  Greenwich  and 
the  Isle  of  Dogs ;  whether  in  the  adver- 
tisement amongst  the  Directors  of  the 
Oompany  appears  the  name  of  Dr.  Mao- 
donald,  M.F. ;  and  whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  whether  that  Dr.  Mao- 
donald  is  a  diflferent  person  from  the 
one  that  has  put  down  the  Question  ? 
Also,  whether  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  will  take  steps  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  to  save  the  public  from 
havizig  to  purchase  Uiis  Ferry  Oompany 
out  of  the  rates  ? 

TBEOHAIBMAN(SirJAHBBM'aARxi^ 
Hoao)^  (Middlesex,  Homs^) :  It  is  the 
intention  of  the  Metropohtan  Board, 
when  the  Blackwall  and  Greenwich  Tun- 
nel has  received  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  proceed  with  the  scheme,  whe- 
ther the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  are 
renewed  or  not.  With  regard  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  hon.  Menaoer'e  Ques- 
tion, I  can  give  no  pledge  that  the 
Board  will  establish  a  free  ferry  be- 
tween Qreenffioh  and  the  Isle  of  Dogs, 
in  the  event  of  the  continuance  of  Uie 
duties.  With  regard  to  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Webster),  the 
matter  has  been  mentioned  to  me,  and 
I  hare  been  shown  a  paper  containing 
a  certain  document,  sti^e  that  a  cer- 
tain gentleman  was  a  member  of  a  Oom- 
pany. I  really  have  not  the  honour  of 
the  acquaintance  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Dr.  Uaodonald),  and  whether  he  is  a 
member  of  this  or  any  other  Oompany  I 
have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

OPEN  SPACES  (METROPOLIS)  — BnR- 
TON'S  COURT,  CHELSEA. 
Mb.  WHITHOBE  (Chelsea)  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office,  How  the  cost  of  the  contemplated 
conversion  of  Burton's  Court  into  a  re- 
creation ground  for  the  garrison  of  Lon* 
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don  will  be  defrayed ;  and,  whether  the 
GtoTemment  will  insist  that  the  public 
Bhall  not  be  entirely  deprived  of  their 
long-oontinned  enjoyment  of  this  open 
epaoe,  and  will  prevent  the  erection  upon 
it  of  buildiogs  that  would  be  ipjarioiu 
to  the  surrounding  property  ? 

thk  financial  secretary 

(Mr.  Bbodbioc)  (Surrey,  Guildford) : 
The  cost  of  the  oonTei8i<»i  of  Burton's 
Court  into  a  recreation  ground  for  the 
troops  of  the  London  garrison  will  be 
borne  mainly  by  prlrate  aubscriptionB ; 
but  a  grant  of  £800  has  been  made  firom 
Army  Votes  towards  the  en>ense  of  re- 
laying the  ground.  I  underatand  the 
public  will  soil  have  aooess  to  the  ground 
at  certun  honrs  of  the  day  and  on  Sun- 
days.  The  site  is  not  War  Department 

groperty ;  and  the  question  of  erecting 
uildings  thereon  will  be  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Commissioners  of  Chel- 
sea Hospital,  before  whom  I  will  take 
oare  to  bring  any  complaint  which  my 
hen.  Friend  may  forward. 

PUBLIC  PARES  AND  WOBSS  filLL- 
THE  VICTORIA  PARK  ESTATE. 

Hb.  FICEERSGILL(BethnaiareeD, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  lands  managed 
in  connection  with  Victoria  Park,  which, 
by  the  Public  Parks  and  Works  Bill,  it 
is  proposed  to  transfer  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board,  include  the  whole  of  the 
property  known  as  the  Victoria  Park 
Estate  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  There 
is  no  Estate  under  the  management  of 
the  Office  of  Works  outside  Uie  actual 
limits  of  Victoria  Park,  and  no  such 
estate  is  intended  to  be  transferred  by 
the  Public  Parks  and  Works  Bill.  The 
expression  "land  managed  in  connec- 
tion with  Victoria  Park,"  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member,  was  used  by  the 
draftsman,  as  he  informs  me,  because 
the  limits  of  the  Park  are  not  legally 
defined  in  the  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  the  Park  was  formed. 

POST  OFFICE -ADDRESS  TO  THE 
POSTMASTER  GENERAL. 

Me.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  Postmaster 
Oeoeral,  Whether  any  official  document 
has  been  put  before  Mm,  submitting  for 
bis  oonsidention  the  address  recently 
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presented  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Poet 
Office  by  certain  subordinate  officials  of 
that  Department ;  and,  whether  he  has 
taken  any  official  notice  of  it  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(M>. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  UniTersity) :  An 
official  Minute  was  placed  before  me  a 
few  days  ago,  submitting  for  my  oon- 
sid^tion  the  Address  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers.  This  Minute  the  Secre- 
tary subsequently  requested  my  permis- 
sion to  withdraw,  and  I  allowed  that 
course  to  be  taken,  being  relnetant,  as  I 
have  already  stated  in  tiiis  House,  to 
take  official  cognizanoe  of  the  inoident 
in  question. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT) - 
CONTRACT  FOR  CARTRIDGES. 

Mr.  JAMES  ST  CART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hozton)  asked  the  Surre^or  General  of 
the  Ordnance,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  firm  of  Kynooh  and  Co.,  of 
Birmingham,  hare  lately  executed  a 
contract,  either  wh<^y  or  in  part,  <d 
cartridges  fbr  the  British  Oovranment; 
whether  this  contract  was  completed 
within  the  time  specified  in  tbe  con- 
tract; and,  what  percentage,  if  any,  of 
this  order  was  rejected  on  account  of 
bad  construction? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Nobthoote)  (Exeter):  A  contract  for 
10,000,000  cartridges  was  obtained  by 
competition  by  Messrs.  Kynooh  and  Co. 
in  C)otob6r,  1885.  The  execution  of  the 
contract,  for  viuious  reasons,  some  of 
which  were  beyond  Messrs.  Eynoch's 
control,  has  been  seriously  ddayed .  The 
percentage  of  rejections  was  alittle  over 
20  per  cent,  and  a  Special  Committee 
assembled  to  consider  an  appeal  from 
Messrs.  Kynooh  and  Co.  against  Uieea 
rejections,  has  reported  that  th«r  were 
undoubtedly  due  to  inferior  workman- 
ship. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS- 
SEWAGE  PRECIPITATION  WORKS 
AT  BARRING. 

Mb.  salt  (Stafford)  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  Under  what  Parliamentary 
powers  the  Board  is  acting  in  accepting 
a  tender  of  £406,000  for  sewage  pre- 
cipitation works  at  Barking ;  whetiier 
this  expenditure  is  final ;  and,  what  &t- 
ther  expenditure  is  contemplated  at  tbe 
outfalls  of  Barking  and  Crossneesf 
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Ths  OHAIBHAN  (Sir  JahbsM'Gabbl 
Hooo)(l{iddlesex,HoniB6y):  Imay  state 
that  a  tender,  amounting  to  £406,000, 
for  the  sewage  works  about  to  be  exe- 
cuted at  Barking  was  accepted  by  the 
Board,  in  purauanoe  of  the  powers  of 
the  135th  Seodon  of  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act,  1875,  and  of  oth» 
proriaums  conferring  jurisdiction  npon 
the  Board  with  reference  to  the  disposal 
of  sawage  and  refuse  from  the  sewers  of 
the  M^ropolis,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
preTenting  the  discharge  of  sewage 
aladge  into  the  Thames.  The  £406,000 
apphes  to  the  works  at  Baikiog  only, 
and  is  not  final.  A  farther  sum  wul 
probably  have  to  be  expended  in  the 
completion  of  the  wwks  at  both  outfalls 
and  tiie  ponthase  of  sludge  ships. 

LOOAI.  OOYERNUENT  BOABD  (IRE- 
LAKB}— 'raS  BORODGH  OF  NEWRY 
AND  THE  00UNTIB8  OP  DOWN  AND 
AB1CAOH— FISCAL  BELAITONS. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
(for  Mr.  Justin  Huntly  M'Cartht; 
(Newry)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  O^y  of  the  Beport  of  Mr. 
R.  Hamilton,  Local  Qoremment  Board 
Inspector,  and  of  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore him  at  the  inquiry  held  in  Newry 
on  the  4th  January  last,  and  of  all  Cor- 
respondence  and  Letters  passing  between 
the  Local  Government  Board,  or  Mr. 
Hamilton,  their  ^spector,  and  the  offi- 
cials or  members  of  the  Orand  Juries  of 
Armagh  or  Down  relative  to  the  fiscal 
relations  between  the  borough  of  Newry 
and  the  oonntiea  of  Armagh  and  Down  T 
Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holhzs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
rersity)  (who  replied)  said:  I  cannot 
undertake  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Re- 
port made  by  the  Inspector  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  as  it  is  not  usual  to 

Sublish  documents  of  that  character, 
here  is  no  Departmental  objection  to 
the  publication  of  the  evidence  and  the 
correspondence  mentiimed ;  but  they  are 
▼ery  roluminous,  and,pwhaps,  the  hon. 
Member's  object  would  be  sufficiently 
attained  by  being  given  the  opportunity 
of  eeeing  copies. 

THE  EXHIBITIONS  OF  1884,  188<.  1886. 

Ma.  WATT  (Gla^w,  Camlaohie) 
uked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
any  Accounts  or  Beoeipts  and  Expendi- 
ture hare  been  rendend  by  the  Koyal 
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Oommiasioners  for  the  International 
Health  Exhibition  of  1884,  the  Inven- 
tions Exhibition  of  1885,  and  the  Indian 
and  Colonial  Exhibition  of  1886;  and, 
if  he  will  cause  such  Accounts  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  7 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith}  (Strand,  Westminster):  The  Go- 
vernment have  been  in  no  way  connected 
with  the  various  Exhibitions  recently 
held,  and,  therefore,  the  Government 
have  no  official  cognizance  of  their  ao- 
ooants.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
the  aooonnta  of  the  earlier  Exhibitions 
have  already  been  made  public ;  and  I 
believe  it  is  the  intention  of  His  Boyal 
Highness,  the  President,  who  has  taken 
BO  much  interest  in  these  Exhibitions, 
and  to  whose  personal  energy  so  much 
of  their  success  is  due,  to  catiae  the  re- 
mainder of  the  accounts  to  be  made 
public  as  soon  as  they  admit  of  being 
finally  rendered.  I  may  point  out  that 
it  was  onl^  one  Exhibition — namely, 
the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition, 
which  was  held  under  the  authority  of  a 
Royal  Oommiasion. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  QUESTION-LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to 
legislate  upon  the  Irish  Land  Question 
during  the  present  Session  f 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sutth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Sir,  my 
answer  is,  Yes. 

Mb.  COBB :  Can  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  wheUier  the  Dtnd  Bill  will 
be  introduced  before  or  after  the  Coer- 
cion Bill ;  and  whether  or  not  it  will  be 
introduced  in  the  same  Honse  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  can  mve  no 
further  information,  Sir,  than  I  have 
abready  given  in  this  House. 

PUBLIO  OPFICrALS— THE  DOCKYARDS 
-BETRAYAL  OF  TRUST. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glaseow,  St. 
Rollox)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  the  Government  are  aware 
that  the  plans  and  spedQoations  to  which 
Mr.  Young  Terry,  late  draftsman  at 
Chatham  Dookyai^d,  obtained  access 
whilst  in  Government  employ,  were 
communicated  to  a  European  fiieodly 
Power ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  wiU  in- 
form the  House  which  Power  so  received 
the  information  7 
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The  first  LOKD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Geobob  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  {who  replied)  said: 
As  I  stated  yesterday,  it  would  not  be 
for  the  public  interest  that  at  present 
any  reply  to  Questions  of  this  character 
should  be  made.  But  I  think  it  only 
right  to  state,  iuasmuch  as  a  aumber  of 
statements  in  reference  to  this  case  have 
appeared  in  the  pnblio  Flress,  tliat  they 
lukve  been  made  without  the  authority 
<xF  the  Admiralty*  and  must,  Aerefore, 
be  treated  with  caution. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (liverpoolf 
Scotland)  said,  he  wished  to  put  a  fur- 
ther Questioo.  In  the  morning  papers 
of  that  day  there  was  a  telegram  from 
New  York  stating  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Navy  at  New  York  had  denied 
that  any  information  had  been  received 
through  the  American  Legation  from 
the  I^ndon  Oorrespondent  of  New 
T»rh  Timet.  As  the  report  was  calcu- 
lated to  damage  that  gentleman,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
ground  for  saying  that  the  London  Cor- 
respondent of  Tk$  New  York  Timtt  had 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  the 
matter? 

LoBs  GSORGE  HAMILTON:  As  I 
stated  before,  I  must  answer  all  these 
Queetiona  with  some  reserve.  What  I 
said  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening 
was  that  statements  which  had  appearm 
in  the  newspapers  relative  to  this  case 
were  made  without  the  authority  of  the 
Admiralty ;  and  I  have  no  objection  to 
supplement  my  statement  by  saying 
that  no  official  of  the  Admiralty  has 
made  any  charge  or  allegation  against 
any  member  of  the  American  Legation, 
or,  as  far  as  I  know,  against  any  Ame- 
rican newspaper. 

THE  CONTRACT  SYSTEM  OF  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY— THE  ROYAL  C0MMI88IOK 
— IRREGULAR  PUBLICATION  OF  EVI- 
DBNCE— PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.)i  Sir,  I  rise  with  great 
reluctance  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  I  refer  to  a  matter  personal 
to  myself.   I  am  compelled  to  take  this 
step  in  consequence  of  a  Question  which 
was  put  and  answered  in  the  House 
during  my  unavoidable  absence  on  Tues- 
day last.   The  Question  referred  to  cer- 
tain extracts  which  appeared  in  Timet 
on  Monday  morning  from  the  evidence 


taken  by  the  Oontraots  Oommittee  of  the 
Admiralty.    Now,  Sir,  when  I  found  on 
Monday  morning  that  the  Question  was 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  I  wrote  at  cmoe  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford  (Mr. 
Byron  Reed),  who  had  placed  it  on  the 
Paper,  and  uao  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Ormskirk  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Forwood),  the  Setnretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, who  was  likely  to  respond  to  it. 
In  those  letters  I  pinnted  ont  Huit  I 
should  unavoidably  DO  absent  from  my 
place  on  Tuesday,  and  I  said  that  it 
would  be  convenient  to  myself  if  the 
Question  could  be  postponed  until  my 
return.   I  must,  at  the  outset,  acknow- 
ledge the  courtesy  and  kindness  with 
which  I  was  treated  by  the  hon.  Gfentle- 
man  the  Member  for  East  Bradford ; 
and  I  have  his  permission  to  read  the 
letter  he  sent  to  me  in  reply  to  my  re- 
quest.   I  cannot  say  that  X  am  able  to 
extend  the  same  natitnde  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division  of 
Lancashire.   The  hon.  Member  fox  East 
Bradfcmd  sent  a  note  to  me  at  a  qnartw 
past  4  o'dock  on  Tuesday,  -when  I  was 
on  my  way  to  Wolveriiampton,  and  in 
tiiat  note  he  said — 

"  On  my  anival  hare  at  the  Honsa  I  at  obm 
saw  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ormakirk  Divi- 
■ion,  and  I  have  shown  him  your  note.  He, 
however,  objeota  to  the  Qaestion  being  poat- 
poned,  u  the  matter  it  refen  to  ia  one  ta  ad- 
minisbatiTe  importanoa,  and,  therefore,  will  not 
brook  delaj ;  and,  bendea,  he  aaya  that  h»  haa 
heard  from  yon  on  tiie  anUaot  tiiia  monung, 
and  that  you  agree  that  tlwQnaatitai  dMnU  be 
pat." 

Now,  it  is  a  curious  fact  that  I  received 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Ormskirk,  on 
Tuesday  morning,  a  telegram,  in  which 
he  stated — 

"  I  propose,  in  answer  to  the  Question  on  flu 
Paper  for  to-night,  to  read  the  flnt  two  latton 
of  our  oorrespondenioa." 

Having  at  that  time  sent  a  letter  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  couched  in  the  same 
terms  as  that  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Bradford,  I  telegraphed  in  reply 
to  the  telegram  of  the  Secretary  to  &e 
Admiralty — 

"  Good ;  but  see  my  letter  noated  thia  mon- 
ing:  ihall  be  away  at  WolToriuuii^on  this 
aftwiKHm." 

No  doubt,  it  was  natiiral  that  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  should  be  anxious, 
for  Departmental  reasons,  that  the  mat- 
ter should  be  disposed  of  at  once ;  and 
I  can  understand,  from  oiroumstancea 
which  have  unoe  transpired|  that  the 
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hon.  Oemtltman  was  not  at  all  nnwUling 
that  hiB  answer  should  be  g^ven  in  my 
absence.  ["Oh!"]  I  think  I  shall 
make  tlua  clear  to  hon.  Qentlemen  op- 
posite; but,  however  that  may  be, 
whether  I  am  right  or  wrong  in  that 
oonjeoture,  I  do  not  understand  whprthe 
boo.  Member  tcrt  Ormskirk,  unwittmgly 
— for  I  am  sore  he  would  not  have  done 
it  purposdy — should  have  misled  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford,  and  in- 
duoed  him  to  bring  on  the  Question, 
beoausek  l»d  abown  the  whole  of 
my  telegram  to  the  hon.  Uember  for 
East  l^adford,  I  am  perfectly  oon- 
Tinoed  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  been  the  last  man  in  the  world 
to  insist  on  bringing  forward  the  Ques- 
tion  in  my  absence,  and  would  have  re- 
fused altogether  to  be  the  medium  of 
eliciting  an  answer  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  This  may  be  con- 
sidered comparatively  unimportant :  but 
still  it  is  one  which  I  think  I  ought  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
And  now  I  will  turn  to  what  was  stated 
by  the  hoo.  Member  for  Ormskirk  in 
the  answer  to  the  Question  which  he 
gave  in  my  absence ;  and  I  must  say 
that  I  was  extremely  surprised  to  find 
what  t  can  only  describe  as  a  very  nasty 
innnnation  —  (_**Oh!"l  —  yes,  a  very 
nasty  innnnation  indeed — contained  in 
it  towards  the  doee  the  answer.  I 
say  again  thai  I  have  no  desire  to  im- 
pute to  the  hon.  Uember  for  Ormskirk 
any  intention  to  make  a  nasty  tnsinua* 
tioo ;  but,  as  it  stands,  I  will  ask  the 
House  whether  what  he  said  in  answer 
to  a  Question  put  to  htm  in  my  absence 
does  not  contain  a  very  nasty  insinua- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentlnnan  said,  at  the 
dose  of  his  reply— > 

*'X  am  mrrj  that  the  hon.  Member  "— tiut 
if  mjMlf — **  does  not  ststo  what  he  did  with 
the  notes  he  saye  he  took  of  the  Beport,  see- 
that  looie  of  the  oonunMits  in  Tht  Tim$t 
xeteenoe  to  some  td  the  ezfaaots  frmn 
the  Bc^'* 

Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  to  say, 
in  mngnlar  contrast  to  the  terms  of  my 
letter— 

"As  (he  hoD.  Uember  for  Volveritainpttni 
is  not  in  hie  phwe,  it  is  xiAi  to  say  that  1 
oommunieated  with  him  ana  reoeived  his  oon- 
sent  to  the  pradootion  of  tlie  com^oadense." 

Now,  I  accept  the  entire  responsibility 
for  the  publioation  of  the  extracts  from 
the  evidenoe.  I  am  bound  to  do  so.  I 
regret  eztremdy— and  I  place  myself 


unreservedly  in  the  hands  of  the  House 
in  Uie  matter— that  through  misappre- 
hension— how  it  has  arisen  I  cannot  at 
present  understand — but,  under  a  com- 
plete misapprehension,  I  took  away,  in 
the  fullest  possible  belief  that  it  was 

?ublic  property  given  to  me  to  do  what 
liked  with,  wlmt  is  said  to  be  a  con- 
fidential document.  Now,  there  were 
two  documents ;  one  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  on  Admiralty  Contracts,  and 
the  other  a  Beport  of  ue  evidence  ad- 
duced before  the  Committee.  I  wish 
the  House  to  understand  dearly  what 
nur  position  was.  I  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  evidenoe  having  been 

f>rinted,  but  I  had  considerable  Know- 
edge  in  reference  to  the  Beport.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  aware  that  on 
the  18th  of  February  a  summary  ap- 
peared in  1^9  Daily  T^hgremh  which  pur- 
ported to  be  a  rinmi  of  the  Beport  of 
theO(unmittee  on  Contracts,  and  rumours 
were  circulated  about  for  some  time  that 
there  were  considerable  differences  of 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  Be^rt,  and 
that  the  delay  in  producing  it  before 
the  House  was  occasioned  by  those  dif- 
ferences of  opinion.  I  was  very  anxious 
to  see  the  Beport,  if  it  was  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Souse,  and  to  compare  it 
with  the  riaumi  in  Th§  Dmlff  TttmriMh, 
which  I  had  in  my  possessioii.  With 
that  object  I  oallea  at  the  AAvaxnlty 
and  asked  the  hon.  Member  finr  Orms- 
kirk to  allow  me  to  see  the  Beport. 
There  was  some  difficulty  as  to  my  see- 
ing it,  but  eventually  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man consented  to  my  seeing  it  as  a  con- 
fidential document.  Immediately  after 
he  had  consented  to  my  seeing  the  Re- 
port I  asked  if  I  could  see  the  corrected 
proof,  and  I  was  informed  that  the  proof 
had  been  returned  to  the  printws,  and 
that  I  could  not  see  it.  I  mention  this 
in  reference  to  my  letter  of  the  4th  of 
;  Maroh.  It  occurred  to  me  that  although 
the  proof  might  have  gone  back  to  the 
printers  there  might  possibly  be  a  rough 
oopy  which  I  might  oe  allowed  to  see. 
I,  therelbre,  went  to  the  Admiralty  mi 
Saturday  last  and  naked  to  see  the  dooa- 
ment,  and,  with  great  kindness,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ormskirk,  through  his  pri- 
vate secretary,  allowed  me  to  see  a  oopy 
of  the  Report.  The  secretary  told  me 
that  the  Beport  was  a  confidential  oom- 
munication,  and  that  I  should  not  be 
allowed  to  take  away  a  oopy  of  it ;  but 
ho  s^d  I  might  read  it  and  tnko  notes 
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from  it.  He  then  pointed  to  a  second  set 
of  papers,  and  said,  "  There  is  the  Be- 

rsrtof  the  evidence;  you  can  have  that." 
said, "  Z  should  be  fflad  to  have  it;  may 
I  take  it  away  with  me?"  He  aaid, 
"Yes;  we  do  not  care  for  it."  I  took 
it  away  with  the  intention  of  reading  it 
afterwards.  I  read  the  Beport;  and, 
after  I  had  done  so,  I  took  away  the 
other  collection  of  papers,  with  the  com- 
plete understanding,  on  my  part,  that 
the  second  bundle  of  papers  was  abso- 
lutely open  to  the  public.  I  was  fully 
aware  that  the  Beport  itself  was  strictly 
confidential.  I  read  the  evidence  in  the 
course  of  the  afternoon,  and  then  handed 
it  over  to  a  friend,  with  whom  I  had 
some  conversation  about  it.  I  said,  "It 
is  public  property ;  you  may  take  it 
away  with  you."  He  did  so ;  and  on 
the  Monday  morning  certain  extracts 
irom  the  evidence  appeared  in  TA0 
2VmM.  I  can  only  say  that  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry  that,  through  a  misappre- 
hension—but throueh  no  breach  of  con* 
fidence,  for  I  wish  altogether  to  dissever 
myself  txom  any  imputation  of  that  kind 
— these  aztraots  should  hare  appeared 
in  l%f  Timn.  And  now  let  me  turn  to 
the  matter  in  which  I  say  a  nasty  in- 
sinuation is  contained  in  the  reply  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on  Tues- 
day to  the  Question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford.  In  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Onus- 
kirk,  which  I  quoted  just  now,  he 
said — 

"  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Member  does  not  stste 
what  he  did  with  the  notes  which  he  itatea  he 
took  of  the  Beport,  seeing  that  some  <d  the 
Btatementfl  of  Th  Timet  had  referonce  to  the 
extracts  from  the  Report." 

Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  alto- 
gether correct.  If  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  look  at  the  leading  artide  in 
S%»  J7V»«i,  he  would  luive  found  that 
there  was  no  reference  to  any  extracts 
firom  that  Beport.  There  is  not  a  single 
comment  of  the  nature  to  which  he  refers. 
I  have  here  Th4  T^mes  in  question,  and 
I  challei^  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  point 
to  one  single  extract  from  the  Beport  or 
one  single  comment  on  such  an  extract. 
I  hope,  then,  that  I  have  satisfied  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  his  curiosity, 
which,  I  admit,  was  perfectly  natural. 
I  took  no  notes  whatever  from  the  Re- 
port, and  very  naturally,  because  I  had 
been  told  that  it  was  a  o>nfid«itial  docu- 
ment.   It  would  have  been  |terfectly 
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useless  for  me  to  have  taken  notes  from 
it,  when  it  was  given  to  me  as  a  confi- 
dential Beport,  and  I  knew  that  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days  the  public  vonld 
have  it  in  the  usual  way.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  altogether  inaccurate  in 
his  statement — unintentionally,  of  oourta 
—when  he  savs  I  have  stated  that  I  took 
notes  of  the  Beport.  I  never  made  any 
statement  of  the  kind.  I  nevor  said  thst 
I  took  notes  from  the  Beport.  I  sup- 
pose the  hon.  Member  has  arrived  atths 
conclusion  that  I  did  take  notes  from 
the  Beport,  because  I  say  in  my  letter, 
of  the  7th  of  March,  that — 

"  On  Tinting  the  Admindty  on  Saturday,  I 
waa  pmnitted  to  read  and  to  take  notee  of  tite 
Beput  on  Oontraot." 

He  gathers  from  that  that  I  did  take 
notes.  It  is  true  that  I  had  permisnon 
to  take  notes ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  took  noDe  whatever.  There  is  ano&w 
matter  to  which  I  feel  bound  to  refer; 
but  I  do  so  with  great  reluctance,  not 
only  on  my  own  account,  but  on  account 
of  the  awkward  position  in  which  it  may 
possibly  place  the  hon.  Gentleman  him* 
self.  The  House  will  have  observed 
that,  in  the  telegram  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ormskirk  sent  to  me  on  Tuesday 
morning,  he  said— 

"  I  am  g^ng  to  nad  the  two  fint  letten  ^ 

oor  ooneBponaauje." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  Gentlemsn 
read  four.   I  attach  no  importance  to 
that.    The  only  remark  I  will  make  is, 
that  it  is  not  what  the  hon.  Member 
said  he  was  going  to  do ;  because,  in- 
stead of  reading  two  letters,  he  read 
four.   What  I  do  complain  of  is  that, 
in  reading  the  fourth  letter,  the  name  of 
another  gentleman  was  unwarrantably 
dragged  into  the  matter,  without  any 
permiBsion  from  me,  wiUiout  the  per- 
mission trom  the  oUier  genllenMa 
named,  and  absolutely  without  the  hon. 
Gentleman  having  received  the  letter 
from  me.   I  am  quite  aware,  from  what 
the  hon.  Gentieman  himeelf  has  told  me, 
that  he  has  been  labouring  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. He  has,  no  doubt,  thought 
that  he  received  that  fourth  letter  from 
me.   I  am  sorry  to  bouble  the  House 
at  such  great  length ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
of  considerable  importance  to  xne;  and, 
therefore,  I  will  ask  the  House  to  f  <dlow 
me  while  I  read  the  ietlex  in  question. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ormskirk  read  my  letter  to  him,  of  Ul« 
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7A  of  Uarch,  and  he  then  went  on  to 
lay- 

"  He  hon.  Member  " — reforring  to  myself— 
"vu  good  enoagh  to  enclose  for  my  iofor- 
Btttion  the  following  letter  he  received  on  Fri- 
dvf,  Mueh  4,  from  Hr.  H.  0.  Burdett— the 
fneoi  to  whom,!  presume, he  refers  in  hia 
I(Her<rf  the  7th— the  day  he  vroie  appointing 
Sttarday,  tiu  fith,  on  vhieh  to  penue  the 
Mfort:— 

"'Dear  Sir  William, — Will  yon  come  over 
lun  u  I  want  to  explain  how  it  will  be  easiest 
for  yon  to  get  oat  the  facts  and  to  understand 
fbt  report  to-morrow,   fieliere  me  faithfully 

JMBi,  H.  0.  BuftOITT.*  " 

lb.  Burdett  had  asked  me  to  dine  with 
Urn  at  the  St.  Stephen's  Club,  and  the 
letter  began  with  these  words — 

"Will  you  dine  with  me  at  8  p.m.P  The 
beuer  awaits  an  answer.  Will  you  come  over 
ken,  4c.  P" 

Now  this  letter  of  Mr.  Burdett  has  been 
BMHt  uBwarrantably brought  forward; 
bat  M  far  as  tdr.  Burdett  is  concerned, 
personally  he  is  a  geatleman  who  can 
very  well  take  care  of  himself.  He  is  a 
well  known  writer  on  statistics,  and 
tikes  a  great  interest  in  the  Spending 
Departmeots  of  the  Qovemment.  I 
think  I  am  perfectly  correct  in  saying 
that  hoQ.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  ait- 
ting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  and  the 
Front  Oppontion  Bench  have  on  more 
thsD  ooe  ooeaaion  received  from  h£r. 
Bardett  very  valuable  information.  But 
whateTor  his  position  is,  I  altogether 
object  to  his  letter  to  me  being  made  use 
of  iritiunit  his  oonsmt  and  mine.  I  was 
pntiy  astoniflhed  when  I  returned  to 
uwdon  on  the  Wedneeday  morning  to 
bd  wluit  had  ocoorred.  I  knew  per- 
fcetly  well  that  I  had  not  sent  this  letter 
kt  the  hon.  Member  for  Ormskirk.  I 
wrote  to  the  hon.  Member,  having  pre- 
viously told  him  that  he  must  have  been 
ftvare  that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Burdett  was 
aot  intended  for  him,  and  I  asked  his 

E'nte  secretary  to  inquire  whether  any 
ter  of  mine  had  been  left  in  the  Ad- 
nitalty  Office  when  I  last  visited  it.  To 
that  letter  I  received  a  reply  from  the 
pivate  eecretazy  to  the  hon.  Member, 
Hr.Yonlea— 

"la  reply  to  yoor  letter  io.night  I  beg  to 
fin  you  this  following  explanation .  Hr.  For> 
wood  00  UtHiday  gave  me  in  the  House  of 
CoaiDoos  a  packet  of  correspoudence  which  he 
Bu  had  with  you  with  reference  to  the  Beport 
d  Oa  Coanittee  on  Admiralty  Oontracts. 
iMc  than  I  mtfood  on*  addresHd  to  you, 
ndagaed,  •H.O.  Burdett.*  Onthereoeipt 
(i  your  lettu  as  to  whether  any  lettor  had  been 
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found  in  my  room  after  your  visit  ceased,  I  am 
uow  informed  by  one  of  the  meBseugers  that  on 
Monday  evening  he  fonnd  a  letter  addressed  to 
you  on  the  floor  of  the  room,  whioh  he  placed 
on  my  desk,  hut  without  mentioning  the  matter 
to  me.  I  can  only  add  that  I  new  taw  Udl 
letter  before  Taenuy  morning." 

Kow,  I  wish  to  relieve  from  any  imputa- 
tion whatever  Mr.  Vonles,  who  gives  me 
this  information.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
be  could  not  have  known  anything 
about  this  letter,  but  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ormskirk  was  bound  to 
know  that  he  had  not  received  this 
letter  from  me  on  the  Monday,  because 
he  replied  to  my  letter  of  ih&t  date,  and 
made  no  mention  of  the  fact.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  if  the  hon.  Gl«ntleman  con- 
ducts the  business  of  the  Admiralty  in 
the  same  careless  manner  as  that  in 
which  he  conducts  his  own  correspond- 
ence, the  business  of  the  Admiralty  must 
be  in  a  rather  bad  condition.  Perhaps 
upon  this  subjeot  I  may  be  allowed  to 
refer  to  a  letter  which  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  has  been  good  enough  to 
send  me:   He  says — 

"  In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  9th,  about  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Bnrdett,  I  first  found  it  in  the 
correspondence  on  Tuesday  morning." 

May  I  remind  the  House  that  the  letter 
of  mine  in  which  the  hon.  Member  says 
this  enclosure  appears,  was  delivered 
on  Monday  evening,  and  was  answered 
by  him  on  the  Monday  evening.  He 
goes  on  to  say— 

"  I  rather  hastily  thought  that  I  had  omitted 
to  examine  the  envelope,  as  both  seemed  to 
"hang  together." 

A  rather  eurious  expression  "  hang  to- 
gether.*' Well,  Sir,  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  I  should  like  to  make  one  or 
two  very  short  remarks.  ["Oh!"^  I 
am  sorry  to  ooeupy  so  much  of  the  tmie 
of  the  Hons^  but  I  think  the  House 
will  see  that  it  is  absolntely  necessary 
that  I  diould  give  an  answer  to  the  im- 
putations wludi  lutve  been  made  against 
me.  I  will  only  point  to  the  fact  wat  in 
the  letters  which  passed  between  myself 
and  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty,  there  has  never  been  one 
single  reference  to  any  enclosure  what- 
ever, nor  has  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  any 
reply  to  me  made  any  reference  to  any 
enclosure  having  been  received;  when 
the  hon.  Member  says  that  he  found  Uie 
letter  of  Mr.  Burdett  on  bis  table  on 
Tuesday  morning,  and  considered  that 
it  had  heen  enolosed  to  him  by  me,  he 
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must  have  jumped  to  a  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary conclusion.  If  I  had  been,  act- 
ing the  part  of  a  strictly  honest  man  and 
wanted  to  point  out  to  the  Secretary  to  tiie 
Admiralty  the  name  of  the  friend  to  whom 
I  had  given  the  collection  of  papers  I 
had  received,  I  should  have  mentioned 
the  facts  explicitly.  But  why  should  I 
go  and  put  into  my  letter  an  enclosure 
which  conveys  no  information  at  all,  and 
which  does  not  even  g^ve  my  name. 
Certainly  it  is  addressed  to  "  Sir 
'William,"  but  I  imagine  that  there  are 
a  good  many  "  Sir  Williams"  in  Qreat 
Britun,  and  it  is  imposdble  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  this  particular  com- 
munication was  addressed  to  me.  All  I 
say  is  that  if  the  hon.  Member  treats 
letters  in  this  way  ordinarily,  he  has  an 
extraordinary  way  of  dealing  with  them. 
I  wi^  again  to  repeat  my  complete 
denial  that  any  suspicion  can  rightly 
attach  to  me  that  in  taking  this  collec- 
tion of  papers  containing  uie  evidence, 
I  had  the  least  idea  that  I  was  taking 
away  a  confidential  Report.  I  am  cer- 
tain that  it  was  given  to  me  with  a  clear 
intimation  Uiat  it  was  a  public  docu- 
ment ;  and,  having  anived  at  the  conclu- 
sion, I  would  ask  hon.  Members  as 
reasonable  men  to  argue  the  matter  out, 
and  they  will  at  once  see  that  I  oame  to 
that  conclusion  because  I  was  told  that 
the  Beport  itself  was  a  confidential 
document,  and  that  I  could  not  take  it 
away ;  whereas  the  second  collection  of 
papers  which  I  bad  not  asked  for,  but 
which  were  offered  to  me,  were  repre- 
sented to  me  to  be  not  confidential,  and 
I  was  told  that  I  might  take  them  away. 
I  was  farther  told — and  it  was  a  matter 
which  had  a  consideirable  impression 
upon  me — that  the  Admiralty  "  do  not 
care  about  it." 

Ths  SSGRKTABf  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  FoBwooD)  (Lanca- 
shire, Ormakirk)  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Q-entleman  will  remember  the  old  pro- 
verb, that  one  tale  is  good  until  the 
other  is  told.  At  the  outset,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  in  the  mode  in  which 
he  has  dealt  with  the  Papers  placed 
before  him  at  the  Admiralty  Office,  he 
acted  inadvertently  and  without  under- 
standing the  conditions  under  which 
they  were  entrusted  to  him.  But  the 
hon.  Member  has  made  some  remarks, 
personal  to  myself,  in  regard  to  which  it 
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is  necessary  that  I  should  detain  the 
House  for  a  minute  or  two  while  I  give 
a  reply.  At  the  outset  I  wish  to  remind 
hon.  Members  that  I  believe  the  House 
resents— and  justly  resents — ^the  publica- 
tion of  oonfidentitu  documents,  and  that 
the  publication  of  oonfidoitial  docamratB  : 
is  considered  to  be  a  reflection  upon  the  I 
Department  that  has  charge  of  them. 
Well,  Sir,  when  on  Monday  morning  I  i 
saw  documents  published  in  7%e  Tivm  I 
which  had  beeil  in  the  charge  of  a  De- 
partment of  the  Admiralty  with  which  I 
am  connected,  and  knowing  that  I  had  I 
permitted  them  to  be  seen  by  an  hem.  I 
Member  in  whom  I  had  reposed  the  con-  j 
fidence  which  one  Member  of  this  House  I 
has  in  the  discretion  of  another — a  con- 
fidence which  has  happily  characterised 
the  relations  between  member  and  Mem- 
ber of  tills  House— entertaining  that  opi- 
nion, and  knowing  that  I  had  consented 
to  show  an  hon.  Member  a  dooument 
which  was  confidential  in  its  characttt', 
I  felt  that  if  there  was  any  reflection  in 
regard  to  the  publication  of  thia  docu- 
ment I  was  unwittingly  the  cause  of  it. 
I  wrote  at  once  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
whom  I  had  lent  the  document  and 
asked  him  if  he  could  explain  how  the 
matter  had  become  public.  I  received  a 
reply  to  that  letter  on  Monday  evening, 
and,  as  the  hon.  Member  has  stated,  I 
gave  that  reply,  together  with  other 
doouments,  to  my  private  secretary  in 
an  envelope.  On  Tuesday  morning  I 
saw  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Bradford  had  given  Notice  of  a  Question 
which  he  proposed  to  put  in  the  House,  | 
and  I  telegraphed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  saying  that  in 
answering  the  Question  I  ^uld  have 
to  refer  to  the  two  letters  I  had  received 
from  him.  I  received  in  rejdy  this  tele- 
gram— "Good ;  but  see  my  letter  of  to- 
day." The  letter  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  couched  in  the  same  terms  as  his 
letter  to  the  hon.  Member  for  £^t 
Bradford.  It  stated  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  would  be  unable  ' 
to  be  in  his  place  in  the  House ;  but  as 
I  proposed  only  to  read  the  communica- 
tions I  had  received  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber hims^  and  to  explain  the  matter, 
as  the  credit  of  the  D^artment  was  at 
stake,  and  seeing  that  unless  an  answer 
was  made  at  once  none  could  be  given 
until  72  hours  afterwards,  I  felt  per- 
fectly justified  in  reading  the  letters  I 
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liad  received  from  the  hon.  Uember. 
One  word  more.  The  hon.  Q«ntleman 
has  referred  to  what  I  had  euppoeed  to 
be  an  enclosure  in  his  letter— namelj,  a 
communication  from  Mr.  Burdett.  I 
did  not  the  letter  &om  Mr.  Bnrdett 
in  opening  the  letter  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  Monday  n^ht;  but  it  was 
given  to  me  on  the  Tuesday  morning 
with  the  papers  1  had  given  to  nty  se- 
cretary on  the  previous  erenii^.  Find- 
ing that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Burdett  tallied 
with  that  part  of  the  oommunication  of 
the  hon.  Gentleotan  in  which,  he  stated 
that  he  had  given  a  copy  of  the  evidence 
to  a  friend,  I  came  to  tneconclusion  that 
he  had  endosed  the  letter  of  Mr.  Burdett 
in  confirmation  of  his  statement  that  be 
had  entrusted  the  copy  of  the  evidence 
to  a  friend  and  had  nut  sent  it  to  Th$ 
Tiwu*.  It  is  a  singular  ooinddeooe  that 
that  lettw  shoula  have  come  into  my 
bands.  It  does,  however,  appear  that 
the  letter  had  been  dropped  in  the  room 
of  my  private  secretary,  and  being  found 
by  a  messenger,  was  placed  on  the  top 
of  the  letters  given  by  me  to  my  private 
secretary.  In  that  way  the  whole  matter 
is  explained.  I  felt  Justified,  in  the  in- 
terest of  ft  Public  Department,  whose 
conduct,  as  I  have  already  stated,  was 
reflected  upon  by  the  publication  of  this 
confidential  document,  in  taking  the 
earliest  opportunity  to  set  the  matter 
fight  with  the  public  as  to  how  it  had 
occurred,  and  it  was  impossible  to  do  so 
without  reading  the  letters  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  regret  Uiat  there  should 
have  been  any  mis^prehennon  in  the 
matter,  and  I  rmet  that  the  hon.  Qen- 
Hemau  should  nave  felt  a^^eved  in 
regard  to  it ;  but  I  submit  myself  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  and  I  maintain 
that  what  I  did  was  right  and  proper  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  ease. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-TOE  NATY 
EffTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Dr.  Oamebozt  (Olasgov, 

OoUege), 

Thb  FIBSI  LOBD  of  tbb  TBEA- 
StTBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Suith]  (Strand, 
Westnunster)  said,  it  was  proposed  to 
take  the  Naval  Estimatee  and  the  Sup- 
plementary Naval  Estimates  afterwards 
on  Hcmdi^  evening. 


THE  ROTAL  00MUIS8I0N   ON  THE 
LAND   LAW   (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881. 
AND  THE  PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  188fi— THE  EVIDENCE. 
The  following  Question  stood  on  the 
Notice  Paper  in  the  name  of  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healt  (Longford,  N) :— To  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  explain 
why  the  evidence  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  the  Irish  Land  Question, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Cowper,  contains, 
as  if  from  four  witnessesi  a  series  of 
statements  headed  "Anonymous;"  and, 
is  there  any  precedent  for  evidence  to  be 
received  or  published  by  a  Royal  Oom- 
mission  from  witnesses  unwilling  to  give 
their  names  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  healt  said :  The  autho- 
rities of  the  House  being  unable  to  place 
upon  the  Paper  the  Question  that  I 
desired  to  put,  I  decline  to  put  this 
Question. 

OoLoKBL  HUGHE8-HALLETT 
(Bochester)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  prosecute  any 
official  or  tmploj/i  of  the  Government 
who,  either  by  Uie  Bo^al  Commissions 
or  Committees  now  sitting,  have  recently 
sat,  or  may  sit  at  any  time  in  the  future, 
to  investigate  matters  conneetod  wit^i 
arms,  stores,  &o.  in  connection  with  tiia 
Military  and  Naval  Departments  of  the 
State,  or  by  any  other  means,  may  be 
found  guilty  of  befrayal  of  trust  in  re- 
ceiving payment  in  money  or  kind  from 
contractors  or  others  for  disclosing  or 
parting  with,  without  high  authority, 
plans,  tracings,  designs,  and  information 
generally  of  a  most  confidential  charac- 
ter relating  to  Gtovemment  or  to  Govern- 
ment workshops  P 

Thk  ITEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (StrandrWestminster) :  I  under- 
stand the  Question  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  to  be  an  inquiry  whether 
the  (Jovemment  will  use  an^  powers  the 
law  may  give  them  to  punish  breach  of 
trust,  fraud,  or  ooiruption  in  a  public 
servant,  or  in  any  persons  in  relation  to 
FubUo  Departments  over  whom  they 
have  control ;  and  my  answer  is  tiiat  in 
all  cases  of  tiie  kind  in  which  the  law 
gives  power  to  punish  that  power  will 
be  rigorously  exercised. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Fteston) :  If  the 
law  is  inadequate,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  to  strengthen  it  ? 
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Ub.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  oertaioly 
undertake  that  the  subject  shall  be  oore- 
tally  examioed  into. 

UERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACTS  GONSOLI. 
DATIOK. 

Ma.  HOWARD  TINOENT  (Sheffield, 
Oentral)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If,  with  a  view  to  expediting 
legislation  to  restrain  the  fraudtilent 
marking  of  merchandise,  he  will  grant 
facilities  for  the  strictly  formal  Second 
Beading  of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
(1862)  Amendment  Bill  and  the  Mer- 
chandise (Fraudulent  Marks)  Bill,  and 
assent  to  their  being  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  with  power  to  take  evidence, 
together  with  the  proposed  Merchandise 
Marks  Acts  Consolidation  Bill  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  "W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  If  the 
House  will  adopt  the  course  suggested 
by  my  hon.  Friend  I  shall  be  exceed- 
ingly glad  to  afford  all  the  facilities  in 
my  power,  on  the  understanding  that 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  for  dia- 
onssion  on  a  later  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

THE  EOTAL  OOMMISfllON  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 
AND  THE  FUROHASE  OF  LAND  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1885— HR.  KNIFE'S  RE- 
PORT. 

Mb.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
What  is  the  explanation  of  the  delay  m 
resenting  Mr.  Knipe's  Heport  to  l^m- 
ers,  and  when  it  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTn)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  what  is  the 
reason  of  the  delay  in  presentiDg  Mr. 
Knipe*8  Report  to  Hemoers.  My  an- 
swer is  that  the  faot  that  Mr.  Enipe 
dissented  from  the  Report  of  die  other 
Commissioners  would,  I  think,  lead  to 
some  delay  in  the  presentation  of  his 
Report,  a  delay  for  which  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvernment  are  in  no  way  responsible, 
and  with  which  they  had  nothing  to  do. 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
When  may  we  expect  to  have  the 
Report  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  believe  it 
is  in  print,  but  I  am  not  able  to  say 
positively  when  it  will  be  presented. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PRO0EDURE}'BULE  I  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).— RESOLUTION. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.     L^LEVBKTH  mOHT.'] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed  to  the  Main  Question,  as  amended. 

'*  That,  after  a  QnesUon  has  been  proposed, 
a  Member  riaing  in  his  place  may  claim  to 
mov^  *That  the  QoesUoo  be  now  pat,*  and, 
unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Cbur  that  ladi 
Motioo  is  ao  aboie  of  the  Rules  of  tiie  House,  or 
an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minorUy. 
the  Qaestion,  '  That  tiie  Qoestiini  be  now  pirt,' 
shall  be  pat  forthwith,  and  dedded  wittunt 
Amendment  or  Debate : 

«When  the  MoUon  <That  the  Qoertiai  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Qaeetton 
coDseqnent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  far- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  assmt  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  been  withheld) 
which  may  be  reqainte  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  considuratioo.  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chur  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to  the  BtlL  be 
now  put.  Booh  Mofeums  shall  be  pat  ftwtHiwiUi, 
and  aedded  withoat  Ameodmeat  or  Debate : 

"Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
CloBore  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  anlees  it 
shall  appear  by  the  nnmbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  morn 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Handted  Membm.*'  —  (Jfr. 
WiUimm  Stnry  Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  line  9, 
to  leave  out  after  the  word  "  Chair,"  to 
the  word  "such,"  in  line  11. --(Jfr. 

8$xton.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  'and  also  if  a  Clause  be  then 
under  consideration  *  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Debate  returned. 

Me.  FABNELL  (Cork) :  I  desire  to 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton), 
proposing  to  leave  out  the  words — 
_  "  And  also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  eon- 
sideration,  a  Motion  may.be  made  (with  the 
consent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid]  ThtA  the 
Question, '  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be 
added  to  the  Bill,'  be  now  put ;  " 

the  object  professed  to  be  aimed  at  being 
to  secure  that  substantial  Amendments 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  nwj 
not  be  shut  out  by  the  application  of  the 
dosnre.  The  principle  fbr  which  the 
Irish  Kationalist  Fart^  are  contending 
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In  BupportiDg  the  Amendment  is  that  ve 
refuse  to  trust  either  the  Chair  or  a 
majority  of  the  House  whoa  the  pas- 
atone  of  the  House  are  excited.  The 
riffht  to  move  Acnendments  was  not 
taken  away  from  the  Irish  Members 
even  in  those  days  when  the  Irish  mino- 
rity was  much  smaller  than  it  is  now — 
in  those  days  when  it  consisted  of  only 
26  or  27  Members,  when  great  urgency 
was  pleaded,  and  when  a  state  of  semi- 
reToIution  prevailed  in  Ireland.  It  was 
not  even  taken  away  from  the  Irish  Op- 
position by  the  Liberal  Party  at  the  time 
when  they  were  introducing  their  first 
two  Coercion  Acts.  Those  Coercion  Acts 
vere  carried,  and  admittedly  carried, 
under  Bales  of  Urgenoy  which  are 
different  from  the  prqweed  olotore  or 
any  Boles  that  hare  erer  been  |m>poBed 
in  this  House,  tinder  the  Bulea  of 
Ui^ncr,  it  was  left  to  us  to  do  what 
we  shall  be  prevented  from  doing  by 
the  Bule  now  proposed,  and  that,  not- 
withstanding that  the  former  Bules  were 
much  more  stringent  than  anything  that 
has  been  since  suggested.  It  was  left 
to  us  to  put  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
and  to  have  them  formally  put  from  the 
Chair  and  decided  by  a  Division.  That 
right  is  now  to  be  taken  away,  and  it 
will  not,  under  the  proposed  Bule,  be 
in  the  power  of  a  Member  to  move  an 
Amendment  himself  or  to  have  a  deci- 
sion formally  pronounced  upon  it.  Now 
what  does  this  mean  ?  Why,  the  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees,  who  will  he  an  or- 
dinary ICember  of  me  House  and  a  poli- 
tical partizaoi  vill  not  be  likely  to  re> 
fase  A  Minister  permismon  to  move  the 
oldtare ;  and  we  shall  have  questions  put, 
without  a  word  of  argument  or  explana- 
tion, whii^  will  prevent  the  putting  of  a 
single  one  of  any  of  the  Amendments  to 
a  dause  of  a  Bill.  The  Bule,  as  it 
stands,  means  the  transfer  from  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  for  the  time 
being,  the  functions  of  proposing  and 
passing  any  Bill  he  chooses  to  oring 
forward  without  alteration.  We  cannot 
trust  to  the  sense  of  fairness  of  a  Con- 
servative Administration  when  dealiag 
with  an  Irish  qnestion.  In  the  case  of 
an  T^nglith  Bulf  hon.  Members  would 
nnderstimd  the  morits  of  an  Amend- 
ment, and  would  be  influenced  by  that 
underBtanding  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  would  aUow  tiie  Amendment  to  be 
■qiuiah«d.    On  the  ere  of  a  Coercion 


Bill,  it  is  poritivdy  indecoit — ^nay,  more, 
it  is  an  outrage — for  the  Government, 
with  an  eye  to  that  Coercion  Bill  only, 
to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass  a 
Hule  containing  such  a  provision  as  this. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  will  not  help  minorities 
in  the  slightest  degree.  It  leaves  the 
position  of  the  minority  unaltered ;  nay, 
it  leaves  the  position  of  the  minority 
worse — in  fact,  infinitely  worse — because 
it  enables  the  majority  to  save  an  Amend- 
ment from  the  operation  of  the  Bule, 
while  it  leaves  the  minority  exactly  as 
it  is  now.  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  does  not  meet 
the  question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  protection  of  the  mmority.  It  may 
meet  the  question  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  majority,  but  it  does  not 
touch  the  question  which  we  have  raised 
by  our  Amendment.  I  am  surprised 
that  a  better  production  than  this  miser- 
able Amendment  has  not  been  forth- 
coming ;  at  all  events,  it  does  not  meet 
the  objection  which  we  urged  to  the 
operation  of  the  Bule.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  cannot  advise  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  he  has  moved.  I 
would  urge  my  hon.  Friend  still  to  per- 
severe with  his  Amendment,  and  to  go 
to  a  iHvisioa  upon  it.  It  will  also  be 
the  duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  that  of  the  noble  Lord, 
when,  in  its  torn,  it  comes  to  be  pro- 
posed, with  the  object  of  providing  that 
it  should  be  a  satisfactory  compromise 
with  reference  to  the  question  as  a 
whole ;  so  that  the  minority  shall  not  be 
left  in  the  naked  and  defenceless  condi- 
tion now  proposed.  Even  at  the  cost 
of  incurring  the  charge  of  reiteration,  I 
cannot  help  repeating  that  the  Bule,  as 
it  stands,  is  more  stringent  and  more 
oppressive  than  the  Bme  of  Urgency 
under  which  Amendments  were  ordered 
to  be  put  at  a  ceriain  hour  without  de- 
bate, and  divided  upon  by  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  think  we  have  some  reason  to  com- 
plain, in  reference  to  this  matter,  of  the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Bossendale.  The  noble  Lord  was 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  which  con- 
sidered the  Bules  of  Procedure,  and  he, 
in  conjunction  with  the  Government,  has 
proposed,  for  Uie  first  time  in  the  history 
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of  the  House,  that  Amendments  put  upon 
the  Paper  should  be  disposed  of,  not  ac- 
cording to  their  merite,  but  with  refer- 
ence to  previous  Amendments,  with 
whioli  they  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
and  with  which  they  can  have  no  pos- 
sible connection.  I  think  it  rather  too 
bad  that  a  proposal  so  extraordinary  in 
its  nature  as  that  should  have  been 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  Government, 
and  that  a  strong  Conunittee  of  40  or 
50  Membws  which  sat.  on  the  question 
of  Procedure— one  of  the  largest  Oom- 
mittees  which  ever  sat — should  have 
been  befooled  and  had  its  time  wasted, 
under  the  Presidency  of  the  noble  Lord, 
when  the  main  Bule  to  which  I  and  my 
hon.  Friends  take  exception  was  never 
brought  under  its  consideration  at  all. 
I  think  that  to  have  asked  four  Brish 
Members  to  sit  on  that  Committee  and 
waste  their  time  in  attendance  on  it 
for  months,  under  the  delusion  that  they 
were  co-operating  with  the  noble  Lord, 
who  is  really  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England  at  this  moment,  is  not  in  ao- 
ooraance  with  that  fair  treatment  which 
the  Irish  Party  have  a  right  to  expect. 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  exact  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment if  it  is  adopted  by  the  House.  I 
hold  in  my  hftnd  Uie  Amendments  that 
were  proposed  to  a  single  daose — the 
7th,  now  18tii — of  the  Irish  Land  Act. 
It  was  the  Pair  Kent  Clause,  and  I  would 
ask  the  House  if  it  can  guess  how  many 
Amendments  were  put  down  to  that 
clause.  There  were  no  less  than  132 ;  so 
that,  if  this  Amendment  is  adopted,  the 
Government,  to  use  the  happy  phrase 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  will  be  able  to  "squash"  132 
Amendments  at  one  blow.  These 
Amendments,  be  it  remembered,  were 
not  the  entire  Amendments  put  down  to 
a  Bill,  but  to  a  single  clause  of  a  Bill, 
and  they  wound  up  with  a  proposal  by 
the  present  Chief  Seoreta^  for  Ire- 
land to  omit  the  clause  altogether. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have 
an  ample  'opportunity  of  explaining 
his  action  in  tne  matter  later  on.  I  ask 
the  House,  would  it  have  been  decent 
whm  there  was  an  impwtant  Bill  of 
that  character  before  the  House — so  im- 
jKirtant  that  hon.  Uembera  had  con- 
sidered it  not  only  reasonable  but  ne- 
cessary to  put  down  132  Amendments  to 
a  single  clause — would  it  have  been 
decent  or  proper  to  have  swept  away  the 

Mr.  T.  If.  fftafy 


whole  of  those  Amendmeots  by  applying 
the  cloture  ?  I  am  afraid  that  there  are 
very  few  Members  outside  the  Qovem- 
ment  on  the  oppositeof  the  House,  except, 
perhaps,  thenght  hon.  Member  for  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin),  and  one 
or  two  Gentlemen  who  have  had  expe- 
rience in  the  Chair — with  those  excep- 
tions, I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  unole 
Member  t^poslte  who  understanda  tiie 
Bule.   If  there  is,  I  challenge  him  to 

f et  up  and  explain  what  its  effect  will  be. 
t  seems  to  me  that  the  QoTomment  do 
not  really  intend  to  make  this  Bole,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  a  Coercion  Act  is  con- 
cerned, part  of  the  permanent  legisla- 
tion of  the  House,  for,  in  spite  at  our 
taunts  and  entreaties,  they  nave  given 
no  indication  of  their  intention  to  make 
the  proposal  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House.  It  is  evidently  Earned  with  an 
eye  to  a  Coercion  Bill,  and  a  CoercicHi 
Bill  alone.  We  have  repeatedly  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  in- 
tends the  Bule  as  a  serious  proposal, 
and  if  he  did,  then  to  put  it  down  as  a 
Standing  Order.  We  remember  very 
well  what  Lord  SaUsbnry  said  last  year 
in  regard  to  the  government  of  Irewnd 
—namely,  that  it  must  be  governed  f<n 
20  years  by  a  drastio  system  of  coercion. 
As  an  illustration  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  may  work,  let  me  cite 
what  occurred  some  years  ^o  in  refer- 
ence to  a  measure  which  had  no  imme- 
diate connection  with  Ireland.  I  see 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  his  place, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  him,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  illustration  I  am  about  to 
give,  in  what  way  the  minority  would 
have  been  protected  on  that  occasion,  if 
this  Bule  had  been  in  existence  ?  The 
Bill  to  which  I  refer  was  the  Prison 
Discipline  Bill  of  Mr.  Forster,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  moved 
numerous  Amendments  to  the  clauses  of 
that  Bill.  The  House  at  that  time  was 
impatient,  and  if  the  Irish  Moubwa  had 
not  possessed  the  right — which  then 
existed — of  debating  the  Amendments, 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  having  regard  to 
the  spirit  which  prevailed  at  that  time, 
it  would  have  been  very  difficult  to  have 
obtained  the  least  consideration  for  pri- 
soners. In  a  future  Bill  of  a  similar 
nature,  it  may  be  proposed  to  give  the 

grisoners  hard  labour  and  solitary  con- 
nement,  and  the  Irish  Members,  ia, 
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order  to  mitigate  the  lot  of  these 
men,  might  submit  variouB  propo- 
sitions, such  as  heating  the  prisoners' 
cells.  If  this  Rule  is  passed,  the 
Chairman  would  be  able  to  step  in  and 
say  that  Amendments  proposed  with 
s  view  of  alleviating  the  condition  of 
the  prisoners  were  frivolous,  on  the 
ffroand  that  thoy  might  be  dealt  with  by 
ueexistingFrison  Rules,  andtheGovern- 
BWiit  would  be  able  to  weather  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  by  applying  the  cloture  to 
aoma  previous  Amendment,  thereby  pre- 
venting all  Bubeequent  Amendments  from 
being  oonsiderea.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  £rom  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Bleaford  Divi- 
uon  of  Idnoi^sliire  as  to  his  horror  of 
closnre ;  but  has  any  hon.  Member  ever 
discussed  in  the  country  the  proposal  of 
applying  closure  to  the  Amendments 
thatfaaTebeen  proposed?  The  strangling 
of  children  in  their  birth  is  a  well-known 
operation ;  but  to  strangle  them  in  the 
womb  is  very  different.  The  cloture,  as 
proposed  by  the  Goremmont,  was  in- 
tended to  hill  the  child  wliile  young; 
bot  now  it  is  proposed  to  kill  it  off 
belbre  it  can  make  ito  appearance,  by 
machinery  that  was  never  even  dreamt  of 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
PaddingUm  (Lord  Bandolpfa  Ohurohill}. 
May  I  aw  what  ia  the  intention  of  Mem- 
bora  of  the  liberal  Party  in  oonsentiDg 
to  act  aa  bonnets  for  the  Goremment? 
Are  they  not  able  to  realize  that  Amend- 
ments before  the^  have  been  proposed 
are  to  be  killed  still-born  by  this  newly- 
invented  machine,  which  is  not  the 
closure,  but  something  which  hoe  never 
hitherto  been  defined,  even  in  the  copious 
vocabulary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire.  Having  taken  the  whole 
day  on  Wednesday  to  knock  into  the 
hMdfl  of  Uie  Qovemmeot  some  idea  of 
our  viewe,  and  having  been  met  by 
them  vrith  a  tun  pMtumtu,  it  is  remark- 
able that  the  noble  Ixrd  the  Member 
iot  Roseendale  should  have  been  so 
stniok  with  the  justioe  of  the  view  taken 
by  the  Irish  Members  aa  to  rise  at  the 
end  of  Uie  Sitting  and  say  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  dime  to  meet  our  ob- 
jections. And  now  we  see  that  the  some- 
thing he  proposes  to  meet  our  objections 
is  the  Amendment  we  now  see  on  the 
Paper.  As  long  as  the  cloture  does  not 
exist,  in  spite  of  the  protests  of  the  hon. 
Ifember  for  Peckham  or  Camberwell 


(Mr.  Baumann) — or  Eome  classic  region 
of  that  description — whose  young  and 
ingenuous  mind  desired  to  have  the  New 
Rule  enforced  on  Tuesday  without  fur- 
ther discussion,  I  think  there  is  some- 
thing of  value  in  what  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers said  after  all.  After  four  hours' 
discussion,  we  did  contrive  to  penetrate 
the  intelligence  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rossendale,  and  induce  him 
to  consider  the  reasonableness  of  our 
objections.  Unfortunately,  the  proposal 
which  the  noble  Lord  makes  is,  in  our 
opinion,  more  unreas(mable  and  much 
more  mischievous  than  the  original  pro- 
posal of  the  Government.  What  the 
noble  Lord  proposes  is,  "That  certain 
words  of  the  clause  defined  in  the  Motion 
stand  part  of  the  Clause."  That,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  would  leave  the  matter 
in  a  worse  position  than  before. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  Is  not  entitled  to  discuss 
the  words  of  another  Amendment 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  no  desire 
to  discuss  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment.  It  might  be  reasonable, 
in  the  case  of  a  Coercion  Bill,  to  discuss 
such  an  Amendment ;  but  I  maintain 
that  to  allow  the  Government  to  pick 
out  particular  Amendments,  and  apply 
the  oldture  to  them,  is  a  worse  proposal 
than  the  original  one  of  the  Government. 
The  least  privilege  which  the  smallest 
Member  ofuie  House  should  be  allowed 
to  enjoy  is  that  he  should  hare  the 
power  of  placing  Amendments  on  the 
Paper — practical  Amendments — and  to 
ask  the  judgment  of  the  House  upon 
them.  Surely  that  is  not  too  much  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  ask.  I  say  that,  manage 
it  as  you  like,  whether  by  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Chair,  or  by  a  Member 
rising  in  his  place,  you  only  allow  par- 
ticular Members  to  propose  Amend- 
ments, such  as  the  ]^ime  Minister,  or  a 
Colonel  of  Volunteers — the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  need  not  suppose 
that  I  allude  to  him,  for  I  am  not  aware 
whether  he  is  a  Colonel  of  Volunteers, 
or  Yeomanry,  or  Militia— but  if  the 
House  will  only  allow  such  Members  as 
I  have  mentioned  to  propose  Amend- 
ments, and  refuse  the  same  privilege  to 
other  Members,  a  most  unfortunate  re- 
sult will,  in  my  opinion,  be  produced. 
It  may  or  may  not  have  been  reason- 
able, in  a  moment  of  emergency,  to  pro- 
I  pose  to  kill  off  each  Amendment  by  a 
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Division,  and  rather  than  hare  this 
Rule,  I  would  prefer  the  liberty  which 
existed  under  the  Rules  of  TJrgenoy. 
Let  us  hare  the  power  of  taking'  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  Amend- 
ments, or  otherwise  there  will  be  an  end 
of  the  freedom  of  proposing  Amend- 
ments. If  you  allow  the  Gk)Temment  to 
pick  out  particular  Amendments,  you 
will  heavily  handicap  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  give  a  sup^bundanoe  of 
&TOuritiam  to  others.  The  proposal 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  of  putting 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  Cnair  to 
say  such  an  Amendment  is  frivolous, 
while  Buoh  other  Amendments  may  be 
disonssed,  ia  one  whiidi  is  foreign,  not 
only  to  the  genius  and  traditions  of  this 
Assembly ;  but  if  yoa  allow  a  proposal  of 
that  kind  to  exclude,  by  a  nde-wind, 

genuine  Amendments  submitted  by  other 
[embers  because  you  imagine  it  is  de- 
sirable to  bring  a  debate  on  some  small 
matter  to  a  dose,  you  will  do  irreparable 
injury  to  the  freedom  of  debate.  As  I 
have  already  said,  I  believe  that  the 
Government,  having  abstained  from 
making  this  Rule  a  Standing  Order, 
really  intend  that  it  should  apply  to  the 
Ooercion  Bill  for  Ireland  whi(£  they  are 
about  to  introduce.  They  do  not  mean 
to  embody  it  in  the  Rules  as  a  general 
Rule,  because  they  are  fully  aware  that 
if  they  did  so  they  would  be  cutting  a 
rod  wiA  whioh  to  Deat  their  own  backs 
by-and-bye. 

H&.  STATELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Khigswinfoid) :  The  hon.  Member 
has  done  Members  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  House  scant  justice  when  he 
stated  Uiat  none  of  us  nave  studied  the 
Bnle. 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY:  I  admitted 
that  there  are  a  few  who  have,  who 
understand  it. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  :  It  is  not  a 
few  only  who  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
understand  the  Rule,  or  who  agree  with 
much  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member.  I  have  myself  always  been 
opposed  to  these  Closure  Rules.  Such 

fnestions  are  not  to  be  looked  upon  as 
'arty  questions ;  and  when  I  hove  giren 
wi^  I  have  <mly  done  ao  in  ddbrenoe  to 
tiie  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemoi  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  baTe  eonsidered 
that  such  Rules  are  necessary  for  the 
effective  protection  of  orderly  debate  in 
this  House.  So  far  I  have  yielded  ;  but 
here  is  a  point  at  which  I  think  I  ought 


to  stop.  I  do  not  see  why,  when  the 
cloture  has  been  applied  to  the  Amend- 
ments to  one  part  of  a  clause,  we  should 
be  compelled  to  swallow  the  rest  of  the 
clause  without  amendment.  As  Bills 
are  now  drafted  they  contain  clauses, 
each  of  which  may  have  six,  eight,  ten, 
and  sometimes  a  score  of  sub-sections. 
Ijet  me  take  the  Army  Discipline  Act. 
In  that  Act  we  have  enormous  cUuses 
full  of  sub-seotions;  andthe  same  remark 
is  ap|dioable  to  many  other  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. In  the  Naval  Discipline  Aot 
all  the  punishments  are  contained  ia 
sub-sections.  Suppose  that  the  first 
sub-section  had  been  the  one  which  xn« 
Tolved  tiie  infliotion  of  oorp(»al  ponUh- 
ment.  We  might  hare  hu  the  debate 
ruled  to  be  obstmctiTe,  and  tiie  oloanre 
might  have  been  applied  to  it  after  it 
had  reached  a  certain  stage.  It  would, 
then,  have  been  possible  for  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  have  passed  all  the  remiuning  19 
sub-sections  without  discussion.  To 
such  a  closure  I  will  never  consent ;  and 
I  think,  if  we  pass  it,  we  shall  be  giving 
up  a  very  large  slice  of  our  liberty. 
Many  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  carefully  considered  thia 
Olosure  Rule.  We  are  prepared  to  ac- 
cept it  where  it  is  possible ;  but  I  do  hope 
that  the  Qovemment  will  find  a  way  of 
putting  in  itron^r  words  than  any  I  see 
at  present  to  limit  the  actions  of  the 
Bute.  If  not,  I  hope  that  it  will  be  re- 
sisted by  tiie  House. 

Mb.  SOLATEB  -  BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basingstoke):  I  have  endeavoured  to 
frame  words  to  provide  that  all  Amend- 
ments should  be  disposed  of  in  their 
Xvxn,  but  not  necessarily  debated ;  but  I 
am  told  by  you,  Sir,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton),  whioh  is  now  befora 
the  House,  is  negatived,  I  shall  be  unable 
to  move  my  Amendment,  which  will  be 
ruled  out.  I  have,  therefwe,  nothing  to 
fall  back  upon  but  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  lurquess.  I  would  ask  tha 
Oovemment  whether  something  mora 
than  the  Amendment  of  the  Bolue  Mar- 
quess is  not  required  to  mart  ny  vieira, 
and  also  the  case  whiidi  has  been  men- 
tioned Inr  the  hon.  Member  who  basjuat 
spoken  r  The  Amendment  of  the  nobia 
Marquess  seems  to  imply  that  a  private 
Memoer  should  be  invested  widi  the 
functions  of  the  Chairman  of  Committeea. 
for  the  time  being,  for  it  would  be  in 
his  power  to  say  ww  Amendment  shovU 
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bo  pot.  He  is  to  frame  certain  words 
to  limit  the  extent  to  which  tiie  closure 
is  to  be  applied ;  bat  that  is  essentiallj 
tbe  function  of  the  Chair,  and  by  the 
Amendment  we  have  already  made  the 
Speaker  or  the  Ohairman  is  to  be 
limited,  aa  regarda  his  part  in  the  mat- 
ter, to  a  mere  veto. 

Mb.  SEXTOK  (West  Belfast) :  Upon 
a  point  of  Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
ask  if  the  right  bon.  Oentleman  is  right 
in  saying  that,  if  my  Amendment  is  nega- 
tived, he  will  not  be  in  a  position  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  he  has 
placed  on  the  Paper  ?  The  Amendment 
of  the  rigbt  hon.  (Gentleman  comes  after 
the  word  "  consideratioD,"  wUchl  pro- 
pose  to  omit. 

Mr.  SPEAEEB:  That  is  very  true; 
but  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  to  leave  ont  the  words — 

* '  And  also  if  «  CUose  be  tben  under  coofflds- 
ratioD,  a  MotioD  may  be  made  (with  the  conseot 
ct  the  Chair)  «a  aforeeaid,  That  the  Qoeation, 
*  That  the  Clann  ttand  part  of  or  be  added  to 
the  Bill,' be  now  pat." 

If  the  House  negatives  that  Amend- 
ment, they  will  have  affirmed  that  these 
words  shall  remain  in  the  Bule;  and  the 
next  Amendment  in  order  will  be  that  of 
tJie  noble  Marquess,  which  proposes  to 
provide  a  machinery  for  avoiding  an  evil 
which  has  been  generally  recognized  by 
the  House.  The  two  Amendments 
whidi  follow  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  will  be  clearly  out  of  Order. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  Then  I  understand 
that  after  the  word  "  consideration  "  no- 
tiiing  more  can  be  moved  P 
'  Ma.  SPEAKEB :  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  is  directed  to  the 
same  point  as  that  which  is  dealt  with 
in  the  two  Amendments  which  follow. 

Mb.  PABKELL  :  The  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  seeks  to  ^vide  that  the  closure 
shall  not  be  applied  to  tfaeoonsidaration 
of  an  aatir*  dause. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Tbe  whole  point  is, 
whether  the  closure,  on  being  applied, 
will  prevent  subsequent  Amendments 
— what  may  be  called  bogus  Amend- 
ments"—coming  in.  The  whole  ques- 
tion is  wbether,  upon  the  closure  being 
applied,  sooh  Amendments  will  not  be 
ruled  ont. 

Mb.  0HILDER8  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I 
am  anxious  to  follow  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  leaxned  Gentleman  the  Ifomber  for 


I  StafEordsbire  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill),  not  to 
[  adopt  that  part  of  the  Bule  in  question 
as  proposed  by  the  OoTernmeot.  The 
view  I  take  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
power  of  closure  should  be  made  as  large 
as  possible ;  but  the  olosure  and  the  ex- 
clusion of  debate  are  two  very  different 
things,  and  the  words  of  the  Bule  go  a 
great  deal  further  than  closure.  It  is  an 
important  point  whether,  under  the  terms 
of  the  Bule,  as  it  at  present  exists,  real, 
substantial,  and  important  Amendments 
would  not  be  involved  in  the  disposal  of 
frivolous  Amendments  by  the  applica- 
tion of  the  closure.  While  I  would  go 
as  far  as  possible  in  urging  the  House 
to  adopt  the  purest  and  simplest  form  of 
closure,  I  am  not  prepared  to  grant  tbe 
power  of  exclusion  ;  and  the  Bule,  if 
adopted,  would  not  only  give  the  nower 
to  close  debate,  but  to  exclude  it.  U  nder 
the  firet  part  of  the  Bule  it  would  be 
in  the  power  of  any  Member  to  initiate 
a  Motion  that  the  closure  should  be  ap- 
plied with  a  power  of  vetoing  given  to 
the  Speaker.  But  these  words  go  a 
great  deal  farther,  because  they  em- 
power not  only  the  dosnre  of  debate,  but 
Its  exclusion  alto^ther.  I  am  anxious 
to  make  that  point  quite  clear  to  the 
House.  I  am  prepared  to  say  close  a 
debate  by  all  means  if  it  is  considered 
necessary  to  do  so,  and  I  would  give  ex- 
treme power  to  do  that ;  but  I  must  re- 
mind the  House  that  to  exclude  even 
the  possibility  of  putting  the  Question 
is  not  done  by  any  Foreign  or  Colonial 
Assembly  where  the  closure  is  now  ap- 
plied. The  closure  is  never  used  to 
prevent  a  question  being  raised.  It 
should  be  applied  in  order  to  prevent 
Amendments  of  an  absurd  and  frivolous 
ch  aractor  whicb  are  only  brought  forward 
for  the  sake  of  obstrueting  debate  from 
being  discussed.  No  one  who  voted  for 
the  proposal  that  the  Ohair  should  inter- 
fere to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  Bules  of 
the  House  would  agree  to  sanction 
Amendments  which  would  also  involve 
an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House.  It 
is  quite  clear  what  our  course  upon 
that  matter  ought  to  be.  As  was 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stafford- 
shire (Mr.  Steveley  Hill),  we  have  Bills 
drafted  now-a-days  in  which  there  are 
clauses  of  two  or  three  pages  cootaioing 
some  15  or  20  sub-sections,  each  of 
which,  sometimes,  has  sub-divisions. 
The  effect  ofthe  Bide,  as  it  stands,  would 
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put  it  ia  the  power  of  any  Member  to 
prevent  Amendments  in  subsequent  sub- 
sections from  being  discussed  unless  the 
Ohair  vetoed  closure  on  an  Amendment 
on  the  first  sub-section. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH  :  Noj  the 
Ohair  must  not  veto. 

Ms.  GHILDERS :  I  accept  the  cor- 
rectioD.  Fewer  would  be  given  to  the 
Ohair  to  exclude  a  discussion  upon  every 
one  of  the  sub-seotiona  after  the  first 
Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman specially  referrod  to  a  Bill  which 
was  under  consideration  some  years  ago 
~I  think  the  Army  Bill.  That  Bill  con- 
tained a  clause  which  dealt  with  the 
question  of  flogging  in  the  Army.  I 
recollect  that  there  was  a  long  and  ani- 
mated debate  upon  the  clause  which, 
and  I  think  not  unreasonably,  was 
carried  over  one  or  two  nights.  Now, 
what  would  have  been  thought  if  it  had 
been  in  the  power  of  any  hon.  Member, 
if  he  were  not  stopped  by  the  Chair,  to 
have  prevented  any  uscussion  horn 
taking  place  on  the  subsequent  sub- 
sectiooB?  Tet  that  is  the  power  which 
ia  proposed  to  be  given  under  this  Rule. 
It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the  power 

S'ven  will  not  be  abused,  or  that  the 
lair  will  alwayitake  areaaooableTieir 
of  the  case  pat  before  it  I  would  give 
the  Speaker  and  Ohiurman  the  fullest 
latitude  that  may  be  proposed  to  be 
given  to  them  with  respect  of  closure. 
This,  however,  is  not  the  power  of 
closure ;  but  you  propose,  in  the  event  of 
the  first  line  of  a  clause  being  objected  to 
and  closured,  to  give  them  the  power  of 
excluding  from  debate  a  number  of 
questions  which  may  be  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance.  I  should  object  to 
give  a  power  of  closure,  in  regard  to 
one  Amendment,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  exoluding  debate  nx>on  other 
Amendments  not  of  an  obstmotive  cha- 
racter. The  power  of  excluding  every 
Amendment  would  be  an  abuse  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  To  that  extent  I 
go  fully  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stafford- 
shire, and  I  do  not  think  that  anyone 
on  these  Benches  would  desire  such  a 
power  to  be  given,  no  matter  to  whom 
it  is  proposed  to  give  it — whether  an 
individual  Member,  or  the  Chair.  I 
object  to  give  to  any  individual  the 
power  of  saying  that  "  this  or  that  pro 
posal  shall  not  go  before  the  House,"  or 
to  eay  "a  Motion  for  Cloaure  has  been 
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made,  and  by  my  authority  under  the 
Rules  I  will  allow  that  Motion  to  ex- 
clude the  consideration  of  other  genuine 
Amendments  altogether."  Therefore, 
while  consenting  to  carry  out  a  stringent 
measure  of  closure,  I  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  force  the  Rule,  as  it  at 
present  stands,  or  to  compel  the  ^ose 
to  adopt  the  words  as  they  are  now  pro- 
posed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  oppoute 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith\  or  by  my  noble 
Friend  on  this  Bencti  (the  Marquess  ot 
Hartington) ;  but  to  uce  th«r  best  en- 
deavour to  find  some  form  of  words 
which  may  prevent  the  closure  from 
being  applied  to  genuine  and  impor- 
tant Amendments,  though  a  previous 
Amendment  has  been  closured. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.BiTOHiE, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  As  my 
^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
^use  is  not  able  to  answer  the  speeoh 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  mayi 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  say  a  word.  As 
far  as  I  understand  the  argument  of  the 
^fat  hon.  Gentleman,  it  comes  to  this. 
He  says — Tour  proposal  amounts  to  a 
proposal  for  the  excfuu<m  of  debate." 
No  doubt  it  doea  amount  to  the  exclo- 
sion  of  debate  upon  £riv61ott8  and  ob- 
BtruotiTe  Amendments. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  All  Amendments. 

Mr.  RITOHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  he  would  give  power 
to  the  Speaker  or  the  Ohairman  of  (Com- 
mittees to  rule  frivolous  Amendments 
out,  BO  that  he  does  not  object,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  a  power  being 
given  for  the  exclusion  of  debate  on 
frivolous  Amendments.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  that  there  should 
be  a  power  vested  in  the  Speaker  and 
Ohairman  of  Committees  to  say  that  cer- 
tain Amendments  are  bivdous  and  ob- 
structive, and  that  they  will  not  be  put. 
Now,  what  differenoe  is  Aere  betweoi 
that  Buggestion  and  the  Rule  as  pio- 
poBed  by  the  Goremment— tiiat  the 
Chair  shall  have  power  to  permit  or  not 
to  permit  a  Motion  for  the  cloture.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  forget 
that  the  power  given  to  the  Speaker  sad 
Chairman  of  Committees  to  allow  > 
Motion  for  closure  is  qualified  by  the 
words  contained  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  Rule  "  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the 
Chair  that  such  MoUon  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  an  infHiige^ 
ment  of  the  zighta  of  tiia  minority.' 
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My  boo.  and  learned  Friend  the  Uem- 
ber  for  Staffordshire  (Ur.  Staveley 
Hill)  put  a  case  whidi  has  also  been 
alluded  to  by  the  x^ht  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  (Ibilders). 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  put  a  case 
also.  How  would  you  deal  with  the 
132  Amendments  which  were  put  down 
on  Clause  7  of  the  Land  Act  ? 

Mb.  ETTOHIE:  I  will  come  to  that 
presently.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sta£fordshire  spoke  of  a  clause  with 
20  sub-sections  in  it ;  and  He  considers 
that  it  would  be  monstrous  if  the  closure 
were  exercised  upon  a  first  sub-section 
in  sueh  a  way  as  to  shut  out  all  diecus- 
ri<Hi  upon  the  remaining  sub-sections. 
As  fiar  as  the  GoTemment  are  concerned, 
ihey  a^ree  that  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  if  substantial  Amendments  on  a 
dauae  or  the  sub-section  of  a  clause  were 
Moluded  from  diaeusucm  because  the 
dosnre  had  been  applied  to  a  previous 
Amendment ;  but  I  cannot  oonoeiTe  for 
a  moment  that  subatantial  Amendments 
would  be  ruled  out  in  that  way,  nor 
can  I  imagine  that  any  Speaker  or 
any  Chairman  oonid  be  got  to  fill  the 
Chair  who  would  allow  substantial 
Amendments  of  that  character  to  be 
ruled  out. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  might  be  done  in 
order  to  cut  out  somebody  else. 

Mb.  BITGHIE  :  We  do  not  believe 
that  such  a  circumstance  could  possibly 
arise,  or  that  any  Speaker  or  Chairman 
of  Committees  could  be  got  to  fill  the 
Oiair  who  would  allow  a  Motion  to  be 
made  for  catting  out  suoh  Amendments 
M  those  aUudm  to  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  tor  Stafford- 
shire. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
spoke  of  a  Bill  which  had  182  Amend- 
ments proposed  to  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  One  hundred 
mad  thirty-two  Amendments  to  one 
dause. 

Mb.  HITCHIE:  That,  to  my  mind, 
sbowa  the  imperative  necessity  of  some 
such  Bale  as  this.  If  it  can  be  conceived 
posuble  that  132  Amendments  could  be 
nit  down  to  a  partioular  section  of  a 
Bill ;  is  it  not  evident  to  the  House  that 
nnlesa  some  step  is  taken  to  rule  out  a 
great  number  of  such  Amendments,  and 
nolaae  ve  have  some  safeguard  that 
similar  obstruction  shall  not  be  prac- 
ttaed  in  future,  yon  may  as  well  tear  up 
Uw  whole  of  this  Bule  ?  It  is  exactly  to 
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meet  suoh  oases  as  that  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  that  the 
Government  think  such  a  Bule  is  abso- 
lutely required.  It  would  be  altogether 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  Public  Business  if  they  allowed 
hon.  Members  to  put  down  132  Amend- 
ments to  a  particular  clause,  and  were  to 
detain  the  House  for  nights  and  weeks 
in  the  discussion  of  them.  The  long  and 
the  short  of  it  is — that  the  Qoveniment 
feel  that  the  real  safeguard,  in  this  mat- 
ter, must  rest  with  tiie  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman.  We  have  the^  utmost  con- 
fidence that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
will  consider  it  his  absolute  duty,  in 
carrying  out  the  instructions  of  the 
House,  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
minority  and  to  see  that  the  Bales  shall 
not  operate  so  as  to  shut  out  Amend- 
ments wiuch  the  House  ought  to  con- 
sider. On  the  other  hand,  we  believe 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bule  we  are  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  will  be  that 
Amendments  of  a  serious  and  proper 
character  will  have  much  more  chance 
of  being  adequately  discussed  than  they 
can  possibly  have  at  the  present  moment. 
For  the  Government  to  consent  to  the 
withdrawal  of  this  proposal  would  be  to 
give  up  the  whole  vuue  of  the  Bule. 
I  was  struck  by  one  ol»6rvation  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  in  reference  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale.  My  recollection  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  noble  Lord  gave 
notice  of  that  Amendment  was,  that  it 
had  been  pointed  out  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  that  under  the  Bule, 
as  it  originally  stood,  the  Chairman 
would  not  have  any  option,  if  the  closure 
was  moved  on  the  first  Amendment,  but 
either  to  refuse  to  put  the  closure  or  to 

f»ut  the  whole  clause.  The  hon.  and 
samed  Member  for  Longford  says  that 
the  noble  Lord  admitted  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  propoaals  of  the.  Irish  Mem- 
bers. No  doubt  there  might  be  a  good 
deal  of  objection  taken  to  the  Bule  as  it 
originally  stood,  audit  was  generally  ad- 
mitted that  the  objections  which  were 
urged  were  of  a  reasonable  charaotor. 
Strange  to  say,  it  is  now  stated  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  makes 
the  Bute  worse.  How  oould  that  be, 
seeing  that  the  Amendment  will  dis- 
tinctly limit  the  power  conferred  by  the 
Bide?  The  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
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will  remove  all  reasonable  objection, 
and  it  is  believed  that  the  Rule,  as  thus 
limited,  will  secure  adequate  freedom  of 
debate  iot  every  Amendment  the  House 
desires  to  consider  and  decide  upon. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  Amendments 
calculated  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
will  be  ruled  out ;  but  the  House  will  be 
able  to  discuss  all  other  Amendments  in 
a  complete  and  adequate  manner. 

Mb.  MUBFHT  (Dublin,  St. 
Patrick's):  I  still  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  representa- 
tions which  have  been  made  to  them, 
especially  when  those  representations 
have  proceeded  from  hon.  Members  of 

geat  experience  on  both  sides  of  the 
ouse.  The  uncompromising  speech, 
just  made  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment increases  the  objection  of  hon. 
Members  who  sit  on  these  Benches  to 
oppose  the  Bule.  The  proposal  now 
before  the  House  is  one  of  the  most  mon- 
strous that  has  ever  been  submitted  to  a 
deliberative  assembly.  The  importance 
of  asseotioff  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (1^.  Se^n)  is  still  {greater  after 
the  nding  of  the  Speaker  in  reference 
to  the  Amendments  which  foUoT  it  on 
the  Paper,  because  if  this  Amendment 
is  rejected,  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  all  its  naked  deformity  will 
be  obliged  to  be  passed  as  part  of  the 
machinery  of  the  Kules.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Bitohie)  howaOhairman,  no  matter  how 
impartial  he  may  be  and  how  willing  to 
uphold  the  rights  of  the  minority,  if  a 
Member  gets  up  to  move  a  series  of 
Amendments ;  now  can  he,  in  such  a 
case  as  that  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Longford 
fMr.  Healy)  referred  to  when  132 
Amendments  were  proposed  to  a  single 
olauae  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill — no  matter 
how  able  and  how  impartial  he  may 
be  disposed  to  be,  and  however  anxious 
to  maintain  the  rights  of  minorities — 
how  can  he  separate  the  chaff  from  the 
wheat  ?  I  contend  that  it  is  a  position 
in  which  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  of  this  House  ought  not  to 
be  placed.  If  this  Rule  is  passed,  a 
Member  of  the  Government  with  a  large 
majority  behind  him,  may  be  found  get- 
ting up,  when  angry  passions  have  been 
excited,  to  call  upon  the  Chair  to  enforce 
the  closure,  and  the  Ohair,  although 

Mr.  SiUhie 


giving  a  decision  which  the  occupant  of 
the  Chair  believes  to  be  perfectly  right 
and  j  ust,  may  find  that  his  decision  is  most 
unsatisfactory  to  a  large  minority  in  the 
House.  As  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Party, 
I  tell  the  Government  that  their  conduct 
in  making  such  a  proposal  as  this,  and 
their  refraining  from  converting  it  into 
a  Standing  Order  of  the  House,  although 
persistenuy  sticking  to  the  ^pontifm. 
itself,  is  capable  of  but  one  interpreta- 
tion, and  that  it  poiiits  to  but  one  por^ 
pose — namdy,  that  it  has  been  intro- 
duced in  order  to  enable  them  to  rush 
a  Coercion  Bill,  directed  against  Ireland, 
through  this  House.  I  join  in  the  chal- 
lenge which  has  been  given  to  Her 
Maj  estj's  Gt)vemment  to  make  this  Rule 
a  Standing  Order  of  the  House ;  but  I 
am  afraid  they  will  not  dare  to  do  so, 
for  fear  of  the  consequences  to  themselves 
when  they  may  happen  to  be  in  Oppom- 
tion.  I  trust  that  the  Government  will 
take  into  serious  consideration  the  repre- 
sentations which  have  been  made  to 
them,  and  witl  make  some  effort  to  pre- 
vent a  grievous  wrong  from  being  done. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  morgan  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :  I  hope  that  the  Government 
before  this  debate  closes  will  ^re  a  clear 
and  distinct  intimation  that  substantial 
Amendments  in  the  clause  of  a  Bill  will 
not  be  ruled  out  because  the  cloture  has 
been  applied  to  an  Amendment  which 
may  be  moved  early  in  the  same  clause. 
I  find  that  in  the  Army  Act  a  whole 
Bill,  perhaps  of  the  greatest  importance, 
may  consist  of  one  clause  only,  and  one 
single  clause  extends  to  four  quarto 
pages.  If  this  Rule  is  passed  as  it 
stands,  it  would  be  possible  on  the  first 
line  of  that  clause  to  shut  out  every 
Amendment  that  might  be  proposed  to 
the  rest  of  the  clause. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs)  (Oambridge  UiuTeraity) : 
I  think,  Sir,  as  there  must  be  s 
poww  somewhere  to  prevent  obatractiTe 
Amendments,  that  power  must  either 
rende  in  tiie  Committee  or  in  the  Chair. 
That  is  the  only  alternative.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childera)  admitted  when 
chaUeogiBd  by  my  righthon.  Friend,  that 
he  would  allow  the  Chairman  power  to 
rule  out  obstructive  Amendments.  Well| 
that  is  giving  to  the  Chairman  alone  the 
power  which  is  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  Committee  with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair;  and  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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'  vho  spoke  jiutaoT  has  enlarged  upon 
I  the  pMubility  of  the  Ohunnan  ezerou- 
I  in^  his  Tflto  without  all  the  Amendments 
being  heard.  That  ia  in  opposition  to 
'  the  proposal  pat  forward  by  his  own 
Party  a  few  minutes  ago.  I  think  I 
bare  never  heard  a  more  unfortunate 
armament  From  the  funeral  observa- 
tions with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ifember  for  Edinburgh  com- 
menced his  speech,  I  gathered  that 
hoB.  (Jeatlemen  opposite  are  in  favour 
of  giving  a  larger  scope  to  the  closure, 
bat  that  tbey  are  not  in  favour  of  in 
toy  way  enla^ng  or  extending  the 
athorityoftheOhair.  But  I  wish  to 
point  ont  that  if  we  are  to  have  any 
ijitein  under  which  we  are  to  exclude 
ravoloQs  and  obstructive  Amendments, 
that  power  must  be  giv^  either  to  the 
Ocnamittee  or  to  the  Ohair  alone,  and 
die  alternative  I  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  and  his  OoUeagues  is  that  if 
I  tbey  are  prepared  to  support  words 
dfltenoining  what  Amendments  are  to  be 
ncdaded  or  not,  they  will  be  enormously 
eolargiog  and  extending  the  authority  of 
the  Chair,  and  at  the  same  time  exclud- 
iag  the  action  of  the  House  altogether. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  pre- 
p«red  to  enlai^,  in  any  such  way,  the 
poirers  of  the  Ohair.  This  is  a  power 
vhich  will  only  be  exercised,  after  all, 
very  consideTable  majority  of  the 
House  after  having  obtained  the  oon- 
I  nat  of  the  Chair  to  put  the  closure. 
A  is  because  of  the  j^ractice  which 
lut  grown  up  of  covering  tiie  Paper 
with  Ameadments  which,  render  debate 
udsN  and  nugatory,  that  it  (is  neees- 
>U7  to  adopt  a  strong  and  drastic 
iMBedy  whieb  I  have  sufficient  oon- 
fidenee  in  the  Oommittee  and  the  Chair 
to  bdiere  will  not  be  abused,  but.  on 
the  contrary,  afford  protection  to  free 
debate. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  (Bradford, 
Oeotral) :  I  hoped  when  the  right  hon. 
^tleman  thePostmaster  General  (Mr. 
Aaiket)  rose  that  he  would  have  been 
P'opsred  to  make  some  concession  on  the 
pMtof  the  Oovemment.  I  understood 
^  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on 
Wednesday  admitted  that  the  dause  in 
Its  present  form  was  not  satisfactory.  It 
waaid  be  oontrary  to  the  Rules  of  the 
Sooae  to  diamss  now  the  Amendment 
^  the  noUe  lAxd  the  Member  for 
Boaseadalft  (the  Harquess  of  Harting- 
ton);  but,  on  the  other  hand,  itisdiffioiflt 


to  do  justice  to  this  question  without 
adverting  in  some  way  to  that  Amend- 
ment. I  win  say,  however,  that  I  prefer 
having  no  Amendment  at  all  to  having 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  agree 
entirely  with  what  has  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  to  the  extent  that  I 
am  in  favour  of  giriug  power  to  the 
Committee,  but  I  am  not  prepared  with 
him  to  exclude  Ameadments  as  pro- 
posed by  the  clause  as  it  now  stands. 
Allusion  has  been  made  to  130  Amend- 
ments being  put  on  the  Paper  in  respect 
to  one  clause,  but  I  say  that  in  practice 
those  Amendments  would  very  probably 
run  themselves  out ;  the  decision  on  one 
would  i^ut  out  many  others,  and  it  is 
very  rare  that  anything  like  the  number 
of  Amendments  on  the  Paper  are  the 
subjects  of  discussion.  I  put  this  ques- 
tion to  the  House ;— supposing  that  there 
are  1 30  Amendmenfs  on  the  Paper,  what 
Ohairman  of  Committees  could  by  any 
possibility  determine  which  of  them  are 
obstructive,  and  which  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed ?  Neither  the  Chairman  nor  the 
Committee  could  determine  that.  I 
think,  Sir,  we  must  trust  to  the  House 
applying  the  closure  not  in  accordance 
with  any  prescribed  form,  but  as  the 
case  may  demand.  I  think  the  House 
will  do  well  to  strike  out  these  words, 
and  unless  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  make  some  further  concession  in  this 
matter,  I  shall  feel  myself  boimd  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  The 
Question  before  the  House  becomes  a 
very  serious  one  indeed,  when  we  con- 
sider that,  under  the  modern  practice  in 
Parliamentary  drafting,  a  Bill  is  often 
moved  in  the  form  of  a  single  clause 
with  a  number  of  sub-sections.  This 
practice  renders  it  necessary,  for  the 
effective  debate  of  a  clause,  that 
not  one,  two,  or  20,  but  it  may  be 
200,  proper  and  hond  fid$  Amendments 
should  sometimes  be  moved  to  it.  I 
deny  that  any  hon.  Member,  however 
skilled  he  may  be  in  weaving  Amend- 
ments, could  put  down  any  considerable 
number  which  would  not,  unless  there 
was  something  substantied  in  them,  be 
found  to  be  out  of  Order ;  and  in  the 
second  place,  I  say  that  there  is  effective 
machineiy  proposed  to  be  provided  in 
the  latter  part  of  theseBules  to  put  an  end 
to  debate  when  that  debate  is  obstructive. 
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It  appeals  to  me,  thereforei  that  the 
mere  fact  of  a  large  number  of  A.mend- 
mentB  being  put  on  the  Paper  is  not 
one  which  ought  to  make  na  feel  that 
we  have  any  serious  dtffiouUy  in  assent- 
ing to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast.  The  real  alternative  is 
to  have  no  Bules  at  all — to  leave  every- 
thing; to  the  discretion  of  the  Chairman. 
The  fact  that  we  have  Bules,  and  that 
we  are  taking  care  to  amend  them— that 
the  principle  is  laid  dovn  on  which  the 
Speaker  should  act — shows  the  general 
principle  on  which  we  ought  to  proceed. 
If  we  were  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  we  should  be  at  the 
mercy  of  anyone  who  chooses  to  make  a 
Motion  for  the  closure ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast  is  the  one  which,  of  all 
that  have  been  put  before  the  House,  is 
attended  with  the  least  amount  of  evil. 
For  these  reasons,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
M^. CAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Penryn  and  Falmouth) :  I  have  bad 
a  position  in  this  House,  by  the  favour 
of  my  constitueuts,  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years,  and  I  suppose  there  is 
no  Member  who  has  more  strongly  sup- 

Eorted  the  rights  of  minorities  than  I 
ave  mjself .  I  confess  that  I  have  felt 
some  difficulty  as  to  the  way  in  which  I 
should  vote.  I  think  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  is  open  to  very  serious 
objections ;  atiil  I  think  those  objections 
are  in  a  great  measure  obviated  by  the 
Amendment  lower  down  on  the  Paper, 
which  is  to  be  moved  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  and  which  will, 
no  doubt,  be  discussed  in  due  order.  I 
venture  to  state  my  conviction  that  if 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
adopted  by  the  House,  it  will  in  a  great 
measure  relieve  us  from  the  difficulty 
which  surrounds  us  in  respect  of  this 
Question.  If  I  am  assured  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
this  course  will  be  followed,  I  shall  feel 
it  my  duty,  on  this  occasion,  to  support 
the  Government,  and  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
sita  bultjw  the  Qaugway. 

iMn  FLYNN  ^(.'urk,  N.);  I  do  not 
think  that  much  light  has  been  thrown 
on  thia  subject  by  tbe  apeoch  ot  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General. 
It  is  impossible  for  the  Cbair  to  decide 
what  Am^ndmeDta  are  fiotilioiu  ud, 


what  are  substantia],  and  I  think  a  most 
instructive  commentary  on  the  entire 
proceedings,  which  ought  to  make  all 
Members  support  this  Amendment,  is 
the  bare  fact  that  all  day  on  Wednes- 
day  Members  on  these  Bendies  spoke 
in  favour  of  it,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton) awoke  out  of  his  sleep  at  4  o'clock 
on  that  day,  and  discovered  that  there 
was  something  in  the  point  that  was 
being  urged,  that  the  Government  them- 
selves woke  up  to  the  idea  that  possibly 
there  might  be  some  value  in  the  sug- 
gestions which  came  irom  this  side  of 
the  House.  Our  contention  is  that  it 
passes  the  power  of  the  Speaker,  or  tiie 
Chairman,  to  decide  on  the  gennineuess 
of  Amendments  until  the  House  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  hearing  what  can  be 
said  m  favour  of  them.  Take  the  case 
of  a  Bill  dealing  with  Irish  Fisheries, 
or,  if  you  like,  a  Coercion  Bill,  and  let 
hon.  Members  ask  themselves  whether 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  can  form 
any  idea  of  their  nature  until  the  Pro- 
posers of  the  Amendment,  which  would 
certainly  depend  upon  an  intimate  know> 
ledge  of  the  facts,  had  explained  them 
to  the  House  ?  Take,  again,  the 
Labourers'  (Ireland)  Act  of  1 S83. 
Amendments  were  proposed  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Government  by  Irish 
Members,  who  knew  the  conditions 
under  which  the  labourers  lived,  who 
knew  exactly  how  far  the  Act  ought  to 
go,  and  in  what  direction  it  ought  to 
tend ;  what  kind  of  houses,  how  mnoh 
land  ought  to  be  allotted  to  the  laboaron, 
and  what  were  the  best  means  by  which 
the  local  authcnitiea  oonld  carry  out  ^e 
intentions  of  the  Act  Well,  Sir,  if  the 
closure  had  been  applied  to  the  Amend- 
ments which  stood  to  that  Bill,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  carry  any  of  the 
important  alterations  that  we  made  in 
the  Act.  If  that  be  true  of  the  Act  of 
1 883,  it  is  true  in  a  very  much  stronger 
degree  of  the  Act  of  1885.  which  was  an 
enlargement  of  the  former  Act,  and  a 
considerable  improvement  upon  it ;  but 
all  the  valuable  work  that  was  done  witii 
regard  to  that  Act  in  this  House  and  in 
Qommittee  would  have  been  lost  to  tha 
labourers  of  Ireland  if  the  closure  had 
boen  applied  to  the  Amendments  end 
iww  G\ti\iA*:'s.  that  were  moved  to  the 
liill.  If  an  Irish  Coe^noa  BiU  te' 
brought  In  by  0tft  dOTMnma^  I  tm^ 
tend  ibAfcSt  ^mKb|ta:ih»iEiki«A««r«i 
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Irish,  Hemben  to  point  ont  where  it  will 
fail  in  effeotane  its  object,  where  it  would 
ioflict  hard^ip,  or  subject  looaUUee  to 
unfair  and  oppressive  taxation,  and  also 
to  move  the  necessary  Amendments  in 
its  proTisions;  but,  as  has  been  over 
and  over  again  pointed  out,  the  pro- 
posed Bule  will  debar  us  from  the 
opportunity  of  doing  so.  I  think  we 
have  ample  indication  of  the  value  whioh 
is  attached  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  on  the  Qovernment  side  of  the 
House.  That  Amendment  ought,  in  my 
judgment,  to  be  accepted  by  this  House ; 
ana  we  shall  do  all  in  our  power  to  press 
it  on  the  attention  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  salt  (Stafford) :  The  ^int  be- 
fore the  House  is  one  of  considerable 
importanco  and  interest ;  it  is  one,  also, 
which  illustrates  the  very  great  difficulty 
of  introducing  Bules  of  Procedure.  These 
Bules  are  the  embodiment  in  words  of 
the  power  of  the  House  to  keep  its  own 
order.  In  the  old  days,  the  keeper  of 
order  and  the  rules  of  decency  in  debate 
was  the  House  itself;  but  the  intro- 
duction of  these  Bules  shows  that  some- 
thingmore is  wanted  than  the  voice  of 
the  House.  There  must  be  a  power 
somewhere  to  deal  with  the  difficulty 
that  has  arisen  ;  and  if  it  is  not  to  rest 
in  the  House  itself,  I  see  no  alternative 
but  to  put  very  great  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ghair.  I  confess  that  I  see  a 
difficulty  in  the  words  which  we  have 
been  discussing,  and  my  mind  has  been 
▼ery  much  exercised  as  to  whether  I  can 
support  them.  The  whole  House  agrees 
in  this — that,  while  they  are  anxious  to 
retun  for  disoosaion  any  good  and  nsef  ul 
Amendments  to  a  Bill,  it  desires,  at  the 
same  time,  summarily  to  exclude  those 
which  are  frivolous  and  useless.  That, 
Sir,  is  the  problem  which  we  have  to 
solve.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  real 
danger  of  the  closure  being  abused.  In 
the  first  place,  a  Member  would  have  to 
move  the  closure ;  and  I  think  we  may 
safely  assume  that  there  are  not  many 
Members  of  the  House  who  would  more 
the  closure  to  any  clause  or  Amendment 
until  Uiere  were  good  grounds  for  doing 
so.  Such  a  Motion  can  only  be  put  by 
the  consent  of  the  Speaker.  If  such  a 
Motion  is  asked  for,  the  Speaker  has  his 
Teto,  and  in  that  we  hare  the  second 
safeguard  to  free  discussion.  The  third 
Bafegoard  is  that,  if  the  Motion  be  nn- 
vise,  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  House  to 


reject  the  Motion  when  it  is  put  I 
acknowledge  that  I  hare  haid  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  this  matter ;  but  I 
have  come  to  the  oonotusion  that  the 
plan  proposed  is  proper  to  deal  with 
frivolous  and  foolish  Amendments ;  and, 
therefore,  having  given  the  matter  fair 
consideration,  I  shall  support  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  the  Division. 

Mh,  SEXTON  (West  Belfast):  Sir, 
after  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place,  I  think,  perhaps,  that  it  would  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  further  con- 
sideration of  this  question  that  I  should 
ash  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment, 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 
["  No,  no  !  "1 

Ma.  T.  F.  GILL  (Louth,  8.) :  The 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  has  said  there  may  be  130 
Amendments  to  a  clause  placed  upon  the 
Paper  which  may  occupy  several  days  in 
discussion ;  but  if  those  Amendments 
are  proper  to  propose,  why  should  not 
their  discussion  occupy  several  days  ? 
Is  the  House,  which  is  supposed  to  give 
a  free  amount  of  discussion  to  every 
question  which  it  decides,  to  be  reduced 
to  the  necessity  of  giving  to  the  Leader 
of  the  House  everyuiing  he  may  ask  for 
at  once  7  The  whole  argument  of  the 
Governmeut  throughout  this  discussion 
has  been  that  the  Bules  must  be  ac- 
cepted because  it  is  their  will  that  they 
should  be  accepted.  It  is  put  in  the 
power  of  the  majority  to  say  whether  it 
wants  to  have  a  certain  Motion  debated 
or  not,  and  if  the  apportion  to  a  Motion 
rises  to  a  point  at  which  the  majority 
Ronuder  that  it  has  gone  far  enough, 
the^  may  put  an  end  to  it  by  the  closure. 
It  18  all  very  well  for  the  Postmaster 
General  to  say  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  will  decide  what  Amend- 
ments are  frivolous  and  unnecessary ; 
but  that,  Sir,  is  assuming  omniscience 
for  the  Chair,  which  I  do  not  think  any 
Member  of  the  House  has  a  right  to 
assume.  Suppose  the  Bill  in  Committee 
is  one  which  deals  with  technical  matters 
of  an  exclusive  character,  the  knowledge 
of  which  is  confined  to  specialists— sup- 

Sose,  for  instance,  that  the  Chairman  of 
ommittees  has  to  decide  as  to  whether 
or  not  an  Amendment  relating  to  mining 
is  irivolous  or  useless;  I  say  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  would,  in 
all  probabilily,  not  be  able  to  say  that 
any  Amendment  of  the  kind,  although 
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it  might  seem  to  him  friTolous,  was  use- 
less. You  are  assuming  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  is  to  take  upon 
himself  the  coUective  knowledge  of  the 
whole  House,  and  decide  upon  questions 
which  are  beyond  his  knowledge.  It 
will,  in  fact,  come  to  this:  that  he  will 
assume  that  every  Amendment  is  frt- 
rolons  whidi  he  does  not  understand. 
That,  I  venture  to  say,  is  a  most  absurd 
poution  in  which  to  put  the  Chairman, 
and  it  is  giving  him  a  power  which  will 
destroy  the  emcacy  of  debate  and  iegis- 
lation ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that  from 
it  the  greatest  amount  of  trouble  will 
arise.  I  am  sorry  that  the  Government 
have  not  allowed  my  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  allow 
others  to  be  proposed  which  would  en- 
able a  modification  of  this  clause  to  be 
arrived  at.  I  think  it  is,  therefore,  our 
duty  to  carry  this  matter  to  an  issue, 
and  discuss  it,  as  far  as  possible,  with 
the  view  of  convincing  those  Members 
of  the  House  who  are  open  to  reason.  I 
flunk  we  ought  to  offer  every  opposition 
to  thie  particular  clause,  which  strikes 
at  the  whole  power  of  the  House  to 
amend  Bills  which  are  favoured  by 
the  m^ority.  I  point  out  that  not  one 
substantial  Amendment  has  been  adopted 
by  the  Government  in  regard  to  this 
Bule  which  has  come  from  this  side  of 
the  House.  Over  and  over  again  has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  begun  his  speech  with  the 
words — "The  hon.  Member  knows  very 
well  that  this  Amendment  cannot  be 
carried."  Well,  Sir,  that  is  exactly 
what  the  majority  will  always  say ;  they 
will  ask  what  use  there  can  be  in  argu- 
ment, when  they  have  made  up  their 
mind  ?  When  you  become  habituated 
to  this  state  of  things,  the  Government 
of  the  day  will  more  and  more  resort  to 
this  method  of  legislation,  and  you  will 
have  discussion  in  this  House  reduced  to 
mere  idleness,  for  everybody  who  speaks 
will  be  regarded  as  a  waster  of  time.  I 
certainly  deprecate  the  action  of  the 
Qovemment  with  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment. They  have  to-night  broken  faith 
as  to  what  they  stated  on  Wednesday 
afternoon  ;  and  now  they  will  not  allow 
us  to  withdraw  our  Amendment,  so  as 
not  to  prejudice  the  Amendment  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale. 
I  protest,  in  every  sense,  against  the 
action  of  the  Government,  and  shall 

Mr.  T.  P.  am 


certainly  support  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sexton)  if  he  goes  to  a  Division. 

Ma.  P.  McDonald  (Sllgo.  N.)  :  I 
am  pleased  to  see,  by  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
above  and  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
that  freedom  of  discussion  has  not  yet 
entirely  left  this  House.  I  have  the 
utmost  confidence  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  be- 
lieve that  he  acts  justly  and  judi(»oue^ 
on  all  ocoBsicms ;  but  it  is  a  v«ry  dim' 
cult  thing  to  believe  that  he  will  be 
able  to  act  in  the  same  way  when  he  is 
suddenly  called  upon  to  act  with  regard 
to  Amendments  which  are  of  a  technical 
nature.  It  is  often  the  case  that  Amend- 
ments are  put  down  by  lawyers,  and 
that  the  words  on  the  Paper,  which 
may  appear  very  insignificant,  may  have 
a  very  great  importance  when  explained 
by  the  Mover.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
Chairman  to  decide  whether  such  an 
Amendment  ought  to  be  put  from  the 
Chair.  Again,  the  essence  of  a  Bill  very 
often  lies  not  in  itself,  but  in  the  Amend- 
ments that  have  been  made  in  it.  We 
have  had  many  Bills  passed  through  the 
House  relating  to  Ireland,  and  I  par- 
ticularly  look  back  on  the  Land  Bill 
and  the  last  Coercion  Bill,  to  the  latter 
of  which  there  were  130  Amendments 
put  down,  all  of  them  beiog  of  impor- 
tance. I  am  not  prepared  to  see  debate 
on  similar  Amendments  shut  out  in 
future  without  a  protest,  and  for  that 
reason  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Qnestion  put,  That  the  words  *  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  thm  under  conndera- 
tion '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  dwidtd: — ^Ayes  154 ;  Noes 
95:  Hqority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  fiS.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  line  10,  leave  oat  **  with  the  content  of  the  I 
Chair,  u  aforesaid,"  and  insert  the  wordi 
"  the  assent  of  the  Chair,  aa  aforeeaid,  not 
having  been  withheld."— (Jfr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) :  j 
The  consent  of  the  Chair  has  now  be-  I 
come  a  matter  of  very  great  importance, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  why  the  Go- 
vernment are  continually  recurring  to 
the  words  proposed,  against  which  I 
have  many  times  protested  f  I  think  it 
is  desirable  that  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker  should  be  retained.   A  man  | 
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nay  ^gnifj  his  assent ;  but  how  is  it 
|»satble  for  him  to  stgniftr  his  dissent 
in  the  way  proposed  by  the  GoTemmentf 
For  my  part,  I  am  opposed  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because,  instead  of  saving  the  time 
of  the  House,  it  will  cause  vaste  of  time. 
Looking  at  the  serious  nature  of  the 
subject  we  are  upon,  I  think  that  the 
least  we  can  expect  from  the  Chair  is  a 
declaration  of  assent,  and  I  suggest  that 
words  should  be  put  down  to  show  that 
that  is  your  decision.  I  think  the  con- 
sequences of  putting  down  that  the 
Chairman  shall  do  this  thiog  if  he  does 
not  object  will  be  most  disastrous. 
Therefore  I  think  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  record  of  the  action  of  the  Chair- 
roan  affirmatively,  and  not  negatively. 
This  House  is  largely  guided  by  prece- 
dent and  by  the  rulinga  of  the  Speaker 
and  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  in 
the  way  I  suggest  there  would  always 
be  a  report  of  them  in  Samari.  The 
Tolnmesof  XTiifMari^arealwayaaooessihle, 
and  we  shall,  for  our  guidance,  be  able 
to  look  to  them  for  the  rulings  of  the. 
Speaker  and  Chairman  jm  certain  occa- 
sions. But  that  would  not  be  the  case 
if  they  remain  silent,  and  so  we  should 
have  nothing  to  guide  as.  It  has  already 
become  diffioult  to  contrive  Amendments 
that  shall  be  secure  against  what  I  may 
call  the  cloture  of  the  Chair ;  but  in 
future  the  difficulty  would  be  met,  to 
some  extent,  if  we  had  an  opportunity 
of  knowing  on  what  ground  we  were 
proceeding.  It  is  mnui  safer  for  the 
Qovemment  that  we  should  have  en* 
shrined  on  the  pages  of  Santard  the 
distinct  grounds  and  reasons  for  every 
decision  or  ruling  of  the  Chair,  rather 
than  that  the  ddture  should  be  applied 
simj^y  upon  the  Chair's  non-expression 
of  dissent.  I  eertainly  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  Kule  is  not  intended 
to  be  a  permanent  Bule  of  the  House, 
but  is  only  proposed  in  view  of  the  Irish 
Coercion  Bill. 

The  FIE8T  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  did  not  rise  to  explain 
this  Amendment,  because  it  seemed  to 
me  to  explain  itself.  The  Hoiue  has 
declared  uiat  when  the  Speaker  is  in  the 
Chair  "  the  assent  <A  the  Chair  as  afore- 
said shall  be  necessary  to  tho  If  otion 
being  put,  and  it  woiud  be  very  un- 
reasonable to  have  another  set  of  words 
relating  to  tho  putting  of  the  llotion 

VOL.  CCCXIL   [third  serifs.] 


when  the  Chairman  is  in  the  Chair.  X 
cannot  think  it  is  necessaiy  to  provide 
that  tiie  Chair's  ruling  should  be  accom- 
panied by  an  explanation. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
Hr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  to  be  "  the  assent 
of  the  Chair  not  being  withheld,"  we 
shell  have  Member  after  Member  rising 
and  moving  the  appb'cation  of  the 
cloture.  Such  Motions  will  be  made 
amidst  the  cheers  and  shouts  of  the 
dominant  Party  in  the  House,  and  all 
the  dignity  that  attaches  to  so  serious 
and  drastic  a  Eule  as  this  will  be 
entirely  lost.  I  protest  against  it  being 
within  the  power  of  any  Member  to  rise 
during  periods  of  excitement  and  make 
this  Motion,  because  I  firmly  believe 
dozens  of  such  Motions  will  be  made  in 
the  course  of  a  night,  especially  when 
the  Estimates  are  under  considera- 
tion. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETT  (Donegal,  N.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  only  your  dissent  or 
veto  which  can  prevent  any  Member  of 
the  House  making  a  Motion  for  the 
cloture  ;  and,  therefore,  the  words  "with 
the  consent  of  tho  Chair  as  aforesaid," 
and  even  the  words  now  proposed  to  be 
substituted — namely,  "  the  assent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  been 
withheld,"  are  inapplicable.  Neither  set 
of  words  are  necessary. 

Ma.  GEDQE  (Stockport) :  It  seems 
to  me  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the  House 
to  discuss  words  of  this  kind.  In  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  Bule  the  Chair  is  to 
withhold  its  assent  or  put  the  Motion  ; 
then,  in  the  7th  line,  we  have  adopted  the 
words"  the  assentoftheOhairas  aforesaid 
not  having  been  withheld  ; "  and  now,  in 
the  loth  hue,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  proposes  to  put  in 
just  the  aamo  words,  instead  of'*  with 
the  consent  of  the  Chair  as  aforasaid." 
The  two  phrases  cannot  mean  precisely 
the  same  thing,  whereas  we  do  mean 
the  same  Uiing.  I  think  any  sensible 
man  of  business  would  say  that  as  we 
have,  in  the  7th  line,  "  the  assent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  been 
withheld  "  we  should  be  foolish  if  we 
adopted  different  words  three  lines  lower 
down  to  express  precisely  the  same 
thing. 

Amendment  tiffreei  to, 

Thb  MiBQUESs  OF  HAETINGTON 
(Lanoasbire,  Eossendale) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  to  move  tho  insntion  d  certain 
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words  whioh  will  make  the  Bnle  ran  as 

follows: — 

"  If  a  Clause  be  then  ander  eonrideratioD,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (the  anent  of  the  Chair 
aa  atoreMid  not  haTing  been  withheld),  '  That 
the  Qaestion,  That  certain  words  of  the  Claiue 
defined  in  tiie  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clanse, 
or  that  the  Claase  »tand  part  of ,  or  be  added  to 
the  Bill,  be  now  pat.'  " 

I  am  perfectly  aware  that  the  words 
which  I  have  to  propose  do  not  remove 
the  objection  of  a  large  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in  the  pre 
vions  debate,  and  who  object  that  any 
powers  should  be  given  to  any  majority 
of  the  House  to  exclude  discussion  m 
Amendments  under  any  circumstances 
whatever.  That  was  not  my  intention 
in  suggesting,  theother  day,  the  insertion 
of  these  words.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  a  short  time  ago  said  that  I 
had,  in  the  observations  I  made  on 
Wednesday,  admitted  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  contention  which  had  been 

fut  forward.  I  did  nothing  of  the  sort, 
stated  that,  in  my  opinion,  any  system 
of  closure  whatever  would  be  totally  in- 
operative and  useless  unless  some  power 
were  given  to  the  Committee,  or  to  the 
House  on  thoHeport  stage,  of  excluding 
discussion  upon  Amendments  which  it 
did  not  consider  raised  important  issues. 
But  what  I  did  admit,  the  other  day,  was 
that  there  was  a  certain  blot  in  the  Bule 
as  it  stood— namely,  thatthe  Houseorthe 
Oommittee  might  have  been  put  into 
this  difficulty— that  it  would  either  have 
had  to  decide  to  disouss  all  Amendments 
which  misht  be  on  the  Paper,  or  might 
be  moved  to  a  clause,  or  else  that  in 
refusing  to  discuss  any  of  them,  and  in 
taking  the  whole  clause  as  it  stood,  it 
would  pass  over  one  or  more  Amend- 
ments which  it  was  of  opinion  raised 
substantial  and  important  issues.  That 
was  a  real  blot,  and  it  appeared  to  me,  in 
concert  with  others,  that  that  blot  might 
be  removed  by  the  adoption  of  these 
words.   These  words  will  enable  a  Mo- 
tion to  be  made  to  obtain  a  definite 
decision  on  the  part  of  the  House  or 
Committee  on  the  words  of  a  clause  down 
to  a  certain  point.  The  adoption  of  these 
words  may  or  may  not  exclude  Amend- 
ments of  which  mtice  has  been  given. 
The  Bouse  will  hare  to  decide  whether 
such  Amendmrata  are,  or  ought  not, 
to  be  disenssed.  It  wiU  have  the  power 
of  stoming  shott  ftt  that  point  where  an 
AmeDoment  stands  which,  by  the  gene- 
ral consent  of  the  House,  is  admitted  to 
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raise  an  important  question,  and  wUoh 
it  is  the  general  desire  and  wish  of  the 
House  should  be  discussed.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  said  my 
Amendment  supposes  an  amount  of  tedi- 
nical  knowledge  on  the  part  of  Members 
which  is  not  generally  possessed,  and 
which  we  are  accustomed  to  look  for  from 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman.   I  do  not  see 
the  force  of  that  criticism.    I  hope  we 
may  assume  that  any  Member  making 
use  of  the  powers  given  to  him  under 
this  Bule  will  satis^  himself  that  the 
Motion  he  makes  is  one  which  the  Home 
may  reasonably  entertain ;  but  if  this 
power  is  rashly  used  by  any  Membw— 
if  the  Member  who  makes  a  Motion  dost 
not  possess  that  technical  knowledge  of 
the  Procedure  of  the  House  wbiim  be 
ought  to  possess  before  making  sack  a 
Motion — I  may  point  out  that  his  action 
will  be  checked  by  the  veto  given  by  the 
Bule  to  the  Speaker  or  Chairman.  When 
a  Motion  is  made  to  exclude  a  oertaio 
number  of  Amendments  to  a  claaw,  it 
will  be  perfectly  competent  for  the  Chair- 
man or  Speaker  to  intervene  and  say— 
"  This  Motion  will  exclude  such  and 
such  an  Amendment.   I  shall  not  give 
my  assenttothe  exclusion  of  that  Amend- 
ment, and  I  cannot  put  a  Motion  so  made 
to  the  House."  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  that 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Houao  my  Amendment,  although  not 
meeting  all  the  objections  tiiat  have  been 
raised,  is  considered,  as  far  as  it  goes,  a 
distinct  improvement  of  the  Bule.  I  am 
quite  aware  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  has  stated  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion ,  my  Amendment  will  make  the  mat- 
ter worse.    I  cannot  see  how  that  can  be 
the  case.   The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
says  it  would  give  power  to  admit  cer- 
tain Amendments  and  to  exclude  others; 
but  I  may  point  out  that  it  is  not  the 
Government  alone,  or  even  the  m^joritj 
alone,  which  will  have  this  power.  The 
power  must  be  exercised  bytiie  Govern- 
ment, supported  by  the  majority  of  the 
House,  and  it  must  also  be  exercised 
with  the  assent  of  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees.   Certainly,  it  can- 
not be  to  the  disadvanti^  of  any  mino- 
rity in  this  Boose,  however  unfairly  the; 
may  choose  to  assume  the  majority  <» 
the  House  desires  to  treat  ^em,  that 
there  should  be  power  to  allow  dis- 
cussion of  substantaid  and  real  Amend- 
ments under  these  ciroumstaoces.  Aatho 
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original  Resolution  seems  to  me  to  un- 
duly fetter  the  discretion  of  the  House, 
ana  as  my  Amendment  will  restore  to  the 
House  a  considerable  amount  of  liberty, 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  hare  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1 1 ,  alter  the  flnt  word  "  That,"  to  in- 
Bort  the  wtn^  "certain  words  of  the  Clanae 
defined  io  the  Uotion  stand  part  of  the  ClaoBe, 
or  That."— (TAtf  Marqueu  •/ Hartington.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inawted." 

Hb.  STAVELET  hill  (Stafford- 
shire, l^gsviuford) :  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
find  some  difficulty  in  assenting  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  on  account  of 
the  words  "  or  That "  at  the  end  of  the 
Amendment.  As  the  Sule  now  stands, 
after  the  first  Motion  for  the  closure 
has  been  adopted,  a  Question  "  That  the 
whole  of  a  Clause  be  now  put  or  added 
to  the  Bill,"  may  be  the  Question 
which  may  at  once,  with  your  assent,  be 

Eut  to  the  House  or  Oommittee.  That 
as  been  considered  to  be  too  great  an 
infringement  of  the  liberty  of  debate; 
but  the  noble  Marquees  has  said  that  is 
guarded  by  the  fact  that  no  Member 
would  be  I^ulh  enough  to  make  such  a 
Motion  nnadvisedlj ;  or  that,  if  be  was, 
you  would  restrain  him ;  or  that,  failing 
these  safeguards,  there  would  be  an  sp- 
peal  to  the  House.  If  that  was  the  case, 
it  would  be  entirely  unnecessary  for  the 
noble  Marquess  to  hare  moved  this 
Amendment  at  all.  I  think  we  may 
take  it  as  conceded,  by  the  fact  of  the 
Amendment  being  moved,  that  some- 
thing more  than  these  three  safeguards 
is  necessary.  There  are  rash  people  on 
both  sides  of  the  House;  and  there 
might  be  a  person  in  the  Chair  who 
would  not  be  able  to  eee  to  what  extent 
such  a  Motion  might  affect  the  liberty  of 
debate,  or  the  House  might  be  fiiU  and 
impatient.  The  noble  Marquess  says  his 
Aznendmeot  will  be  a  distinct  improve- 
ment, and  I  quite  agree  with  him.  Ik 
is  a  cUstinct  improvement  that  Qie  Mover 
of  the  cloture  should  stipulate  in  his 
Motion  how  much  of  the  clause  he  wishes 
the  closure  to  apply  to ;  but,  this  being 
a  distinct  improvement,  why  should  the 
Mover  be  allowed  an  alternative  P  Why 
should  he  be  allowed,  if  he  chooses,  to 
move  that  the  whole  clause  be  put  ?  I 
am  quite  willing  to  adopt  the  closure  in 


BO  far  as  to  allow  a  Member  to  move, 
with  your  oonsent  or  without  yonr  veto, 
that  a  certain  portion  of  a  clause  sh^ 
be  put  to  the  House ;  but  I  am  not 
willing  to  nve  to  any  Member  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  that  which,  by  the  very 
fact  of  adopting  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  the  Government  them* 
selves  say  is  the  worse  plan  of  the  two. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  words  "or  That" 
be  omitted  from  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marqness. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or 
That."— (Jfr.  StaveUy  Sill.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  or  That '  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

Me.  MOIiLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr):  I 
am  glad  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  admits  now  the 
validity  of  the  arguments  advanced  from 
this  quarter  of  the  House  against  this 
portion  of  the  Rule ;  but  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  that  this 
Amendment  is  a  distinct  improvement. 
The  Bulewasbad  enough  as  before;  but, 
if  amended  as  the  noMe  Marquess  pro- 
posed, it  will  be  infinitely  worse  in 
re^peot  to  the  fireedom  of  speech  and 
the  inttodnetion  of  substantial  Amend- 
ments, This  Amendment  will  assist  the 
Government  to  do  wrong,  if  they  are  so 
disposed,  rather  than  to  prevent  it; 
because,  while  the  Government  would 
not  have  the  audacity  to  strike  out  by 
the  cloture  all  the  substantial  Amend- 
meute,  if  you  give  them  the  power  of 
((electing  a  portion  of  the  Amendmente, 
their  audacity  need  not  be  so  great,  but 
they  will  be  able  to  get  rid  of  Amend- 
mente objectionable  to  them.  They  may 
say — "  Let  us  apply  the  cloture  as  far  as 
such  and  such  a  line  of  the  clause ;  we 
shall  get  rid  of  two  or  three  Amend- 
ments of  an  obstructive  character,  and 
we  shall  also  get  rid  of  one  or  two  sub- 
stantial Amendmente  which  we  do  not 
care  to  consider,  and  which  we  do  not 
care  to  have  put  to  the  House."  The 
noble  Marquess  does  not  think  that  any 
Member,  knowing  ttie  responsibiUty 
resting  upon  him,  would  make  a  Mo- 
tion improperiy,  but  that  if  a  Membw 
did  mue  a  Motion  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  prevent  the  discus- 
sion of  a  substantial  Amendment,  the 
Speaker  or  Uie  Chairman  would  not 
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permit  the  oloture.  Now,  the  Speaker 
or  the  Ohairman  19  to  decide  which  are 
substantial  Amendments  and  which  are 
not.  I  should  like  to  know  from  jou, 
Sir,  whether  it  ia  possible  for  you  or  the 
Ohairman  of  Committees,  supposing  the 
cloture  has  been  proposed  upon  the  first 
six  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  to  deoide 
whether  or  not  these  Amendments  are 
obstruotiTe  or  subatantial  Amendments  ? 
I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  for  either 
you.  Sir,  or  the  Chairman  to  do  any- 
thing of  tiie  kind,  unless  you  are  per- 
mitted to  hear  the  arguments  adduced 
in  favour  of  the  Amendments.  It  seems 
to  me  that,  by  these  Rules,  we  are  ex- 
pecting the  Speaker  and  Chairman  to 
be  possessed  of  the  gifts  of  a  clairvoyant. 
I  admit  that  the  intention  of  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquees  of  Hartington)  is 
good.  He  wishes  to  minimize  the  un- 
necessarily drastic  powers  of  the  Bule ; 
but,  unfortunately,  his  Amendment  wUl 
not  effect  that  object.  It  would  have 
been  all  right  if  the  Amendment  had 
provided  that  each  Member  having  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  entitled 
to  oocapy  two  minutes— or,  say,  only 
one  minute—in  explaining  the  object  of 
bis  Amendment,  and  that  then  the 
Speaker  or  Ohairman  should  say  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  was  obs^otive  or 
substantial.  It  cannot  be  said  that  such 
an  arraugement  would  lead  to  an  undue 
prolongation  of  the  debate,  because,  if 
any  Party  in  the  House  were  so  foolish 
as  to  put  down  30  obstructive  Amend- 
ments, only  20  minutes  would  be  occu- 
pied in  their  explanation.  You  ask 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  do  what 
is  absolutely  impossible ;  he  cannot  tell 
the  value  of  an  Amendment  until  he 
knows  what  the  Amendment  is.  The 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess 
makes  matters  worse.  It  does  not  get 
over  the  main  difficulty,  but  facilitates 
the  application  of  the  cloture  to  sub- 
stantial Ammdments  by  the  application 
of  the  cl6ture  to  a  certain  number  of 
Amendments,  some  of  which  may  be 
obstructive. 

Mb.  WABDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 
As  far  as  I  can  understand  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Oounty  (Mr.  Molloy), 
they  amount  to  this: — ^Assuming  the 
House  has  determined  on  closure,  the 
next  thing  we  have  to  do  is  to  make  it 
M  inconvenient  in  workii^  as  to  render 
it  practically  nugatory.   That  does  not 


appear  to  me  to  be  a  Intimate  form  of 
procedure.  However  we  may  object  to 
the  closure,  it  certainly  is  not  legitimate 
for  us  to  endeavour  to  graft  upon  the 
Besolution  some  other  arrangement 
which  will  entirely  stultify  what  we 
have  already  done.  Although  I  object 
to  certain  arrangements  which  have 
been  adopted,  I  cannot  think  it  is  dig- 
nified or  loyal  for  us  to  endeavour  to  I 
prevent  the  closure  being  carried  out  at  j 
all,  after  the  principle  has  once  been 
affirmed  deliberately  by  the  House. 

Mb.  OHILDEXS  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
The  hon.  Member  iai  King^s  Oonnty 
has  put  the  difficulty  very  plainly.  He 
has  illustrated  how  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess  will  leave  the  door 
open  for  the  exdusionof  Amendments,  as 
distinct  from  closing  a  debate  upon  one 
that  has  been  moved.  Yet  therejection 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  nobleMarquess 
will  leave  the  Bule  as  it  is  submitted  by 
the  Government,  and  will  apply  the 
closure  to  a  clause  as  a  whole.  To 
obviate  the  difficulty,  some  Amendment 
must  be  looked  for  in  the  direction  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill).  I  quite  agree  with  t^e 
last  speaker  (Mr.  Waddy)  that  it  is 
quite  impossible  to  ar^e  the  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  making 
what  the  House  generally  has  accepted 
utterly  impraotic^le.  The  beat  solution 
of  the  problem  seems  to  be  to  graft  i^Km 
the  Amendment  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill).  I  take  it  he  proposes  to  leave  ! 
out  not  only  the  words  *'  or  That,"  but 
thewords  which  follow — that  is  to  say,  to 
leave  out  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be  now 
put."  The  effect  of  that  will  be  that 
when  we  are  dealing  with  a  clause  it 
will  be  impossible  to  adopt  a  closure 
overriding  at  once  all  future  Amend- 
ments in  it.  The  Amendment  is  an 
improvement  on  the  noble  Marquess's. 
I  prefer  the  arrangement  of  the  noble  I 
Marquess  to  the  impracticable  proposal 
of  the  Government,  and  I  prefer  the  j 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill's)  to  that  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  If,  as  I  hope,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Genfleman's  Amendment  is 
grafted  on  the  noble  Lord's,  I  shall  pro- 
pose to  add  at  the  end  some  such  words 
as  these — 

"  Froridsd  that  whsnever  the  dhsirmaii  does 
not  withhold  his  iwattt  to  a  Uotton  of  clofoie, 
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whiob,  if  cnrried,  would  withdraw  from  con* 
■ideratioD  any  Amendmrat  of  which  Notice  has 
been  given,  he  shall  declare  whether  he  deems 
8uch  Amendment  to  be  an  abnse  of  the  Kales 
of  the  Home,  or  that  it  has  been  mffloiently  dii- 
ouMed  voder  eome  form  or  other." 

It  should  be  remembered  that  there  is 
a  great  difference  between  closure  and 
exclusion.  Olosure  does  not  withdraw 
from  the  House  the  decision  on  any 
point ;  it  only  expresses  the  view  of  the 
majority  that  a  question  has  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed,  and  forces  it  to  a  deci- 
sion. Exclusion,  on  the  other  hand,  re< 
mores  from  the  consideration  of  the 
House  certain  qneations  which,  from 
their  being  put  on  the  Paper,  it  is  clesr 
certain  Members  wish  to  be  discussed. 
If,  under  certain  circumstanoes,  there  is 
to  be  exclusion,  it  should  only  be  on 
certain  distinct  and  speoided  occasions. 
Aithou^  my  objeotioD  to  this  form  of 
eloenre  in  Oommittee  will  not  be  entirely 
removed,  yet  I  think  it  possible,  ^  Uie 
adoption  of  some  such  Froriso  as  Ihave 
indicated,  to  make  it  of  a  more  practi* 
eable  and  reasonable  character. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
We  object  altogether  to  the  insertion  in 
the  Bale  of  the  words  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale,  because  they  do  not  give  us  the 
assurance  for  freedomof  discussion  which 
wethink  wears  entitledtoclaim.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohildere)  has  very  properly 
pointed  out  the  distinction  between 
closure  and  exclusion.  Of  course  we 
recognize  that,  under  certain  oiroum- 
stances,  closure  may  be  fairly  applied  ; 
but  exdusion  can  never  be  f^r.  Exdu- 
aion  simply  means  the  application  of 
the  gag.  I  doubt  very  much  if  the 
vords  « the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Uember  lor  i^nburgh  will  have  the 
effect  of  securing  liberty  of  speech  and 
fair  play ;  and  even  if  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman's  words  are  adopted,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  obtain  a  better  definition 
of  the  power  of  the  Chairman  than  this 
Bule  at  the  present  time  contains.  Any 
proposal  which  gives  unlimited  power 
to  ue  Ohairman  of  Oommittees  to  de- 
clare whether  an  Amendment  is  an  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House  is  very  dan- 
gerous. The  Chairman  of  Oommittees 
has  now  the  power  to  rule  an  Amend- 
ment unconsequential,  and,  I  think, 
frivolous.  We  cannot  argue  with  him ; 
his  ruling  is  final.  To  give  unlimited 
power  to  the  Chairman,  inio  is  merely  a 


U 

Party  man,  to  rule  any  Amendment  he 
chooses  out  of  Order,  is  kt  put  in  his 
I  hands  one  of  the  most  powerful  and 
dangerous  weapons,  not  only  of  closure, 
but  of  exclusion,  you  can  desire.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  will  have 
a  satisfactory  effect  as  far  as  it  goes*, 
but  if  the  words  of  the  noble  Marquess 
are  adopted  we  can  easily  see  that  the 
Chairman  of  Oommittees  will  have  the 
option  either  of  cloturing  the  clause  bit 
by  bit  or  altogether.  I  am  sorry  the  Go- 
vernment have  been  unable  to  frame  a 
Bule  more  after  what  they  seem  to  wish. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  con- 
fessed he  has  certain  ideas  in  his  mind 
which  he  is  unable  to  express  on  paper. 
I  regret  he  has  not  been  able  to  express 
in  words  his  ideas,  because  if  he  bad  I 
am  sure,  judging  from  his  generous  in- 
stincts and  omiciliato^  di^tosition,  he 
would  have  framed  a  Bule  which  wonkl 
have  secured  absdntely  free  discussion, 
and  not  have  left  us,  as  this  Bule, 
amended  as  the  noble  Marquess  sug- 
gests or  not.  unquestionably  will,  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Chair. 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox) :  There  are  two  Amendments 
before  the  House.  The  first  Amendment, 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
BoBsendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  provides  that  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man shall  have  the  option  of  putting 
either  the  whole  clause,  or,  in  the  case 
of  a  complicated  clause,  only  a  porUon 
of  the  clause.  We  can  penectly  well 
understand  how,  if  the  clause  be  a  long 
one,  involving  many  points  of  dispute, 
it  may  be  necessary  to  put  only  certain 
portions  at  a  time,  and  we  can  lUso 
conceive  a  case  in  which  the  clause 
— say  a  short  and  simple  clause,  which 
provides  that  the  Act  shall  apply  to 
Scotland  or  to  England  only,  as  the 
case  may  be — may  be  put  as  a  whole. 
According  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man will  have  the  option  of  putting  the 
whole  clause  to  the  House,  or  of  splitting 
it  up  into  sections  and  taking  the  sense 
of  tne  House  on  each  section ;  but,  ao< 
cording  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill),  the  Chair  would  not  have  it  in  his 
power  to  put  the  clause  as  a  whole  to 
the  House.  He  would  have  to  put  the 
clauses  in  sub-seotions,  whether  the  snb- 
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stance  of  the  Amendmenls  required  it  or 
not. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HELL:  My  AmeBd- 
ment  gives  power  to  put  a  clause  in 
parta,  or  to  allow  the  Chairman  to  put  it 
at  the  very  end. 

Me.  CALDWELL :  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  words  of  the  Amendment  are 
"That  certain  words  of  a  clause  defined 
in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
How  could  it  be  put  that  the  whole 
clause  "  stand  part  of  the  Clause  ?  "  It 
would  be  impossible.  So  that,  according 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
giioss,  the  Chairman  will  have  the  option 
either  of  patting  the  whole  clause  or 
part  of  it,  leaving  other  parts  which  may 
ne  contentious  out ;  whilst,  according 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  <^posite,  thrae  would  be  no 

S>wer  to  pat  the  whtde  danae  to  the 
oDse. 

Mb.  STATELET  HILL :  I  am  sure 
the  hon.  Member  does  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent me.  There  will  be  a  remain- 
ing part  as  well  as  a  first  part  of  a  clause, 
and  the  cloture  could  not  be  applied  to 
the  remaining  part  unless  the  first  part 
had  been  under  consideration,  and  then  all 
the  remaining  pMt  of  the  clause  be  put. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  The  meaningof  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  Amendment 
to  the  Bule,  as  we  have  it  here,  is  that  it 
shall  be  impossible  to  put  the  whole 
clause  at  one  time.  It  will  bo  necessary 
to  break  it  up  into  seotiona. 

Me,  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
This  part  of  the  Rule  will  apply  prin- 
cipally to  proceeding  in  Committee, 
and,  as  has  been  pointed  oat  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hid  Tyrone  (Mr. 
U.  J.  Kenny),  the  Ohainnan  of  Oom- 
mitteee  alrmdy  has  ample  power  for 
dealing  with  fiivdous  Amendments, 
or  Amendments  that  appear  consequen- 
tial. It  seems  to  me  tnat  the  Mover  of 
an  Amendment  should  have  some  oppor- 
tunity allowed  him  of  showing  why  he 
brings  his  Amendment  forwiu*d.  The 
House  has  already  decided  upon  the 
principle  of  the  cloture;  but  the  Bule  as 
now  proposed  goes  beyond  that  prin- 
ciple, for  it  goes  to  the  exclusion  of  mat- 
ters which  the  Members  who  may  bring 
them  forward  ma^  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ezpIainiDg.  It  seems  to  me 
that  ihB  Amendment  the  noble  Marquess 
proposes  is  a  very  dangerous  one.  We 
know  that  very  frequentiy  the  whole 
sabstance  of  a  daoae  oanga  upm  two  or 
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three  words ;  and  it  would  be  quite  pos- 
sible, with  thu  Bule  in  operatioo,  fur  a 
Membw  on  this  or  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  in  a  moment  of  irritation,  to  get 
up  and  propose  that  the  cloture  apply  to 
those  particular  words.  I  quite  under- 
stand that  theobjectof  theAmeodments 
is  to  prevent  for  a  time  the  application  of 
the  cloture  to  all  the  sections  and  sab- 
sections  of  a  Bill,  and  all  the  Bub-din- 
sions  of  a  Yote ;  but  it  will  be  perfectly 
in  the  power  of  any  Member  of  the 
House,  in  a  moment  of  excitement,  to 
propose  to  apply  the  cloture  to  certain 
words,  and  if  he  obtuns  the  consent  of 
the  Chair,  or  the  consent  of  the  Chair  is 
not  refused  to  him,  it  is  possible  for 
him  in  that  way  to  shut  out  half-a-dosm 
words  on  which  the  whole  clause  hioges. 
There  is  anotiiw  danger  which  I  Bee  in 
the  proposed  alteration  of  the  Bole.  If 
the  Bule  were  to  be  ap^ed  asoripaally 
int«tded  it  would  require  a  Uige  amoimt 
of  brasraneiu  on  uie  part  of  any  Go- 
vernment to  move  that  a  large  nnmber 
of  sub- sections  be  olotured ;  but  as  it  is 
now  proposed,  taking  a  clause  bit  by 
bit,  it  will  be  possible  for  the  Oorem- 
ment  to  get  individual  Members  to  more 
that  all  the  most  important  parts  of  • 
clause  be  olotured,  word  by  word,  or 
half-a-dozen  words  at  a  time.  In  this 
way,  without  outraging  public  opinion, 
the  cloture  may  be  put  upon  all  the 
Amendments  to  a  clause,  under  these 
circumstanoee,  though  I  admit  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess  has 
a  certain  amount  of  plausibility  in  it,  I 
believe  that  it  amounts  to  a  most  insi- 
dious and  dangerous  proposal,  and  one 
which,  if  passed  in  its  present  form,  will 
place  us  in  no  brtter  position  tiiaa  n 
should  ooonpy  if  it  oad  nevw  been 
brought  forward. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  prefw 
the  Amendment  originally  proposed  to 
that  of  the  noble  Marquess.  On  Wed- 
nesday night  I  ventured  to  say  that,  ss 
well  as  I  oould  understand  the  Amend- 
ment as  it  was  then  read  out  to  us,  to 
far  from  improving  matters,  it  would 
make  them  much  worse.  I  am  con- 
firmed in  that  view,  and  I  think  that 
will  be  the  opinion  of  everyone  who  is 
at  all  likely  to  be  ohronioally  a  Member 
of  the  minority  in  this  House.  As  the 
Bule  stood  originally,  if  there  were  40 
Amendments  to  an  important  dasss, 
and  if  the  Qovemment  demred  to  get 
rid  d  those  ataading  in  the  namet  o( 
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Members  of  a  minority,  they  Toald  have 
to  sacrifice  every  one  on  the  Paper,  even 
those  belongiDg  to  themselves  or  their 
followers.  Though  the  original  pro- 
posal would  have  placed  in  tilie  hanas  of 
the  Chairman  power  which  I  do  not 
suppose  is  possoBsed  in  any  other  Legis- 
lative Assembly  in  the  world,  the  in- 
terests of  the  Government  and  their  own 
necessities  would  have  obliged  them  to 
protect  the  minority  ;  if  they  destroyed 
all  the  Amendments,  some  of  their  own, 
lower  down  on  the  Paper,  would  have 
had  to  go  with  the  rest.  According  to  the 
original  proposal  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  pick  and  choose  between 
certain  Amendments,  and  the  carrying 
of  a  Motion  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put"  would  have  wiped  off  all  the  Amend- 
ments from  the  Paper.  Of  course,  we 
know  that  there  is  no  priority  in  the  put- 
ting down  of  Amendments,  and  that  there 
is  uways  a  chance  that  a  Member  of  a 
minority  may  get  his  Amendment  down 
before  one  wppears  in  the  name  of  a 
Member  of  the  (Government  Before  a 
Ooremment  Amendment  was  reached  a 
Member  of  a  minority  might,  in  that 
way,  have  obtained  the  right — ^in  which 
the  Goremment  would  protect  him — of 
having  his  Amendment  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Marquess,  however,  proposes  to  place  a 
new  power  in  the  hands  of  the  majority 
and  the  Ohair,  as  if  the  Hule  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  was  not  sufficient ;  and  I  do  not 
wonder  in  the  least  at  the  Leader  of  the 
House  assentiog  most  willingly  to  the 
Amendment.  The  result  of  the  proposal 
will  be  that  the  Members  of  the  two 
Front  Benches  will  meet  together  and 
decide  what  Amendments  shall  be  put 
to  the  House  and  what  Amendments 
shall  not  be  put,  and  no  independent 
Membw  in  the  future  will  have  any  op- 
portunitiy  of  moving  an  Amendment  to 
a  BiU  at  all.  This  is  just  such  an  Amend- 
ment 08  one  would  exp«ct  to  come  from 
an  occupant  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  It  is  not  at  all  unnsuu  to  see 
the  two  Front  Benches  joining  together 
in  on  endeavotir  to  defeat  those  hon. 
Members  leading  forlorn  hopes  below 
the  Gangway ;  and  we  remember  how 
the  noble  Marquess  who  has  made  this 
proposal  endeavoured  on  one  occasion  to 
put  down  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Ohamber- 
lain)  himself  wh«i  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  was  exhaustively  treating  the 
subject  of  prison  rules  or  of  the  abolition 
of  the  lash.  We  know  that  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess  is 
carried  the  result  will  he  that  when  an 
important  Bill  is  before  the  House  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides  will  put  their 
heads  together  and  deoide  what  Amend- 
ment they  will  permit  and  what  they 
will  not  permit.  A  process  of  selection 
will  thus  be  established.  Under  this 
system  the  minority  will  have  no  chance 
at  all ;  and  I  would,  therefore,  appeal 
to  every  independent  Member  of  the 
House  to  vote  against  the  Amendment 
as  an  additional  attack  on  the  rights  of 
private  Members  in  this  House,  and  an 
attack  which,  if  passed,  will  leave  pri- 
vate Members  no  rights  at  all. 

Sib  UGHTEED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  I  do 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  disoussing 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr,  Childers). 
The  Question  before  the  House  is  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlenmn  the  Member  for 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  pointed 
out  that  there  are  two  points  in  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  the  first  being  that  tiie 
question  that  certain  words  of  the  clause 
defined  in  the  Motion  be  now  put,  or 
that  the  Question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  be  now  put.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Staffordshire 
has  pointed  out  the  great  importance  of 
enabling  a  discussion  to  take  place  on 
the  clause  itself.  But,  before  we  go  into 
that,  let  me  point  out  that  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  whilst 
I  can  understand  their  strong  objection  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
seeing  that,  in  their  opinion,  it  makes 
matters  worse,  yet  should  recognize  the 
spirit  in  whioh  ue  Motion  was  proposed 
— namely,  that  of  minimizing  Uie  harm 
that  tJ^  Bnle  in  its  orifpnal  form  would 
have  done.  But  I  do  wish  to  press  very 
much  on  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  injustice 
that  might  be  inflicted  by  eoabling  the 
Question,  **  That  this  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  to  be  put  without  any  de- 
bate.  It  seems  to  me  quite  possible  that 
totally  new  questions  might  be  raised 
which  could  not  have  been  foreseen  by 
the  House— questions  that  have  never 
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been  debated  on  any  Amendment,  and 
wbtoh  oufiht  to  be  debated  and  pat  be- 
fore the  House — and  a  Member  who  has 
giTon  Notice  of  his  intention  to  more 
that  a  clause  be  not  inserted  in  ihe  Bill 
should  not  be  excluded  from  putting  his 
case  before  the  House,  and  stating  to 
the  House  his  reasons  for  so  moving. 
Take  the  simple  case  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  St. 
Rollox  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Cald- 
well). Even  in  the  case  of  a  single 
short  clause,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Bill  apply  only  to  Scotland,  no  oppor- 
tunity might  have  been  given  on  any 
Amendment  for  English  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  express  their  views,  and  argue 
that  the  Bill  should  apply  to  England 
or  Ireland.  And,  further,  I  think  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  Chair- 
man, however  able  and  effloient,  to  di- 
vine all  the  reasons  which  may  be  in 
the  mind  of  an  hon.  Member  who  has 
put  down  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to  move 
the  omismon  of  a  clause.  There  is  a 
great  distinoUon  between  the  question 
of  cloture  and  the  question  ox  exclu- 
sion. We  have  never  yet  in  this  House 
contemplated  excluding  questions  which 
are  on  the  Notice  Paper  from  the  con- 
sideration of  this  House.  No  doubt  it 
is  in  the  competence  of  the  Chair  to 
exclude  questions  which  it  thinks  have 
already  been  discussed,  but  that  is  a 
different  thing  from  excluding  questions 
which  have  not  been  discussed.  When 
an  hon.  Member  hu  given  Notice  of  a 
Motion  he  may  fairly  expect  that  an  op- 
portunity will  be  allowed  him  of  explain- 
ing the  grounds  of  his  proposal,  and 
certainly  the  question  of  the  omission  of 
a  clause  is  one  upon  which  an  hon. 
Member  has  a  right  to  s^  that  no 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Oommittees 
suallexcludehimfrom  the  lightof  stating 
his  reasons  why  he  moves  the  omission 
of  the  clause.  I  speak  as  a  Metnber  of 
a  Party  in  this  House  especially  in- 
terested in  passing  an  efficient  Bule  of 
Cloture.  I  think  no  Party  is  more  in- 
terested in  the  adoption  of  such  a  Bule 
than  the  Liberal  Party,  for  during  the 
last  50  years  that  Party  has  done  more 
for  legislation  than  any  other,  and  it  may 
be  hoped  that  after  the  next  60  years 
the  same  thing  may  have  to  be  said. 
But  we  do  not  wish  to  pass  a  Bule  of 
exclusion  to  prevent  questions  which 
have  not  been  put  before  the  House 
from  bung  argued. 

Sir  VjfUrti  Ki^-ShtiUkwor^ 


Ma.  CLANCy  (Dublin  Co..  N.):  I 
I  should  like  to  know  what  Ihe  Goveni-  j 
ment  mean  to  do  by  the  proposal  they 
wish  to  adopt  ?  Do  they  wiui  to  stop 
the  disonssion  of  frivolous  Amendments  ? 
Do  they  want  to  stop  the  discnssioD  of 
dilatory  Amendments,  or  of  Amendments 
which  are  out  of  Order  ?  If  they  do,  I  i 
contend  that  the  Chair  already  possesses, 
under  the  existing  Bule  of  the  House, 
full  power  to  stop  these  Amendment. 
Do  they  want,  on  the  other  hand,  to  stop 
a  debate  that  may  have  been  already 
sufficiently  prolonged  ?  They  will  have 
power  to  do  so  under  the  first  paragraph 
of  this  Rule.  What  more  can  they 
want  ?  Why,  all  they  can  want  in  the 
direction  of  shortening  discussion  is  the  I 
power  of  exclusion,  to  which  referenoe 
has  been  made.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  is  the  only  object  the  Ghirranment  can 
now  aim  at,  and,  to  my  mind,  it  le  a  thing 
which  should  be  resisted  by  evety  Mem- 
ber wlu»  takes  an  interest  in  uir  dia* 
onssion  in  this  House.  I  am  soze  the 
:  House  welcomes  back  to  the  scene 
of  his  labours  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  East  Man- 
chester (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who  has  just 
entered  the  House  for  the  first  time 
since  he  was  charged  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  take  a  sympathetic  interest 
in  this  discussion,  because  we  know 
that  in  1882  he  proposed  several  Mo- 
tions of  an  anti-closure  character,  and  I 
would  almost  say  distinguished  himself 
as  an  Obstructive.  By  this  Amendment 
we  shall  be  putting  an  additional  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees,  without  a  limitation 
to  prevent  them  from  ezerciang  their 
jndgment  in  accordance  with  the  opinions 
of  the  majori^inthe  House.  No  matter 
how  well  intended  they  may  be,  they 
will  be  unconsciously  influenced  by  the 
prevailing  temper  of  the  majority ;  and 
the  prevailing  temper  when,  for  in- 
stance, a  Coercion  Bill  is  under  discus- 
sion will  be  to  cut  short  debate  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Members.  In  the  case 
of  a  Bill  dealing,  we  will  say,  with 
Scoteh  law — a  subject  that  probably  no 
1 0  men  in  this  House  outside  the  Scotch 
Members  understand  —  how  will  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  be  able  to 
satisfactorily  exercise  the  power  of  ex- 
cluding Atnendments  unless  he  is  a 
Scotchman,  or  is  assisted  by  a  Scotdi 
assessor  ?  In  the  case  (tf  an  Irish  Bill, 
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in  order  that  he  might  propn-Iy  under- 
stand the  nature  of  Amendmenta  that 
might  be  moved,  it  would  be  neoesaary 
for  him  to  have  two  assesaors—  one  for 
the  OonserratiTeB,  and  one  for  the  Na- 
tionalists. Then  there  are  Bills  which 
deal  with  qnestions  of  pure  law,  and 
with  the  law  of  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty, passing  through  the  House  every 
year.  Unless  you  have  a  lawyer  ac- 
quainted with  the  law  of  real  and  per- 
sonal property  in  the  Ohair,  I  defy  you 
to  say  that  he  is  not  likely  to  shut 
out  real  and  substantial  Amendments. 
What  we  want  is  the  power  of  pro- 
posing Amendments  and  of  explaining 
them  to  the  House ;  and  I  hold  that 
under  any  modifioation  of  the  Bule, 
except  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  which  has  been  rcgeoted,  power 
will  be  given  to  the  (^airman  of  Com- 
mittees and  to  the  Speaker  to  exclude 
anbstantial  Amendments,  which  is  a 
thing  we  shall  always  protest  against 
and  endeavour  to  resist  to  the  last.  We 
desire  that  the  Proposer  of  an  Amend- 
ment shall  have  power  to  state,  at  least, 
the  substance  of  bis  Amendment.  If 
that  power  be  given,  and  if  a  Member  ; 
abuses  it,  you  have  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Bule  ample  power  to  cure  that  abuse 
— yon  can  close  the  debate  at  any  time 
you  like.  Any  Government  that  is  not 
satisfied  with  a  power  like  that  wants  a 
thing  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
never  grant. 

The  SEORETABT  op  STATE  fob 
TRB  COLONIES  (Sir  Hemkt  Holland) 
(Hampstead) :  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down,  and  other  Members, 
have  asked  what  is  the  object  of  the 
GoTemment  in  pressing  on  this  Rule. 
That  object  has  been  stated  over  and 
over  again,  but  I  will  venture  to  repeat 
it.  The  object  of  the  Government  is  to 
facilitate  debate,  and  to  stop  needless 
discussion  and  waste  of  time  on  dilatory 
and  frivolous  Amendments.  The  (Go- 
vernment do  not  contemplate,  nor  has 
it  ever  contemplated,  the  exclusion  of 
sound  and  substantial  Amendments,  and 
the  words  proposed  have  been  accepted 
in  order  to  enable  such  Amendmenta  to 
be  put  and  fully  discussed.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Government  do  not  think  it 
demrable  to  take  away  from  a  Member 
of  the  House,  if  he  can  'obtain  the 
assent  of  the  Speaker,  the  power  of 
moving  that  the  uanse  stand  part  of  the 


Bill.  This  might  still  be  neeessaty  to 
put  an  end  to  frivolous  and  obstructive 
Amendments.  It  is  not  an  easy  matter 
for  the  Government  to  steer  through  the 
differonces  of  opinion  expressed  in  the 
House.  We  accept  the  words  proposed 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
RoBsendale,  as  we  thought,  after  full 
discussion,  that  there  was  force  in  the 
arguments  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway;  but  now  it  appears  that  those 
Members  prefer  the  Bule  as  it  stands  to 
the  Bule  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  and 
argue  that  the  Amendment  will  defeat 
the  very  object  for  which  it  was  proposed^ 
and  strike  a  blow  at  legitimate  diBcnsrion 
by  Irish  Members.  The  Government 
dispute  this  view,  and  are  satisfied  that 
by  enabling  the  Speaker  to  put  part  of 
the  clause  no  substantial  Amendments 
will  be  excluded.  Mfuiy  hon.  Members 
who  have  been  discussing  tiie  matter 
seem  to  forget  that  the  Government  and 
the  House  are  committed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  closure,  and  that  behind  the 
private  Member  and  the  House  there  is 
the  protection  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman.  Beference  has  been  made 
to  the  temper  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
possibility  of  Motions  for  the  applica* 
tion  of  the  closure  being  carried  in  haste 
in  an  excited  and  hot-tempered  House ; 
but,  again,  I  say  that  the  Government 
rely  on  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman, 
who  will  be  unmoved  by  the  temper  of 
the  House.  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "  and  hugK- 
ter."]  Doubtless  many  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  will  not 
believe  that;  but  the  majority  of  the 
House  believe  it.  and  are  ready  to  rely 
upon  it.  The  House  is  used  to  hear- 
ing hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
expressing  a  want  of  confidenoe  in  the 
Ohair ;  but  I  must  protest  against  this 
argument  being  extended,  as  it  has  been 
again  this  evening,  to  casual  Chairmen. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  more 
than  once  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  intend  that  this  closure 
Bule  should  apply  to  casual  Chairmen  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  who  repeated 
the  argument  this  evening  had  looked 
at  the  Amendment  Paper  he  would  have 
seen  an  Amendment  confining  the  Bule 
to  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  The  course  which  the  Gk>- 
vemmont  intend  to  pursue  is  to  aooept 
and  adhere  to  the  woras  proposed  by  die 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Uossen- 
dale,  and  to  reject  any  other  Amead- 


Digitized  by 


8S  ^usttusBof  \0OU\i6^8]  tkt^ouM  84 


neni.  I  altogether  diaapprove  the 
proposal  or  suggestion  made  hy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the 
Speaker  i^nld  be  oalled  upon  to  eive 
hta  reasons  to  the  House  for  exoluding 
Amendments  under  the  operation  of  the 
cdosnre.  It  would  certainly  lead,  in  the 
most  objectionable  manneri  to  ooatto- 
Tersy  between  hon.  Ifembers  and  the 
Speaker,  and  I  think  the  House  can 
well  rely  on  the  judgment  of  the  Ohair 
as  to  whether  Amendments  are  frivolous 
or  substantial. 

8iB  LYON  PLATFAIE  (Leeds,  S.) : 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just 
spoken  used  words  the  meaning  of  which 
he,  perhaps,  did  not  fully  realize,  but 
which  were  very  significant.  He  said 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees were  "  behind  the  House."  The 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees are  before  the  House,  and  every- 
thing that  they  do  must  be  done  in  the 
face  of  the  House,  before  the  House, 
and  with  the  full  comiizanee  of  ths 
House.  There  is  a  difference  between 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  Hoose.  Some 
things  we  hold  in  common.  One  of 
them  is  that  we  all  wish  the  admission 
of  the  Closure  Kule  in  some  efficient 
form;  and  another  is  that  we  are  all 
agreed  that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man will,  at  all  times,  act  to  the  best  of 
their  ability.  But  we  differ  on  this  im- 
portant point  in  the  matter  under  dis- 
cussion— that  while  Gentlemen  opposite 
desire  to  throw  the  responsibility  of 
action  on  the  Speaker,  those  on  my  side 
of  the  House  wish  to  put  that  responsi- 
bility ou  the  House  itself.  We  think  it 
most  dangerous  to  call  upon  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  to  intervene  between 
the  House  and  its  will,  and  we  believe 
that  it  would  bring  the  Ohair  into  con- 
stant collision  vith  different  sections  in 
the  House.  As  to  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed, they  woidd  put  on  the  Ohair,  for 
the  first  time  in  its  history,  the  delicate 
duty  of  saying  what  Amendments  are 
frivolous  or  not.  I  have  fulfilled  the 
duties  of  the  Chair  myself,  and  I  can 
understand  the  great  difficulty — X  will  say 
almost  the  impossibility — of  the  Speaker 
judging  whether  particular  Amendments, 
perhaps  several  in  number,  which  he  has 
had  little  or  no  time  to  consider,  and  has 
not  heard  discussed,  are  substantial,  or 
frivolous  and  obstructive.  I  recollect 
being  in  the  Ckaax  when  the  OrimesBill 
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was  before  the  House,  and  when  1  had 
to  consider  notonly  Amendments  placed 
on  the  Notice  Paper  and  printed  before- 
hand, but  sometimes  20  or  30  paper 
Amendments  on  the  same  olanae  which 
were  handed  to  the  Ohair.  How  was  it 
possible  for  me,  in  such  dzcumstances, 
to  say  at  once  which  of  those  Amend- 
ments were  substantial  and  which  frivo- 
lous? It  is  altogether  out  of  the  power 
of  the  Ohair  to  do  so,  and  the  effect  of 
placing  such  a  duty  upon  it  will  be  to 
bring  it  into  conflict  with  the  minority 
or  the  majority  of  the  House.  I,  there- 
fore, approve  the  Amendment  which  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  intends  to 
move.  I  agree  that  it  is  easy  for  the 
Speaker  to  do  one  of  two  things — to  say 
that  an  Amendment  should  not  be  put 
because  it  is  an  abuse  <^  tiie  Rules  of  the 
House,  of  which  he  can  judge  at  once ; 
or  because  the  question  involved  has 
been  already  discussed  in  another  form. 
The  Government  will  act  wisely  in  sub- 
mittittg  to  that  limitation  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marqness  the  Member  for  Bossmdale 
is,  no  doubt,  a  limitation ;  but  it  will 
not  relieve  the  Ohair  of  the  danger  of 
collision  with  different  sections  of  the 
House.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  able  to  see  their  way 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hou.  Member  for  Edinburgh  when  it  is 
proposed. 

Mb.  E.  HABBINGTON  (Kerry,  TV.): 
I  wish  to  re-echo  what  has  already  fallen 
from  these  Benches— namely,  that,  bad 
as  the  original  words  of  the  Besolution 
were,  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess is  infinitely  worse.  We  object 
most  strenuously  to  that  Amendment; 
because  while  we  considered,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  cloture  was  within  the 
facile  grasp  of  the  Government,  we  oon- 
sidered  that  whilst  they  grasped  the  rose, 
there  was  also  a  certain  nsk  of  the  thorn. 
Let  us  suppose  that  a  clause  be  undor 
discussion  in  Committee,  and  that  it  is 
desired  by  the  Government  that  after 
a  certain  amount  of  irritation  has  been 
produced  in  discussing  the  earlier  words 
of  the  clause,  possibly  on  the  second 
word  of  the  clause  a  Member  may  rise 
and  move  that  certain  words,  according 
to  the  formula  sugeested  by  the  noUe 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale, 

ibe  put.  What  will  happen  is  that  Mie 
whole  of  the  dause  will  be  pot^  ax^ 
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withoat  anyone  being  heard  in  fiaivonr 
of  the  AmendmentQ  on  the  Paper.  The 
propoeal  of  the  noble  Maxqaess  is  that 
there  should  be  what  I  call  a  hop, 
akip,  and  a  jump  oloeore.  I  hope,  when 
we  go  to  a  DlriBion,  it  will  be  under- 
stood by  bon.  Members  exactly  what 
tiiey  are  dividing  on.  They  are  dividing 
on  a  proposal  which  provides  that  the 
Chairman  is  to  have  in  his  mind,  with 
regard  to  an  Amendment,  a  presumption 
notonlyae  to  its  frivolity,  but  as  to  its  use. 
Suppose  there  are  40  or  50  Amendments 
to  the  clause  of  a  Bill ;  supposing  that 
a  Member  rises  and  proposes  that  the 
elauM  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  I  venture 
to  say  that  what  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees has  to  do  is  not  to  address  his 
mind  to  any  particular  Amendment  of 
the  olause,  but  to  Snd  out  against  which 
of  the  many  Amendments  the  Motion 
fiv  dotare  is  idmed,  «id  then  give  his 
Bancti<ni  or  otherwise  to  the  closure.  I 
have,  in  a  previous  speech,  suggested 
that  the  Chairman  of  Oommittees  may 
be  the  strongest  partizan  in  the  House ; 
but,  whether  he  be  the  partizan  of  the 
Government  or  not,  it  is  clear  that  in 
each  ease  it  is  his  interest  to  further 
Public  Business,  and  the  complaint  of 
the  majority  has  always  been  that  it  is 
the  desire  of  the  Government  of  the  day 
to  run  its  own  special  measures  through 
the  House.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary 
that  the  Ohairman  of  Oommittees  should 
be  imbued  with  the  same  desire  as  the 
Government  to  show  a  good  night's 
work;  and,  therefore,  as  a  minority, 
we  say  that  we  have  no  protection  from 
the  wholesale  adoption  of  the  dosure. 
The  Amendment  of  Uie  noble  Marquess 
die  Member  for  Bossendale  will  reduce 
the  risk  of  the  GtoTemment,  with  regard 
to  the  olosare,  |»aotically  to  nU.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  it  is 
true,  has  come  to  the  House  with  a  set 
of  Boles  to  which  he  says  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  attach  the  greatest  importance  and 
value;  but  he  has  not  told  us  that  he 
would  stand  or  fall  by  those  Bules.  He 
has  come  down  and  tinkered  and  pottered 
with  his  new  Bules  day  after  day,  and 
we  do  not  know  that  he  is  not  at  this 
muaeot  preparing  some  new  modifica- 
tuma  that  wUl  change  the  whole  face  of 
than.  WsQ,  Sir,  it  is  just  when  the 
House  is  b^plnning  to  have  a  glimmering 
fd  what  it  IS  that  the  Government  mean 
bj  the  wording     th^  firrt  Bole  that 


the  noble  Marqaeas  oomes  down  and 

sets  them  o£f  in  another  direction,  I 
object  that,  on  this  illusory  process,  we 
have  been  allured  from  one  set  of  words 
to  another,  and  always  told  that  in  the 
end  we  shall  get  introduced  the  words 
we  want ;  but,  so  far  as  the  words  now 
proposed  are  concerned,  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  realization  of  our  wishes  are  as 
far  from  it  as  we  have  been  all  along. 
I  think  the  Qovernment  will  do  well  to 
give  us  some  time  for  consideration  of 
the  proposal  made ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  Government  might  even 
now  stop  in  their  proceedings  and  put 
into  proper  shape  the  expression  of 
their  own  ideas.  The  question  involved 
here  is  one  which  I  say  ought  not  to 
be  looked  at  through  the  light  of  Party 
coosiderations.  If  you  are  framing 
Bules  for  the  conduct  of  proceedings  in 
this  House,  I  say  that  the  Bules  pro- 
posed ouffht  to  be  worthy  of  the  tradi- 
tions of  uiis  House — worthy  of  the  Go- 
vernment Bench,  and  of  the  genius 
which  is  supposed  to  adorn  the  Benches 
occupied  by  the  Opposition,  and  not 
framed  in  the  slip-ahod  and  clumsy 
fashion  in  which  the  present  Bules 
have  been  laid  before  the  House. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Nothing  can  be  more  touching,  Sir,  than 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury prostratos  himself  before  the  Chair, 
so  to  speak,  when  he  is  defending  this 
Bule.  But  I  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  occasion  in 
January,  1881,  when  he,  with  Lord 
Iddesleigh  and  Lord  Cross,  flounced  out 
of  the  House  in  opposition  to  the  ruling 
of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  I^eds  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair)  when 
he  was  Ohairman  of  Committees.  It  is 
impossible  on  all  the  various  technical 
subjects  which  come  before  this  House 
that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  should 
say  beforehand  whether  an  Amendment 
is  or  is  not  frivolous.  You  propose  to 
make  the  Chairman  of  Committees  as- 
sessor of  the  value  of  these  Amend- 
ments and  of  their  substantiality;  but 
I  say  that  a  more  absurd  and  impossible 
task  was  never  put  upon  anyone.  What 
will  be  the  effect  of  the  proposal  before 
us,  which  is  essentially  to  allow  the 
Government  proposal  to  stand  ?  I  will 
give  the  Government  a  lesson  in  draft- 
ing Bills.  By  closuring  a  clause  you 
will  cloture  uie  whde  of  the  Amend- 
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ment  to  it,  and  so  all  tbat  your  drafts- 
man has  to  do  will  be  to  put  the  Bill 
into  one  clause,  and  you  can  then  carry 
your  Bill  by  the  process  I  have  de- 
scribed. That,  Sir,  is  reducing  legisla- 
tion to  absurdity.  If  you  had  been 
asked  whether  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton)  was  frivolous  or  not, 
probably,  if  you  had  given  expression 
to  your  real  mind,  you  would  have  said, 
"I  will  rule  this  Amendment  out;" 
but  whAt  has  been  the  result  of  our  dis- 
cnsaing  it  ?  Why,  we  have  succeeded 
in  penetrating  the  mind  even  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  If  ember  for  Bossen- 
dale,  and,  after  four  or  five  hours'  dis- 
ousnon,  we  induced  him  to  get  up  and 
support  our  proposal.  This  is  not  a 
question  of  confidence  in  the  Ohair.  X 
have  a  great  respect  for  the  Ohair,  and 
for  all  those  who  have  filled  it  and  will 
fill  it— I  respect  them  in  advance — but  I 
decline  to  allow  the  judgment  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  to  be  the  substi- 
tute for  the  good  old  practice  in  this 
House.  In  my  judgment,  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Marquess  makes  bad  worse ; 
he  proposes  that  some  Amendments  are 
to  be  excluded  from  the  cloture.  I  am 
inclined  to  accept  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  upon  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches  upon  EngUsh  subjects — 
I  know  nothing  of  English  matters,  and 
I  keep  my  mind  pure  and  unde61ed  in 
that  respect — but  as  to  Irish  Amend- 
ments I  deny  that  they  know  anything 
more  than  I  do  about  them.  They  have 
not  lived  in  Ireland,  and  if  I  were  to  put 
tliem  throngh  a  competitive  uamination 
of  the  clauses  of  tbe  Land  Act  of  1881 
— why  they  would  be  spun  in  a  very 
short  time.  I  think  that  the  discussion 
we  have  raised,  although  it  will  have  no 
good  effect  so  far  as  Irish  Amendments 
are  concerned,  will  be  for  the  benefit  of 
Englishmen.  We  have  pointed  out  a 
blot  on  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  but,  as  I  have  said,  it  does 
not  affect  us.  You  had  an  hon.  Member 
saying  the  other  night  tJiat  this  discus- 
sion had  continued  long  enough ;  and, 
when  this  Bale  passes,  you  will  have 
some  equally  uninformed  Gentleman 
getting  up  and  moving  the  closure  on 
an  Iri^  question.  I  prefer  to  be  guided 
by  my.  own  experience  rather  than  by 
the  experiraoe  of  the  Speaker,  oi  the 
Ohairman,  or  of  English  Members.  I 
shdl  never  forget  the  time  when  the 
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First  Lord  of  the  Treasary  and  his  Col- 
leagues marched  out  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  not  speaking  relevanti(y  to 
the  Question  before  the  Honse. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  was  endea- 
vouring to  show  that  the  Ohair  has  not 
been  uniformly  respected. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  simply  that  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause.  The  hon.  and  learned  Membor 
has  been  for  some  time  very  much 
beyond  the  Question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  have  endea- 
voured to  point  out,  in  the  few  words 
which  I  have  addressed  to  the  House, 
that  we  considOT  that  the  words  of  the 
noble  Marquess  do  not  aSbrd  ns  tho  pro- 
tection whioh  we  oondder  we  are  ml  itled 
to  in  the  peculiar  oiroumstances  in  which 
we  are  plaoed.  I  think  English  and 
Scotch  Members  are  adequately  pro- 
tected by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess ;  but  witli  regard  to  us  that  is 
not  the  case.  As  the  Government  de- 
clare that  Ireland  is  to  be  mainly  dealt 
with,  and  as  the  Bules  are  proposed  for 
the  present  Session,  surely  we  are  en- 
titled as  being  the  Party,  whose  country 
will  be  affected,  to  press  on  the  Qovem- 
ment  for  some  better  assurance  on  this 
question  than  we  hare  had  up  to  the 
present. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch. 
Hoxton) :  The  only  point  in  which  I 
have  already  taken  part  in  the  closure 
debate  has  been  to  objeot  to  a  portion 
of  the  proposal  on  tite  grounds  at  its 
relation  to  Irish  Business,  inasmucdi  as 
that  the  safeguards  urged  as  generally 
existing  in  respect  of  English  Business 
seemed  to  me  absent  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  I  rise  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  not  because  of 
its  relation  to  Irish  Business,  but  be- 
cause of  its  relation  to  the  position  of 
the  House  generally.  My  experience 
is  that  there  are  often  upon  the  Paper 
Amendments  to  Bills  which  at  first 
sight  appear  of  littie  importance,  but 
which,  when  we  come  to  them  and  pro- 
ceed to  argue  upon  them,  prove  to  be  of 
far-reaching  importance.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  to  the  legis- 
lation of  this  House  if  it  were  in  the 
power  of  the  House,  or  any  section  of 
the  House,  to  say  at  any  period  of  the 
debate  on  a  clause  that  all  suooeed- 
ing  Amendments  should  be  swept  away 
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withont  oonsideraUoD.  In  supporting 
tliia  Amendment  I  am  supporting  this 
position — that  it  should  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House,  or  in  the  power 
of  any  Member  of  the  House,  to  bar 
the  House  from  considering  any  par- 
ticular Amendment,  or  to  make  a  pro- 
posal which  would  lead  the  House  to 
sweep  awaj,  with  reference  to  a  clause, 
all  the  subsequent  Amendments.  This, 
SiTi  is  the  &tat  occasion  on  which  the 
closure  has  been  advocated  as  aprospec- 
tiTO  measure,  and  I  altogether  dissent 
from  a  Bule  which  establishes  a  form  of 
idosnre  which  has  never  been  advocated 
or  omsidered  by  the  country  at  large.  I 
am,  on  account  of  the  expwience  X  have 
bad  in  this  House,  and  on  the  ground 
of  this  proposal  bein^  entirely  new, 
opposed  to  any  Beaolntionof  this  House 
wludk  shall  prospectively  prohibit  the 
disovsuon  of  Amendments.  It  is  on 
that  ground,  and  not  because  it  is  con- 
nected with  Irish  Business,  that  I  sup- 
port the  Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTTCDonegal,  N.) :  lam 
of  opinion  that  the  affect  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marq  uess  the  Member 
for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tinetonj  will  be  entirely  destroyed  if 
Blue  5 18  carried  out ;  and  it  can  only  be 
prevented  by  some  modification  of  that 
clause.  I  therefore  would  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Marquess  to 
what  Till  happen  when  we  come  to  that 
part  of  the  Kules— because  it  will  be 
impossible  to  pass  Bule  5  after  we  have 
admitted  the  noble  Marquess's  Amend- 
ment. 

Db.  TANKEB  (dork,  Oo.,  Mid) :  The 
ntenoe  vhich  the  occupants  of  the 
Treasuty  Bench  have  observed  dorine 
the  greater  part  of  this  eveniog,  and 
notably  upon  these  Amendments,  has 
struck  me  as  most  remarkable.  The 
speeches  which  hare  been  delivered  upon 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  and  the  subsequent 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  theMember  for  Kingswinford 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill),  clearly  demonstrate 
that  the  Amendments  are  of  the  greatest 
importance.  I  cannot  help  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon;  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bonth  Leeds  ^Sir 
I^jon  Flayfair),  who  has  ^at  practical 
experience  in  conneotion  with  Procedure. 
He  atated  that  the  Ohurman  may  Itave 


time  to  investifimte  the  'Amendments 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  and  may  be  able 
to  eliminate  those  which  he  deems  to  be 
frivolous  or  objectionable,  but  that  many 
Amendments  are  brought  to  the  Chair- 
man when  he  is  actually  sitting  in  the 
Chair,  and  that  in  regard  to  these  it  is 
impossible  for  him  to  form  a  judgment 
off  hand.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
kuows  a  great  deal  about  this  matter, 
having  acted  as  Chairman  dnrine  very 
troubloua  times,  and  therefore  I  com- 
mend his  remarks  to  the  serious  attention 
of  the  GhjTernment.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  SouUi  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohilders)  drew  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
difference  between  cloture  and  exclu- 
sion. We  know  that,  as  a  rule,  it  will 
be  late  in  the  evening— when  time  is 
getting  short — that  the  cloture  will  be 
applied.  When  time  gets  short,  the 
temper  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men, as  has  unfortunately  been  the  case 
latterly,  gets  short  too.  I  cannot  help 
objecting  to  this  attempt  to  shift  the 
responsibility  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  may  propose  the  cloture  to  the 
Obair.  I  again  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  or  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen),  to  pay  some 
attention  to  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  had  practical  expraienoe  of  the 
difficulties  uf  Procedure. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Garan,  E.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  noticed  throughout  the 
whole  of  these  discussions  a  dispoution 
on  the  part  of  tile  Government  to  take 
no  heed  of  the  observations  addressed 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  It  is  very 
clear  that  this  Parliament  is  drifting 
into  a  most  miserable  condition.  I  hold 
that  these  Bules  are  a  n-eat  abuse  of 
the  privileges  of  the  people's  Bepresen- 
tattves.  I  have  noticed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  instead  of  explaining  the 
Bules  to  the  Members  of  the  House, 
who  are  anxious  to  know  what  effects 
the  Bules  will  have,  has  tried  to  say  as 
little  as  possible.  I  have  noticed  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  explain- 
ing the  effects  and  showing  the  abuses 
of  certain  Bules  

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment  at  all. 
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Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  will  only 
make  matters  worse.  I  believe  that  the 
Amendment  is  neither  understood  hy 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale,  who  proposed  it,  nor  by  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  I  have 
heard  it  discuaaed  from  all  aides  of  the 
House ;  but  I  do  not  know  that  any 
two  opinions  expressed  with  regard  to  it 
agree.  If  this  Amendment  is  to  stop  all 
measores  being  discussed,  we  might  as 
veil  bid  adieu  to  the  Business  of  the 
country.  The  noUe  Marquess  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber forKiogswinford  (Mr.  StaTeley  Hill) 
cannot  agree  with  the  other's  Amend- 
ment ;  but  they  both  seem  to  agree  in 
trying,  by  every  means,  to  muzrle  the 
Irish  Members.  I  must  express  my 
objection  to  these  AmendmentR ;  and,  in 
concIuBion,  add  that  it  is  my  belief  that 
if  these  Rules  are  put  in  force  it  will  be 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  carry 
out  the  Business  of  the  country  in  a  satis- 
factory manner. 

Mh.  DEAST  (Mayo,  W.)  :  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  the  temper  of  the 
House  on  occasions  when  matters  of  con- 
siderable importance  to  Ireland  were 
under  discussion.  We  are  told  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Eartington)  that  we  may  trust  to  the 
Speaker  or  Ohairman  and  the  good 
sense  of  the  House.  I  remember  that, 
on  many  occasions,  it  would  not  have 
been  safe  to  trust  our  lives  to  Gentlemen 
in  this  House  at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  when  the  temper  of  the  House 
has  not  been  as  cool  as  it  is  now.  I 
recollect  that  night  after  night,  when 
we  had  been  discussing  matters  regard- 
ing our  country.  Gentlemen  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bendies  have  endeavoured  to 
howl  us  dowDj  and  have  appealed  to 
you,  Sir,  over  and  over  again,  to  prevent 
us  expressing  our  opinion.  I  auc,  how 
is  it  possible,  under  such  ciroumstanoes, 
for  us  to  trust  any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  allow  us  to  continue  a  discus- 
sion which  might  be  of  conuderahle  im- 

Sortance  to  ttSjbutwearisometothem?  I 
ecline  to  trust  my  freedom  of  speech  to 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or  to  any 
Ohairman  who  may  be  appointed  by  a 
political  Party  to  preside  over  our  de- 
bates. My  beh'ef  is  that  we  shall  have, 
in  the  future,  similar  difficulties  to  con- 


tend against  as  we  have  had  in  the  past. 
It  is  not  far  distant,  I  fear,  when  we 
shall  have  some  very  troublous  times ; 
and  I  do  trust  that,  no  matter  whether 
this  Bule  passes  or  not,  the  House  will 
preserve  some  kind  of  freedom  of  debate. 
Now,  the  silence  observed  on  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench  

Mb.  SFEAKEB:  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Amendment 
immediately  before  ua  is  to  enable  the 
Chair  to  put  certun  words  of  a  clause 
for  the  purpose  ofpreserving  aubseqaenk 
Amenddients.  The  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  have  no  reference  to  tliat 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DEA6Y:  I  was  proceeding  to 
ask  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Flayfair).  I  was  expressing  my  surprise 
when  you  interrupted  me  

Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  more 
respectful,  or  I  must  take  very  aerioue 
notice  of  his  remarks. 

Mr.  DEAST :  I  apologize,  Sir,  for  my 
seeming  disrespect.  I  had  no  intention 
to  be  disrespectful  to  you.  I  ^ope  the 
Government  will  reply  to  the  ailments 
advanced  by  the  Members  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. I  protest  against  the  passing  of 
this  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Gk)vemment  might  put  the  most  strin- 
gent form  of  cloture  into  operation.  We 
believe  that  all  these  Kules  are  aimed 
against  the  Irish  Members  ;  but  I  woald 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  ex- 
perience of  the  House  that  some  of  the 
most  beneficial  reforms  relating  to  Ire- 
land have  been  effected  by  our  putting 
down  Amendment  after  Amendment  to 
the  clauses  of  Bills.  I  must  also  point 
out  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  us, 
on  seeing  a  Bill  for  the  first  time,  and 
without  hearingthe provisions  explained, 
to  say  whether  we  should  be  justified  in 
endeavouring  to  amend  it.  What  would 
be  the  result  ?  The  Government  of  the 
day  might  get  any  friend  of  theirs  to 

Sropose  Amendments,  and  put  them 
own  on  the  Paper  first.  These  Amend- 
ments might  be  discussed  at  consider- 
able lengUi.  They  might  be  of  com- 
paratively little  importance  as  compared 
with  Amendments  lower  down  on  the 
Paper ;  but  if  the  discussion  had  occu- 
pied six  or  eight  hours  it  might  be  said 
that  it  had  lasted  long  enough,  and  that 
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the  ol&tnre  ought  to  be  applied.  We 
might  have  GoTemments  proposing 
through  their  Party  Amenaments  in 
order  to  prerent  us  bringing  Amend- 
ments forward.  I  do  not  expect  much 
from  the  present  GoTernment.  I  be- 
lieve that,  if  they  get  these  Bnlea  passed, 
ve  ahall  get  little  Csir  play  in  regard  to 
the  ptmoung  of  Amendments.  There 
is  another  importftnt  effect  this  Bnle 
will  have  upon  the  House.  At  present, 
when  a  new  Bill  is  introdaeed,  hon. 
Hembcvs  generally  read  it  over,  with 
the  view  of  finding  whether  they  can 
draft  Amendments  which  would  amend 
it.  In  future  no  one,  nxoept  a  few  who 
are  likely  to  be  choaen  by  the  Govern- 
ment, wul  go  to  the  trouble  of  going 
over  a  Bill,  because  they  will  come  to 
the  conclusion  at  once  that,  if  the  Go- 
vernment are  in  any  way  hostile  to  the 
Amendments,  they  will  simply  get  one 
of  their  Party  to  move  the  cloture,  and 
thus  prevent  discussion.  It  would  be 
better  for  the  country  that  there  should 
be  no  legislation  at  all  than  that  there 
should  be  hasty  and  hurried  legislation. 
I  thought  tha^  aftw  what  has  taken 

5 lace  in  connection  with  this  debate 
uring  the  last  two  or  three  dsye,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Leader  of  the 
Bouse  (Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  would,  at 
least,  have  offered  ns  hiso^niononthis 
matter.  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
longer ;  but  I  do  hope  some  alteration 
of  a  very  important  and  material  nature 
will  be  made  in  this  Bule  before  it  is 
allowed  to  pass,  because  I  see  great 
danger  to  the  freedom  of  discussion, 
and  great  danger  that  hon.  Members—  at 
least  we  on  these  Benches — will  not  be 
permitted  that  opportunity  of  ventilating 
our  opinion  which  the  importance  of  the 
interests  of  our  country  demands. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  Whatever 
difBoidfy  I  may  feel  myself  placed  in 
when  questions  of  Procedure  generally 
are  being  discussed,  I  feel  compelled, 
by  my  duty  as  an  Irish  Bepresentative, 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  Amendment 
moved  l^the  noble  Harqaess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  (the  Marquesa  of 
HartingtonV  If  I  have  vaj  objection 
to  urge  to  this  Amendment,  it  is  that  it 
does  not  go  far  enough.  At  the  same 
time,  I  feel  that,  no  matter  what  imper- 
fections this  Amendment  may  have,  it  is 
sure  to  pass,  because  the  Government, 
who  at  the  present  time  command  a 
majority,  with  the  aid  of  the  noble 


Marquess,  are  sure  to  accept  it.  Sir,  I 
feel  confident,  after  listening  to  the 
speeches  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  this  Amendment  will  leave  it  pos- 
sible to  throw  out  Amendments  without 
their  even  being  discussed,  and  I  look 
upon  such  a  condition  of  affairs  as  very 
serions.  It  is  ara;ued  by  Members 
the  Treasury  Bench  that  every  trust  may 
be  placed  in  the  Ohairmao,  and  that  no 
Amendments  will  be  thrown  out  unless 
they  are  frivolous,  or  likely  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  House.  But,  even  granting 
that  the  Ofaairman  may  be  a  man  of  the 
most  complete  impartiality,  it  mast  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  House  legislates 
upon  all  manner  of  subjects — upon 
agriculture,  mining,  trade,  commerce — 
and  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Chair- 
man to  possess  the  knowledge  of  an 
expert  upon  all  these  subjects.  He  can- 
not judge  of  the  substantiality  of  all 
Amendments  which  are  proposed  to 
Bills,  and  he  cannot  know  what  is  con- 
templated by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  move 
Amendments.  This  Amendment  pro- 
poses to  take  away  from  ^e  consti- 
tuencies the  power  they  are  supposed  to 
possera  under  the  Oonstitutiou,  and  to 
vest  it  in  some  irresponsible  Member  of 
the  House  and  the  occupant  of  the 
Obair.  Although  I  am  not  disposed  to 
trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  House 
any  further,  I  fi»el  the  effect  of  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
a  serious  innovation  upon  the  rights  of 
the  constituencies. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  cannot 
help  saying  that  I  thought  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  have  been 
drafted  more  generously  to  the  Irish 
Members — that  the  Amendment  would 
have  been  of  a  more  liberal  character. 
We  are  asked  to  repose  our  confidence 
in  the  Chair.  Some  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  have  unlimited  confidence  in  the 
Ohair,  and  others  have  very  little  con- 
fidence in  Xh»  Ohair.  I  am,  of  course,  one 
of  the  latter,  and  I  am  not  willing  that 
the  matter  should  be  left  altogether  to 
the  Ohur,  beeaoso  the  very  fact  of 
the  phynoal  tedium  of  sitting  in  the 
Ohair  

Mb.  8FEAKEB:  I  mast  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  abstain  from  that 
line  of  argument,  and  to  keep  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Ma.  BLANE :  I  regret  I  have  devi- 
ated from  the  subject  before  the  House. 

lEkv9nik  Nighty 
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I  wish  the  right  hon.  OentUman  the 

Tjeader  of  the  Liberal  Party  (Mr.  "W.  E. 
Gladstone)  had  seen  his  way  to  draft  an 
Amendment  to  this  drastic  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
an  Amendment  in  consonance  with  the 
Liberal  institutions  which  this  age 
boasts.  This  is  merely  a  halting  Amend- 
ment, and  is  only  made  for  the  purpose 
of  limiting  debate.  I  suppose  the  noble 
Marquess  expects  some  day  to  be  in  a 
position  to  go  up  to  the  Ohair  and 
whisper  to  the  Speaker  his  desire  to 
close  the  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  This  is  the  second 
time  I  have  to  requeat  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  keep  to  the  Amendment,  with 
which  his  remarks  have  no  connection 
whatever. 

Question  put. 

The  House  rfu'iVitrf  .-—Ayes  257  ;  Noes 
134 :  Majority  123.— (Div.  List,  No.  69.) 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  '  certain  words  of  the  Clause 
defined  in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clause, 
or  That,'  he  there  inserted." 

Me.  PAENELL  (Cork)  :  Before  this 
Amendment  is  passed  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  will  not  take 
into  consideration  the  very  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  has  just  been 

given  in  favour  of  some  modification  in 
le  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  agree  to  insert  some  Proviso  which 
will  come  at  the  end  of  the  clause  to 
protect  the  minority  from  oppressive 
action  on  the  part  of  the  mfgoritj^?  I 
would  point  out  that  the  Bale,  as  it  now 
stands,  carries  the  House  further  in  a 
restriotive  direction  against  moving 
of  Amendments  than  the  Bules  of 
Urgency  did  of  1881,  under  which  two 
Ooercion  Acts  were  passed.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will  carry 
his  mind  back  to  that  year  he  will  re- 
member that  under  the  Rule  of  Urgency 
it  was  provided  that  the  cloture  might 
come  into  force  against  all  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  at  a  certain  hour  named  in 
the  Resolution  ;  but  it  was  also  provided 
that  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion  on  these 
Amendments  by  the  Question  being  for- 
malljr  put  from  the  Ohair.  It  was  not 
permitted  to  Members  in  charge  of 
Amendments  to  move  those  Amend- 

Mr.  Slant 


ments ;  yet  the  House  oonld  ezpreu  its 
opinion  on  them  by  Divisions.  Under 
the  present  Rule,  if  it  is  left  as  it  now 

stands,  and  if  the  Ministry  of  the  day  is 
in  a  majority — and  we  cannot  suppose 
that  the  Ministry  will  always  continue 
to  be  in  a  minority  as  at  present — the 
Ministry  will  be  able  to  carir  a  Bill 
through  without  allowing  the  House  to 
express  its  opinion  on  the  Amendments 
to  the  clauses.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  obliged  to  admit  that  the 
emergencies  of  the  time  and  season  do 
not  necessitate  a  more  stringent  pro- 
vision than  was  obtained  in  the  year 
1881,  and  I  think  he  should  concede  a 
point  to  us,  and  agree  to  the  insertion  of 
words  in  the  Rule  providing  that  every 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  ^ould,  at  aU 
events,  be  put  from  the  Ohsir.  If  he 
does  not,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Gt)vemment  or  £he  majority,  before  we 
come  to  Amendments,  before  we  have 
an  opportunity  of  understanding  what 
they  are,  and  before  we  have  the  sHghtest 
sense  of  their  gravity  or  importance, 
to  shut  us  out  from  all  discussion  of 
them  or  power  of  decision.  1  submit 
that  we  ought  not  to  pass  this  Rule  in 
its  present  shape.  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  never  was  a  more  stringent  and 
absolute  Rule.  Surely  the  Government 
will  admit  that  some  consideration  is 
due  to  the  very  strong  representation 
which  has  been  made  to  them  in  this 
matter.  It  has  been  stated,  over  and 
over  again,  that  this  is  not  a  Party 
question ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  must  admit  that,  however  much 
we  may  have  opposed  him  in  this  Buk, 
he  has  not  met  with  much  oppositira 
from  the  Liberal  Party,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, considerable  assistance.  I  think, 
therefore,  something  is  due  to  the  re- 
presentations which  have  come  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Ohilders). 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TEEA* 
SDEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  unable  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
powers  now  sought  to  be  conferred  on 
the  House  and  the  Speaker  are  oppres- 
sive powers  in  any  sense  whatever.  I 
am  unable  to  agree  with  him  that  they 
are  greater  in  extent  than  those  given 
under  the  Rules  of  Urgency,  for  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Spei^er  and  the 
Ohairman  are  themselves  judges  of  the 
justness  of  the  Motion  which  they  are 
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asked  to  put  from  the  Ohair,  and  I  sab- 
mit  that  it  is  inconoeiTable  that  the 
Chair  will  at  any  time  put  a  Motion  for 
cloture  which  will  shut  out  legitimate 
debate  or  discussion  of  serious  subetan- 
tive  Amendmeots.  8ir,  I  hare  not 
through  the  whole  of  this  verj  pro- 
longed debate  heard  any  suggestion 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  or  from 
any  other  part  of  the  House,  which  will 
define  friToIous  and  unmeaning  Amend- 
ments from  those  tbat  are  suDBtantive; 
and  I  take  refuge,  therefore,  in  the  re- 
n>on8ibiUty,  discretion,  and  piistice  of 
the  Chair  to  protect  the  minority  against 
any  abuse  of  the  power  now  sought  to 
be  conferred  on  the  maj(mfy.  I  cannot 
admit  that  the  arguments  which  have 
been  urged  from  the  op^site  side  of 
the  House — though  I  desue  to  pay  aW 
respect  to  them— ^are  at  all  shaken  the 
conclusion  that  I  and  my  Colleagues 
have  arrived  at  after  the  very  fullest 
consideration.  We  do  not  propose  these 
measures  with  any  desire  whatever  to 
strain  our  powers  or  to  assert  our  autho- 
rity ;  but  we  are  conscious  of  the  impo- 
tence to  which  the  House  has  been 
reduced  through  the  prolongation  of 
debate.  We  are  conscious  of  the  fact 
that  if  Amendments  are  pressed  re- 
peatedly on  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  if  the  discuasion  that  is  re- 
quired by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  is  permitted,  and  Divisions 
are  to  be  taken  on  every  Amendment, 
whether  frivolous  or  substantive,  it  will 
be  utterly  impossible  for  the  House  to 
have  any  questitm  seriously  proposed 
or  debated.  It  has  been  said,  over  and 
over  again,  that  the  majority,  or  any 
Member  who  may  move  the  Motion  for 
the  cloture,  will  be  responsible  for  that 
Motion,  and  it  has  been  stated,  over 
and  over  again,  that  if  a  Member  mis- 
uses his  power  he  will  have  to  answer 
for  it  to  the  country.  I  believe  those 
arguments  to  have  neat  weight.  More- 
over, I  believe  it  wul  be  impossible  for 
anyone  who  occupies  the  Chair,  even  in 
a  |>eriod  of  excitement  or  anger,  to  per- 
mit a  Motion  to  be  made  which  will 
have  the  effect  of  allowing  a  measure  to 
be  passed  without  due  and  careful,  and 
even  prolonged,  discussion.  Holding 
theee  views,  I  cannot  consent  to  any 
mitigation  or  diminution  of  the  authority 
whioh  is  g^ven  to  the  Ohair  and  to  the 
House,  under  the  conditions  that  are  pro- 
posed in  the  Bule,  as  it  is  intended  to 
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alter  it  by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  8.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  expressly  alluded  to 
myself,  and  I  think  I  can  claim  from  him 
the  admission  that  I  have  done  my  beat  to 
assist  him  in  passing  this  Bule.  He  has 
had  no  opposition  to  its  principle  from  ua. 
But  what  I  contend  is  that  there  ia  a 
great  difference  between  "closure"  and 
"  exclusion."  We  are  anxious  tbat  the 
Bule  of  Cloture  should  be  made  as  strong 
as  possible,  and  we  desire  to  give  every 
assistance  to  the  Government  in  framing 
it ;  but  we  do  not  think  it  should  he  in 
the  power  of  any  Member — the  consent 
of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees not  being  refused — to  exclude 
from  the  consideration  of  the  House 
genuine  Amendments.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  saya  that  it  is  impoasible  to 
distinguish  between  such  Amendments 
as  are  genuine  and  such  as  are  not ;  but 
I  can  only  say  that,  in  the  words  of  the 
additions  Proviso  which  I  intend  to 
move  after  the  end  of  lino  12,  I  should 
propose  distinctly  to  declare  that  when 
permission  is  given  to,  or  when  refusal  is 
withheld  from,  a  Member  to  introduce 
such  a  Motion  as  will  exclude  genuine 
Amendments  ^  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Chair  to  state  to  the  House  distinctlj 
that  he  gives  that  permission  because 
he  oonsiders  the  Amendment  to  be  an 
abuse  of  the  Bales  of  the  House,  or 
that  he  considers  that  the  question  hoe 
been  suffidratiy  discuased  in  some  other 
form.  That,  Ithink,  after  the  last  Divi- 
sion, is  the  best  security  we  can  ob- 
tain. I  shall  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bosseu- 
dale,  and  I  hope  that  after  that  is  carried 
some  such  wwds  as  I  suggest  wUl  be 
introduced. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Ithink 
the  House  should  direct  attention  to  the 
title  of  this  Bule.  It  is  called  a  Bule  for 
"The  Closure  of  Debate."  I  do  not 
know.  Sir,  whether  you  would  be  inclined 
to  extend  to  this  Bule  the  principle  that 
is  applied  to  a  Bill  before  the  House. 
The  principle  of  Parliament  applied  to 
a  Bill  is  that  nothing  shall  be  intro- 
duced which  is  beyond  the  title.  I 
maintun  that  the  provision  we  are  now 
discussing,  with  the  Amendment  oi  flie 
noble  Muquese  the  Member  fbr  Bossen- 
dale,  goes  beyond  the  title  the  Bule, 
because  both  the  provision  and  the 
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Amendment  are  not  for  tiie  closore  of 
debate,  but  for  the  prevention  of  debate, 
and  even  for  the  extinction  of  the  mere 
fundamental  right  of  moving  an  Amend- 
ment. I  Bhallbe  thankful  to  bear  from 
yon,  Sir,  as  will  many  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  fhe  House,  whetiier,  in  a  Bule 
that  professes  to  be  fordosure  of  debate, 
another  right,  separable  and  perfectly 
distinct  from  it,  can  be  introduced.  I 
can  complain  of  a  still  more  striking 
defect  than  that  in  the  ^eeches  we  have 
heard  from  the  Treasuir  Bench.  We 
are  discuBsiag  the  right  of  moving 
Ameodmenta,  and  one  would  have 
thought  that,  in  order  to  justify  their 
position,  the  Government  would  at  least 
have  brought  forward  from  the  Journals 
of  the  House  some  instance  of  vicious, 
firivolous,  or  worthless  Amendments. 
[Zatf^A^tfr.]  The  hon.  Qentleman  oppo- 
site is  disorderly  in  a  double  sense ;  be- 
cause there  is  no  point  in  his  interrup- 
tion, and  he  is  interrupting  from  a  part 
of  the  House  in  which  he  ought  to  be 
silent.  I  wish  to  challenge  the  Govern- 
ment. Since  1880  we  bare  had  before 
us  many  Bills  in  which  Irish  Members 
have  tuen  an  ardent  intereat;  but  I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
go  to  the  Kecords  of  the  House  and  show 
any  Amendment  that  was  frivolous,  and 
which  did  not  receive  a  large  amount  of 
support.  We  have  always  in  Bills 
afl^cting  Ireland  put  forward  Amend- 
ments conceived  in  an  earnest  and  serious 
spirit ;  and  Amendments  which  we  have 
been  able  to  support  by  arguments.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  no 
reply  has  been  given  to  the  cogent  argu- 
ments of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  I  am  inclined  to  ask 
whether  any  circumstances  are  existing 
with  regard  to  Public  Business,  or  any 
ciroumstances  are  likely  to  exist,  so  ex- 
treme as  those  which  existed  when  tiie 
Rules  of  Urgoicy  were  passed  t  Those 
Rules  were  passed  at  the  time  when  a 
body  of  the  Irish  Members  were  ex- 
cluded from  this  House,  when  temper 
was  fierce  and  when  Party  spirit  ran 
high ;  but  those  Bules  gave  us  the  right 
to  have  each  of  our  Amendments  put 
from  the  Chair,  and  to  have  for  each  of 
them  not  only  formal,  but  substantial 
consideration.  On  a  question  of  this 
magnitude  it  will  not  do  for  the  Govern- 
meat  eitherto  sit  in  helpless  dumbness  or 
when  they  do  rise,  speak  empty  lati- 
tudes at  the  Table.   They  must  apply 


themselves  to  tiie  facts  of  the  case,  and 
endeavour,  at  least,  to  make  some  show 
of  offering  an  inteUigible  answer  to  the 
arguments  placed  before  them.  The 
noble  Marquess  presses  to  make  it  op- 
tional with  the  majority  either  to  carry 
the  whole  of  the  remaining  Amendmeo^ 
to  a  daiue  or  to  oottj  a  dause  by  see- 
tions  or  instalments.  ThaA  proposal  dis- 
tinctly makes  the  Rule  worse,  and  more 
oppressive  against  minorities  than  ever. 
If  the  Bule  stood  as  it  was  before  the 
noble  Marquess  set  his  hand  to  it,  the 
Qovemment  would  be  driven  either  to 
allow  all  the  Amendments  to  be  pat,  or 
to  shut  them  all  out,  and  that  is  a  clear 
and  intelligible  issue ;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  puts  the  thing  in  a  new  con- 
dition, because  his  proposal  will  enable 
the  Government  to  pick  out,  say,  five 
Amendments  proposed  by  themselves  or 
their  Followers,  and  to  shut  out  50  Uiat 
might  be  proposed  hj  Members  of  the 
Opposition.  The  noble  Marquess,  while 
profesung  to  come  forward  in  the  cha- 
racter of  an  advocate  of  the  rights  of 
minorities,  has— I  do  not  know  whether 
by  intention  or  inadvertence,  but  I 
should  rather  think  by  inadrertence — 
produced  a  result  which  practically  ex- 
tinguishes the  right  of  Amendment  in 
the  hands  of  the  Opposition,  and  leaves 
that  right  in  the  Imnds  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  majority.  Surely,  that  is 
an  intolerable  result.  If  the  Bule  is 
amended  as  suggested,  it  will  be  pos- 
sible, with  a  sympathetic  Chairman,  to 
shut  out  all  the  Amendments  of  the  Op- 
position, and  to  pass  all  those  proposed 
by  the  Friends  of  the  Government.  It 
is  easy  to  expose  the  hollow  pretence 
that  the  Chairman  will  be  a  protection 
to  a  minority  in  the  event  of  this  Amend- 
ment being  accepted.  The  Chairman 
will  have  to  dedde,  on  the  spur  of  tiie 
moment,  not  whether  one  Jjuendment 
is  substantial,  but  whether  all  of  them 
are  substantial  or  not.  We  have  all 
heard  of  "Admirable  Criohton;"  but 
Admirable  Criohton  would  only  be  an 
ignorant  rustic  compared  with  the  Gen- 
tieman  who  could  satisfactorily  decide 
such  a  matter  as  that.  We  have  Bills 
dealing  with  the  condition  of  work  in 
factories,  Bills  dealing  with  the  condi- 
tions under  which  vessels  should  be  al- 
lowed to  go  to  sea,  Bills  dealing  with 
mining  matters,  and  Bills  affecting  all 
questions  of  industry,  brought  before 
us  from  time  to  time  j  and  will  anyone 
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jnetend  to  tell  me  that  either  the  Speaker  < 
or  the  Obairman  will  take  upon  himself, 
in  regard  to  suoh  measures,  witbout  a 
committee  of  experts  at  his  elbow,  to 
say  whether  or  not  certain  Amendments 
are  substantial  or  are  f riToIoua  ?  Why, 
by  ezeroisi&g  this  Bule  the  House  will 
make  iteelf  the  laughing  stock  of  the 
country,  and  will  soon  be  mdely  com- 
pelled to  alter  its  rwulations. 

Mb.  T.  U.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
So  long  as  tbe  opportunity  is  permitted 
to  me  I,  for  one,  intend  to  offer  tbe 
strongest  protest  against  tbe  proposed 
Bule.   I  do  so  now,  it  is  true,  for  the 
last  time ;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I  cer- 
tainly hope  to  live  to  see  the  day  when 
the  Bule  will  be  used  against  the  Go- 
vernment opposite.    I  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Ohilders), 
who  baa  just  wud  that  he  intended  to 
vote  for  tbe  Amendment  of  tbe  noble 
Murquess,  that  this  Amendment  is  likely 
to  interfere  with  the  operation  of  the 
Bule,  and  I  would  innte  him  not  to 
Tote  for  it.  He  will  find,  in  the  futore, 
that  thu  proviaion  mored  by  the  noble 
Muquese  will  prerent  the  reu  stringenoy 
of  this  Bole,  as  it  will  prevent  its  bring 
put  in  operation  in  an  honest  and  fair 
sense.    Under  the  circumstances,  it  will 
only  be  found  to  hit  the  Party  sitting  on 
these  Benches.   We  bare  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  Bule  as 
a  whole.  The  Government  have  refused 
to  accept  the  request  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt)  to  put  tbe  Bole  and 
Amendments  down  as  a  whole,  so  that 
the  House  might  consider  it.   It  was 
only  when  this  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed that  we  grew  into  the  importance 
of  this  particular  matter.  We  heard  the 
purp(»t  of  it  snnested  m  Wednesday ; 
bat  until  hon.  Gentlemen  came  down 
this  morning  they  were  not  aware  that 
they  were  to  have  submitted  to  them  a 
Blue  to  prevent  Uie  putting  of  Amend- 
ments. X  would  espeoiaUy  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  tbe  Members  of  nis 
Party  not  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess  on  these  grounds. 
They  have  no  guarantee  whatever  that 
it  is  proposed  to  make  this  a  Standing 
Order  applicable  to  every  state  of  facts ; 
thwe  is  no  guarantee  that  it  is  bond  Jid«. 
I  say  it  is  not  intended  iomd  Jid$  so  far 
M  uie  general  Business  of  the  ^ase  is 
eoncemed.     We  have  pressed — and 


Sressed  in  vain — for  an  answer  to  our 
emand,  do  you  intend  to  make  it  a 
Standing  Order?  We  have  got  no 
answer — no  sufficient  answer  to  that 
question. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SBflTH :  I  have  said  dis- 
tinctly that  it  is  the  intmtion  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  this  a  Standing 
Order.  As  soon  as  the  Bule  is  passed 
we  propose  to  ask  the  House  to  make  it 
a  Standing  Order ;  but  I  said  we  could 
not  undertake  to  have  another  debate 
upon  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  When  they 
have  got  their  closure,  when  they  have 
got  this  Bule,  all  they  have  to  do  to 
make  it  a  Standing  Order  is  to  apply  . 
the  closure  instantor.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  have  another  debate; 
he  has  the  power  in  his  own  hands 
under  his  newly-forged  machinery.  I 
appeal  to  Liberal  Members  not  to  sup- 
port in  the  Lobby  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  I  infinitely  prefer 
the  Bule  as  it  stood.  It  will  protect' 
the  Tory  Party  in  any  Bills  they  may 
bring  in ;  it  will  strike  at  us  alone.  I 
beg  tbe  Liberal  Party,  unless  they  have 
a  distinct  pledge  that  it  will  be  made  a 
Standing  Order,  not  to  allow  this  Bule 
to  be  used  against  us— not  to  be  used  to 
push  forward  a  Ooeroion  Bill  against 
our  liberties,  as  dear  to  us  as  axe  their 
liberties  to  them. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ajea  378 ;  Noes 
100 1  Majority  178.— (Div.  List,  No.  60.) 

Mr.  CHANCE :  On  a  point  of  Order, 
Sir,  may  I  ask  if  my  Amendment,  of 
which  I  have  given  you  Notice,  will  not 
come  in  aftor  line  11,  before  the  Amend- 
ment next  on  the  Paper  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  good  enough  to  give  me  the 
words,  but  they  woiud  not  be  in  Order ; 
they  deal  with  a  point  the  House  has 
already  dedded.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Meath  (Mr.  Mahony)  has  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  after  line  11, 
but  there  are  several  objections  to  it ;  it 
is  not  consistent  with  previous  parts  of 
the  clause ;  the  first  part  has  already 
been  decided  by  the  House,  and  the 
second  portion  deals  with  the  point 
raised  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
who  has  precedence,  seeing  tiiat  his 
Amendment  has  been  on  the  Paper  for 
some  time,  while  the  hon.  Ueniber  for 
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Mbrth  Meath  has  only  given  Notice  just 
now. 

Mr.  FABNELL  :  Will  it  not  be  oom- 
petent  for  one  of  un  to  more,  previous  to 
the  end  of  the  Bule,  an  Amendment 
proriding  that  Amendments  that  are 
ahat  out  from  diaonsrion  by  the  adoption 
of  the  Bule  in  its  a^lioatton  to  a  clause 
in  Oommittee  on  a  Bill,  may  be  put 
from  the  Ohair,  but  without  debate,  as 
was  done  under  the  Bules  of  Ui^ency 
in  1881  ?  I  would  respectfully  submit 
that  is  a  point  not  yet  decided — the 
question  of  putting  Amendments  which 
are  on  the  Paper,  and  which  may  be 
shut  out  from  debate  by  the  application 
of  the  closure.  It  is  a  novel  question 
not  yet  decided  by  the  House.  I  venture 
to  think  it  would  be  fair  to  afford  ue 
the  opportunity  of  raising  the  question 
whether  the  Bule  shall  or  shall  not  pro- 
vide that  such  Amendments  as  I  have 
described  shall  be  put  from  the  Ohair. 

If B.  SPEAKBB :  It  would  not  be 
competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to  move 
that,  inasmaoh  as  the  House  has  decided 
that  the  Question  may  be  put,  disponDg, 
no  doubt,  of  the  following  Amenunents. 
The  words  of  the  Bule  have  been  modi- 
fied by  the  Amendment  just  agreed  to, 
and  do  not  preclude  substantial  Amend- 
ments, and  it  would  be  competent  for 
the  Ohair  to  put  the  Question  in  such  a 
shape,  that  "such  words  stand  part  of 
the  Clause  "  as  to  preserve  substantial 
Amendments.  This  will  cover  the  exact 
point  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers. 

Ma.  PABNELL:  My  point,  Sir,  is 
this.  The  Bule,  so  far  as  we  have  pro- 
ceeded, has  reference  to  the  stopping  of 
debate;  that  point  only  has  been  decided. 
But  the  furUier  question  as  to  putting 
theQuestion  in  reference  to  Amendments 
after  the  debate  has  been  stopped,  has 
not  yet  been  dedded.  That  is  my 
point,  and  I  submit  we  ought  to  have 
some  opportunity  of  asking  the  House 
to  decide  that  this  Bule  should  not  be 
more  stringent  in  its  application  than 
were  the  Bules  of  Urgency  in  1 881. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  That  is  precisely 
the  question  that  I  have  just  now 
decided.  The  Amendments  standing 
next  on  the  Paper  in  ^e  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  f  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  are  out  of 
Order.  They  are  four  in  number.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposes,  in 
line  13,  after  the  word  "Mottons/'to 
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insert  "  if  they  have  been  discaesed  for 
one  hour,"  which  Motions,  or  Olosore 
Motions,  the  House  has  decided  are  to 
be  decided  without  debate.  The  first 
Amendmentof  the  hon.  and  learned  Gon- 
tleman  proposes  one  hoa^s  diasneaion 
of  sneh  Motions ;  bat  the  House  wo^d 
stultify  ita  previous  decision  by  entering 
upon  thia  Amendment.  The  aeconl 
Amendment  to  the  same  line  is  to  leave 
out  "shall,"  and  insert  "may  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Chair."  To  adopt  this 
would  seem  to  impose  on  the  Obair  a 
different  liability  to  that  proposed  by 
the  first  stage  of  the  Bule.  The  first 
stage  reads  "  shall,"  and  if  in  the  second 
place  it  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Ohair 
to  do  or  not,  then  these  two  directions 
seem  to  be  inconsistent  the  one  with 
the  other.  The  whole  question  of  the 
discretion  of  the  Chair  is  settled  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
House  would  stultify  its  action  if  it  were 
to  idiow  a  discretion  to  the  Ohair  in  the 
latter  can  not  allowed  on  the  previoua 
stage.  Again,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposes  to  insert  after  the 
word  "  decided,"  the  words  "  by  a  Divi- 
sion but."  At  present  two  Members 
may  call  a  Division ;  but  the  effiect  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  Amendmeot 
would  be  that  a  Division  must  be  taken 
whether  there  is  a  wish  for  it  or  not. 
The  last  of  the  four  Amendments  I  rule 
out  of  Order  for  the  same  reason  that 
the  first  one  is  out  of  Order.  The  House 
has  decided  that  the  leave  of  the  Chair 
may  be  asked,  or  rather  the  veto  of  the 
Ohair  challenged,  without  any  debate ; 
therefore  the  Ameodment  would  be 
contrary  to  what  the  House  has  already 
decided. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  With  reference 
to  the  second  Amendment,  Sir,  may  I 
ask  whether  yon  have  considered  the 
&ct  thatmy  words,  "  may  in  the  discxe- 
tion  of  the  Chair,"  have  referenoe  to  the 
putting  of  the  clause,  not  to  the  putting 
of  the  cloture  ?  The  Question,  "  That  this 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill "  has  no 
reference  to  the  Previous  Que8ti(m  of 
the  cloture.  My  point  is  that  in  the 
utting  the  clause  some  discretion  should 
e  allowed  to  the  Chair.  You  might 
have  a  Bill  consisting  of  one  long  clause. 
A  new  system  of  draftamanahip  may 
arise  in  which  yon  have  not  the  divi- 
sions of  sections  and  sub-sections,  and 
what  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  is  that 
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in  a  Bill  of  this  chaiaoter  the  Ohainnan 
should  have  a  discretion.  I  submit  to 
jtHir  ruling ;  but  I  ask  your  attentiim  to 
this  point,  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Ohair  woiUd  be  in  regard  to  what  I  will 
call  a  new  system  of  drafting;  it  is 
wholly  detached  from  the  putting  of  the 
cloture  with  which  the  first  part  of  the 
Bule  deals. 

Mk. SPEAKER:  Thehon.andlearned 
Gentleman  will  see  that  his  Amend- 
ment affects  "  such  Motions,"  not  such 
Motion ;  it  affects  the  whole  of  the 
Motions.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  I  have  considered 
the  point,  and  for  the  reasons  I  have 

given  rule  the  Amendment  out  of 
rder. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  To  obviate  the 
difficulty  I  will  make  my  Amendment  in 
the  singular,  not  the  plural. 

Mb.  SFEAKEE:  That  would  be  in- 
oonaistent  with  the  reference  to  the 
aevoral  Motions  in  the  saeond  para- 
graph. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  That  is  quite 
right.  Sir.  I  will  ask  you  later  as  to  the 
introduction  of  a  Proviso  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  Bale.  I  think  we  are  en- 
titled to  ask  the  judgment  of  the  House 
on  the  question  whether  a  Division 
should  be  allowed  on  j^utting  the  clause 
under  the  Cloture  Motion. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBB  (Bradford, 
Oentral):  In  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  I  beg  leave  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  namo  with 
reference  to  the  application  of  the  clause 
in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  am  not  quite 
sure—for  I  have  not  the  wordb  before 
me— but  I  think  an  Amendment  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Gfailders)  desiies 
to  more  will  oome  first 

Ma.  CHIUOKBS  (Edinburgh,  8.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  appears  to  me  it  is 
necessary  to  have  some  safeguard  in  this 
matter.  What  I  am  anxious  to  press 
upon  the  House  is  this— When,  by  the 
action  of  a  Member,  the  assent  of  the 
Chairman  not  being  withheld,  the  de- 
bate upon  a  clause  to  which  there  are 
Amendments  is  closed,  and  there  are 
other  substantial  Amendments  to  the 
clause  which  are  thereby  shut  out  from 
discussion,  then  I  submit  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  should  state  dis- 
tinctly why  he  allows  Amendments  of 


that  kind  t^  be  shut  out.  I  mentioned 
this  suggestion  earlier,  and  I  think  that 
at  the  time  it  was  reoeived  with  some 
favour.  It  would  be  perfectly  impossible 
now,  after  1  o'clock,  to  discuss  this  fully ; 
but,  with  the  leave  of  the  House,  I  will 
state  exactly  what  the  words  are  of  the 
Proviso  which  I  shall  propose  to  insert 
at  the  end  of  the  12th  hue — 

"  Provided  that  whenerer  the  Chair  does  not 
withhold  its  aasent  to  a  MotioD  of  Cloaute 
which,  if  carried,  would  withdraw  from  con- 
sideration any  Amendment  of  which  Notice  hu 
been  given,  the  Chair  shall  declare  whether  such 
an  AmendmeDt  is  an  abuse  of  the  Aulea  of  the 
Hooee,  or  has  been  sofficiently  dismused  under 
some  other  form." 

Now,  Sir,  that  lays  down  distinctly  that 
Amendments  shfdl  not  be  shut  out  ex- 
cept upon  two  grounds,  either  that  they 
are  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House 
or  that  tbey  hare  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed in  some  other  form ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  that  is  as  great  a  safeguard  as 
we  can  hope  to  get.  I  think  the  House 
will  hardly  wish  me  to  repeat  the  argu- 
ments in  support  of  it  which  I  urged  at 
an  earlier  hour.  I  ask  you  to  put  the 
Question  to  the  House,  and  I  trust  it 
will  receive  the  support  of  all  who,  while 
admitting  to  the  full  the  value  of  the 
closure,  are  not  anxious  to  see  the  ex- 
clusion from  debate  of  important  Amend- 
ments. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  12,  after  the  word  "  Debate,"  to  Insert 
the  words  **  Provided  that  whenever  ttte  Chair 
does  not  withhold  ita  aasent  to  a  Motion  of 
Cloture  which,  if  carried,  would  withdraw  from 
consideration  any  Amendment  of  which  Notice 
has  been  given,  the  Chair  shall  declare  whether 
such  an  .^^endment  is  an  abuse  of  the  Roles  of 
the  House,  or  has  been  sufiSciently  discnaaed 
under  some  other  form." — {Mr.  Childert.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  oh AJTQELLOBop  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gobohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  do  not  think  we 
can  accept  the  words  of  this  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  said 
the  suggestion  had  been  received  with 
some  favour,  but  I  cannot  assent  to 
that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
now  put  on  the  Chair  the  duty  of  giving 
reasons  for  its  decision,  and  the  task  of 
declaring  with  resard  to  every  Amend- 
ment why  it  is  shut  out.  One  of  the 
reasons  to  be  given  is  that  it  has  been 
su&oiently  discussed,  but  if  some  of  the 
Amendments  to  be  excluded  have  not 
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been  discussed  at  all  how  conid  the 
Ohairman  say  they  had  been  adequately 
discussed  ? 

Mb.  OHILBERS:  The  right  hon. 
Qeutleman  does  not  seem  quite  to  under- 
stand. I  want  the  Ohair  to  give  the 
reasons  for  excluding  Amendments. 

Mb.  G080HEN :  Yes ;  before  many 
of  them  have  been  discnssed.  The  right 
hon.  G«ntleman  is  inviting  the  Ohair  to 
say  with  regard  to  Amendments  not  yet 
discnssed,  whether  or  not  they  hare  been 
adequately  discussed.   Is  not  that  so  ? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS :  Providing  that 
the  general  principle  has  already  been 
adequately  discussed  under  Bome  other 
form.  I  do  not  ask  that  there  shall  be 
any  statement  of  reasons  on  the  first 
application  of  the  closure,  but  when 
Amendments  are  shut  out  from  debate 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  reason. 

lb.  OOSCHEN:  But  it  eannot  be  a 
reason  with  r^ard  to  adequate  discus- 
rion,  because  the  Amendments  will  not 
have  been  discussed  at  all.  The  Ohair 
might  say  that  the  Amendments  ought 
to  be  disoussed ;  but  these  are  not  the 
words  of  the  Amendment.  Then  the 
next  point  is  whether  the  Amendments 
are  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House. 
Now,  friTolous  and  superfluous  Amend- 
ments are  not  exactly  a  breach  of  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  although  the  dis- 
cussion of  them  could  only  obstruct  the 
progress  of  Business.  A  right  hon. 
Member  just  now  alluded  to  the  case  of 
60  or  100  Amendments  being  suddenly 
girm  to  the  Qhainnan  in  Oommittee  wiu 
r^rd  to  one  oLause ;  and  it  waa  asked 
how  a  Ohairman  coidd  possibly^  discri- 
minate between  them.  That  is  just  one 
of  the  matters  we  hare  to  deal  with,  for 
to  allow  unlimited  Amendments  means 
unlimited  opportunities  of  preventing 
Business  being  done.  The  House  has 
already  practically  decided  in  favonr  of 
limiting  the  number  of  Amendments.  I 
would  submit  to  the  House  that  the 
Amendment  increases  the  danger  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Ohair  by  calling 
upon  it  to  give  reasons  for  excluding 
every  Amendment.   I  venture  to  sug< 

test  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
e  should  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
8ib  UGHTRED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WOBTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  just  admitted  that 
handing  in  a  large  number  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Chair  might  be  an  abuse 

Mr,  Ootckm 
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of  the  Bulea  of  the  Honse.  It  is  pro- 
cisely  at  that  kind  of  abuse — the  banaing 
in  of  frivolous  Amendments— ^hat  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  umed.  He  asks  the  House  to  re- 
strict the  power  of  excludiog  Amend- 
ments from  discussion  to  two  classes  nf 
cases— the  first  when  there  is  an  abuse 
of  the  Bules  of  the  House,  and  the 
second  where  the  subject  of  the  Amend- 
ment has  not  been  adequately  disoassed. 

BCb.  G080HEN:  The  Amendment 
sets  forth  either  that  it  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Bules  of  the  House,  or  that  it  has 
been  sufficiently  discussed.  It  sayi 
nothing  about  the  subject. 

Sir  UGHTBED  KAT-SHXJTTLE. 
WOBTH:  The  meaning  is  obrious; 
that  the  subject  has  been  already  suffi- 
dently  disoussed.  A  great  distmotton 
exists  between  dosnre  after  adequate 
debate  and  the  power  of  exdorim  from 
debate. 

Me.  T.  P,  0*00NN0B  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  not  unindined  to  more 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  not 
merely  because  of  the  lateness  of  ths 
hour,  but  also  because  of  the  diffieol^ 
of  dealing  with  an  Amendment  of  sach 
great  importance  without  having  had 
time  to  consider  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohancellor  of  the  Eichequer 
a  few  moments  ago  spoke  of  the  hand- 
ing in  of  a  number  of  Amendments  to 
the  Ohairman  of  Committee  as  an  abuse 
of  the  Bules ;  and  one  reason  he  gave 
was  that  as  ^ey  were  not  on  the  Fsper 
hon.  Members  would  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  oonddering  tliem  properly.  I 
am  afraid  that  if  tiiat  Bule  had  been 
applied  with  rigidity  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tfeman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy 
would  have  been  found  guilty  of  an 
abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  on  more 
than  one  occasion  in  the  course  of  these 
important  and  complicated  discussions ; 
for  we  have  been  c^led  upon  to  discuss 
several  important  Amendments  without 
having  them  in  print  before  us.  Why, 
even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  his 
fertile  imagination,  has  failed  to  grasp 
the  purport  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House.   He  asks   how  can  the 
Speaker  declare  an  Amendment  to  hare 
been  adequately  disoussed  when  it  has 
not  been  disoussed  at  til  f  Burdv  (hat 
is  an  entii-e  misapprehension;  all  the 
Speaker  is  to  be  called  upon  to  say 
is  whether  the  subject  raised  by  the 
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Amendment  bag  already  been  adequately 
diacussed.  The  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment are — "  Sufficiently  disoussed  in 
some  other  form."  Surely  that  h  a 
reasonable  proposition.  What  would 
be  tiie  operation  of  the  Hule  as  at  pre- 
sent frimied?  Suppose  the  House  is 
discassinff  a  clause  with  three  sab-seo- 
tions.  There  is  a  looff  debate  on  the 
first  sub-section,  which  deals  with  one 
matter.  To  the  two  next  sub-sections 
which  each  of  them  deal  with  different 
matters,  there  are  Amendments.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  mean  to  contend  that 
because  the  first  sub-section  has  been 
sufficiently  discussed  we  are  not  to  have 
the  right  to  discuss  the  different  subjects 
raised  by  the  second  and  third  sub- 
sectioDS?  Tet  that  is  the  logical  and 
ineritable  issue  of  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Omtleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  whether  my 
interpretation  of  the  Amendment — that 
the  point  is  that  the  subject  has  been 
diacussed  in  some  other  form— is  not 

correct.  

Mb.  OHILDERS :  The  words  are, 
•*  TTndOT  some  other  form.'* 

Mn.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Giingway  opposite  will 
see  I  was  justified  in  sayiog  there  was  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Amendment,  which  I  say  is  a  per- 
fect safeguard  against  two  erils.  It  is, 
on  the  one  hand,  a  safeguard  against 
firivolous  Amendments  which  raise  the 
same  question  over  and  again ;  while,  on 
the  ower  hand,  it  prevents  the  exclusion 
of  Amendments  raising  wholly  distinct 
and  sabstantial  issues  to  those  which 
have  been  already  discussed.  I  say  we 
require  these  safeguuds  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  liberties  of  the  House  and 
the  libertiea  of  discnsstonf  unless  indeed 
we  are  to  understand  that  the  Bules  are 
to  be  made  as  tyrannical  and  as  oppres- 
nve  as  possible,  and  in  the  calm  and 
comforting  assurance  that  they  will  be 
need  only  against  the  Irish  Members. 

Ma.  OEUGE  (Stockport) :  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  clever  attempt  to  in- 
dace  the  House  to  reverse  what  It  has 
already  done,  and  to  go  back  upon  itself. 
We  haTe  slready  decided  that  the 
cloture  is  only  to  be  applied  if  the  Chair 
does  Dot  withhold  its  assent — that  is  if 
it  is  dlent ;  and  now  to  ask  the  Chair  to 


state  its  reasons  for  not  allowing  certain 
Amendments  to  be  discussed  is,  to  my 
mind,  to  ask  the  House  to  give  a  decision 
contrary  to  the  one  it  has  ahready  arrived 
at. 

Mn.  OHILDEBS :  The  Amendment  I 
have  proposed  is  not  one  to  the  part  of 
the  Icule  the  hon.  Member  is  dealing 
with.  It  only  affects  the  discussion  of  a 
clause  in  Committee. 

Mb.  GEDGE  :  But  the  second  part  of 
the  Bale  takes  its  power  from  the  first. 
The  words  are,  "  Ilie  assent  of  the  Chair 
as  aforesaid  not  having  been  withheld." 
The  words  "  as  aforesaid  "  clearly  refer 
to  the  first  part. 

Mh.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) : 
This  is  evidently  a  very  important 
Amendment,  and  every  word  has  its  im- 
portance, and  although  we  have  been 
discussing  it  some  time,  vary  few  of 
the  hon.  Members  seem  to  agree  as  to 
what  it  means.  I  hardly  think  that 
persons  of  average  ability,  like  myself 
and  many  others  in  this  House,  can 
grasp  the  Amendment  unless  we  see  it 
on  paper.  It  is  now  half-past  1,  and  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  desirable  that  the  de- 
bate should  be  adjourned.  I  therefore 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.' 

— {Mr.  Lahouehere.) 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  nob  adjourn  this  debate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  stated  his 
Amendment  two  or  three  times  in  the 
course  of  the  evening,  and  therefore  it 
does  appear  to  me  that  tlie  House  is  in 
a  position  to  give  a  decision  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  wish  to  undervalue  its 
importance,  but  it  has  been  stated  to  the 
House,  the  House  thoroughly  compre- 
hends it,  and  I  think  that  in  justice  to 
the  House  itself  it  ought  now  to  be 
decided. 

OoLowEL  NOLAN  (Galway.  N.):  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ought  to  con- 
sent to  the  adjournment.  He  should 
remember  that  we  sat  up  till  2  o'clock 
last  night  and  voted  away  £500,000,  and 
that  we  gave  £100,000  for  an  invention. 
We  do  not  wish  to  obstruct  the  Govern- 
ment, and  we  think  the  Government 
should  reciprocate  our  kindness  and  not 
keep  us  out  of  our  beds  after  half-past 
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1.  I  put  it  to  the  Honee,  if  one-third 
of  the  Members  on  the  Oovemment 
Benches  do  not  look  as  if  they  would  be 
much  better  in  their  beds  ?  I  took  an 
actire  part  in  Oommittee  last  night,  and 
I  find  myself  quite  incapable  of  properly 
weighing  the  merits  of  this  Amendment, 
particularly  as  it  is  not  on  paper.  I 
think  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  is  a 
reasonable  one,  and  I  would  remind  the 
Vint  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  a  little 
courtesy  is  due  to  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site. This  is  an  Amendment  brought 
frrward  by  a  leading  Statesman  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  dedded  at  an  hoar  when 
hon.  Uembm  are  worn  out  with  fatigue. 
I  hope  tiie  Vint  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
win  consent  to  the  Motion. 

OoLONBL  SATTNBEBSON  (Armaeh, 
N.):  I  am  quite  sure  that  we  on  wis 
side  of  the  House  are  completely  willing 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  and  his  Parly  should  go  home  to 
bed.  Howerer,  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  not  adjourn  because  an  Amend- 
ment has  been  proposed  which  nobody 
can  understand.  If  the  House  consents 
to  adjourn  on  such  grounds,  I  do  not  see 
how  any  progress  can  possibly  be  made 
with  the  Business,  for  erer^  bon.  Gen- 
tleman who  takes  it  into  his  head  can 
propose  impossible  Amendments.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  retired  to  bM,  we  should 
make  considerable*  progress.  But  I 
think  that  this  ude  oi  the  House  is  de- 
termined, if  posuble,  that  the  Business 
of  the  conntiy  shall  be  advanced ;  and, 
therefore,  I  urgently  appeal  to  &e  Go- 
vernment that  they  will  not  consent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  but  will 
proceed  with  the  Business  which  the 
country  expects  them  to  do. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  would  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment that  in  regard  to  the  question 
whether  the  House  should  now  rise, 
there  is  some  consideration  due  to  the 
!Front  Opposition  Bench,  recollecting 
the  late  hour  of  night  at  which  we  have 
now  arrived.  It  is  not  at  all  likely  that 
an  Amendment  of  this  character  should 
be  disposed  of  to-night ;  but  even  if  it 
couldt  I  must  say  before  I  could  consent 
to  go  on  with  the  Buuness  the  speech 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Qoschen)  would  make  me  hesitate.  In 


his  speedi,  instead  of  gmng  into  the 
merits  of  Uiis  matter,  he  intimated  thi^ 
whereas  the  Amendment  had  been  re- 
ceived with  some  favour  now,  he  ven- 
tured to  predict  that  it  would  not  be  re- 
ceived in  a  Division  with  such  favour. 
If  it  were  not  for  the  secret  treaties  be- 
tween certain  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  and  on  the  other  side,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  no  means  of  stating  beforehand 
how  an  Amendment  not  discussed 
would  be  likely  to  fare  in  a  Division. 
I  trust  that  the  Government  will  con- 
sent to  an  adjournment,  in  order  that 
we  may  have  the  whole  merits  of  this 
case  diaoussed.  Those  who,  as  a  matter 
of  right,  have  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
shoiul  receive  some  little  consideration, 
instead  of  having  their  Amendments  ex- 
tingaished  wholesale. 

H&.  OHHiDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  It 
-nras  absolutely  out  of  my  power  to  put 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  till  uiis 
afternoon ;  for  it  was  only  suggested  in 
an  early  part  of  the  debate  to-day,  and  I 
lost  no  time  in  bringing  the  Amendment 
up.  I  did  my  duty  in  that  respect,  and 
I  can  do  no  more.  I  am  now  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  House.  Everyone 
knows  the  inconveniences  of  adjourn- 
ment, but  that  is  for  the  House  to 
decide.  I,  personally,  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  go  on. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Everyone  knows 
the  great  importance  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  everyone  will  admit  the  great 
diffloul^  there  is  in  understanding  it. 
I  submit,  as  one  farther  reason  why  the 
debate  ahonld  be  adjourned,  in  order 
that  the  Amendment  should  be  ade- 
quately discussed,  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  may  come,  if 
time  is  given,  to  see  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  desirable,  just  as  he  oame  to  see 
a  few  days  ago  that  a  certain  other 
Amendment  was  desirable.  It  is  of  the 
highest  importance  that  these  Bules 
should  not  be  considered  merely  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment  or  hurriedly. 
Every  time  the  Bules  are  under  dis- 
cussion new  light  is  thrown  upon  them, 
and  it  is  right  that  we  should  have  the 
fullest  acquaintance  possible  with  their 
effects  when  they  become  law.  As  to 
this  case,  a  man  of  large  official  expe- 
rience proposes  an  Amendment,  which, 
we  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
studying ;  and  are  we  to  be  told  Hut  Uie 
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Amendment  is  unworthy  of  having  a 
reasonable  adjournment,  whoa  we  know 
very  well  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  more  consideration  shown  to 
it  ?   Are  we  to  be  told  that  though  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)i8  willing  to  support  some  change 
in  the  Bules  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  he  would  not  support  some 
modification  of  this  Bale,  which  every- 
body a^its  to  be  of  an  extremely  novel 
and,  perhaps,  of  an  extremely  danger- 
ous wBiaoterf  Hon.  Members  buow 
the  Gangway  oppoute  confessed  that 
they  could  not  understand  the  Amend- 
ment ;  and  that  is  because  they  have  not 
had  an  opporttmity  of  studying  it.  I 
appeal  to  uem  not  to  exhibit  impatience, 
but  to  accept  the  adjournment,  in  order 
that  they  may  have  time  to  clearly  un- 
derstand these  matters ;  and  I  ask  the 
Government  to  remember  that  we  are 
entitled  to  hare  a  full  and  fair  discus- 
sion of  this  important  Amendment.  „ 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith],  who,  after  all, 
Sir,  is  willing,  so  far  as  he  is  able,  to 
approach  in  a  candid  spirit  the  conduct 
of  the  affairs  of  this  House,  to  say  whe- 
ther it  is  an  unfair  thing  tluit  we  should 
hare  the  opportunity  we  seek  ? 

Mb.  GHAFLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford):  It  is  difficult  to  see  how  there 
can  be  any  misunderstanding  of  this 
Amendment.  I  consider,  indeed,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  under-rate  their 
own  intelligence  in  thiuking  that  they 
do  not  understand  the  Amendment.  I 

Sropose  that  the  adjournment  of  the 
ebate  be  withdrawn,  and  that  we  should 
be  allowed  to  continue  the  discussion — at 
all  erents — for  a  short  time,  in  order  to 
aee  whether  we  can  discover  any  mean- 
ing in  the  Amendment.  I  think  myself 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ghilders)  is  totally  un- 
necessary, and  as  simple  to  be  under^ 
stood  as  it  is  nnnecessaiy. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  do  not,  Sir,  deny  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ohaplin) 
any  satisfoction  he  may  derive  from 
being  the  heavy  father  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  I  would  suggest  to 
him  that  we  on  this  side  are  the  best 
judges  of  our  own  intelligeace.  At  the 
same  time  I  nm  inclined  to  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  over-rates  his 
Qwo  intelligence,  if  he  makes  it  a  little 


superior  to  that  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen).   I  am  not 
one  of  the  personal  or  political  admirers 
of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  l)ut 
I  regard  him  as  a  man  whose  intelli- 
gence bears  no  comparison  in  this 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ohaplin)  declares  that  the  Amendment 
is  extremely  simple ;  but  I  would  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  entirely  misunderstood 
the  whole  bearing  and  purpose  of  the 
Amendment.   I  would  not  accuse  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen)  of 
misrepresentbg  the  Amendment,  for  he 
is  a  candid  and  relentless  debater ;  but 
he  either  misrepresented  or  misunder- 
stood it.   In  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson),  I  must 
say  that  I  would  have  expected  a  more 
sober  and  more  impartial  tone  from  him 
with  the  mantle  of  paulo-post  future 
Office  hanging  over  him.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman— the  future  official— 
considers  that  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  conducted  in  the  absence 
of  one  of  the  Parties  of  the  State.  As 
to  the  arguments  of  the  First  Lord  ot 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  when 
he  complains  that  we  have  made  very 
slow  progress,  besides  being  di^sed 
to  deny  that,  I  would  point  out  that  we 
are  now  discussing  questions  more  grave 
and  momentous  than  any  raised  about 
any  previous  pert  of  the  Bule.    If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  been  able  to  say  that  the 
debate  to-night  had  been  confined  to 
one  section  of  the  House,  and  especially 
to  this  section,  I  could  understand  some 
reason  for  the  complaint;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  debato  has  been 
either  initiated  or  partioipatod  in  by 
every,  and  some  of  the  most  important 
sections  of  the  House. 

Sib  BIOHABD  PAGET  (Somerset- 
shire, Wells) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  is  justiaed,  on  a 
'  lotion  for  the  ac(joumment  of  the  de- 
bate, to  discuss  the  whole  question  and 
subjects  already  discussed  ? 

Ub.  SPEAKEB  :  I  do  not  think  that 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) reriews  the  debato  on  this  Motion 
he  would  be  in  Order. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE:  Certainly, 
Sir ;  I  thought  I  had  not  been  making 
any  references  of  that  sort, 
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Mr.  SPEAKEB:  It  is  my  opinion 
that  is  vhat  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
doing. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  will  not 
then,  Sir,  proceed  any  further  in  that 
way.  I  was  arguing  that  the  progress 
in  the  House  was  not  slow  in  compari- 
son with  the  gravity  of  the  questions 
raised.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
thinks  it  his  duty  to  make  an  appeal 
not  to  the  reason  of  the  House,  but  to 
Party  passion.  I  do  not  think  that  that 
way  of  meeting  his  political  oppo- 
nents adds  to  the  dignity  of  the  House 
or  the  good  feeling  and  temper  of  de- 
bate. 

Mb.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Eoxburgh, 
N.) :  I  do  not  think  that  the  Business 
to-night  has  been  one  bit  slower  in  pro- 
gress than  the  Business  during  the  last 
three  weeks.  We  have  got  through  14 
lines  after  sittiDg  three  weeks.  This 
sort  of  thing  is  becoming  very  serious, 
and  I  think  it  is  absurd  that  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  should  be  oonducted 
in  this  mannOT.  I  hofe  that  the  Qorem- 
ment  will  to-nis^t,  and  on  future  nights, 

fress  forward  uese  Bules  o{  Procedure, 
protest  against  the  slowness  of  pro. 
gross,  and  I  think  that  the  Government 
should  be  determined  to  see  that  the 
Business  in  this  House  is  done  well  and 
quickly. 

Me.  PAENELL:  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  H.  Elliot)  has  thought  proper  to 
treat  the  House  to  a  lecture  as  to  the 
way  the  Business  of  the  House  should 
be  conducted ;  but  I  submit,  inasmuch 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  not  been  re- 
markable for  his  attendance  during  this 
evening,  that  he  is  not  a  particularly 
good  judge  as  to  the  way  in.  which  the 
Business  of  the  House  has  been  carried 
on  this  evening,  or  as  to  the  grounds 
upon  which  an  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate is  sought.  What  is  all  thie  clamour 
and  ontoiy  raised  about  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  deserted  their  Party  sitting 
above  the  Gangway  on  this  side  ?  It  is 
raised  for  a  purpose  not  connected  with 
the  subject  under  discussion.  It  is 
raised  for  a  political  purpose  outside 
the  question.  It  is  raised  to  prejudice 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Members  in 
this  House.  It  is  raised  for  the  purpose 
of  making  an  attempt  to  close  our 
mouths  before  there  is  power  to  do  it. 
And  what  is  the  Party  that  raises  this 
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outcry— an  outcry  which  is  premedi- 
tated ?  It  is  a  Party  which  in  1882  

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  say  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pamell)  is  wan- 
dering from  the  immediate  point.  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  more 
relevant. 

Mn.  PAENELL :  I  submit  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  tar 
North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  H.  Elliot)  ia  en-  ' 
titled  to  get  up  and  make  the  speech  of 
the  character  he  has  made,  that  I  am 
entitled  to  reply. 

Mr.  SPEAEEE:  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Ayrshire  has  merely  referred 
to  the  length  of  time  which  the  debate 
has  taken,  and  urged  that  as  a  reason 
why  it  should  be  brought  to  a  close. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  am  merely  de-  j 
sirous,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  showing,  as  a  | 
reason  in  support  of  the  adjournment  of 
this  debate,  that  a  debate  in  a  previous  I 
year,  on  a  similar  question,  occupied  a  I 
very  mui^  longer  faae.   In  the  debate 
during  1882,  <m  the  Bules  of  Prooedure, 
a  Euie,  not  nearly  so  stringent  as  the 
one  now  under  oonsideiation,  ooonined 
19  nig^Us  to  discuss. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  that  the  sole  question  is 
whether  the  debate  should  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  PAENELL :  Yes,  Sir ;  and  the 
length  of  the  discussions  which  have 
already  taken  place  has  been  brought 
forward  as  an  argument  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  as  a  reason 
why  we  should  not  be  allowed  the  ad- 
journment in  question. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  call  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  Order.  [  Crie$  o/  "  Oh ! " 
and  ''Name!"'!  Order,  order,  order! 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  not  to  be 
wandering  from  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. I  must  beg  him  to  confine 
himself  to  the  subject  immediately  before  I 
the  House. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  shall  do  my  best 
to  do  so.  I  submit,  Sir,  that  neiUier 
the  time  which  we  have  taken  this  even- 
ing, nor  on  any  other  evening,  is  an 
argument  why  we  should  not  be  allowed 
further  time  to  discuss  the  Amendment 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh 
(Mt.  Childers).  I  earnestly  submit  that 
we  are  entitled  to  further  time  for  the 
discussion  of  this  question.  So  far,  we 
have  occupied  1 1  nights  only  over  this 
Eule  i  and  I  submit  to  the  House  that 
U  nights  is  not  an  excessive  time  for  a 
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disoassion  on  a  question  of  such  ^eat, 
grave,  and  ui^ent  importance,  giving, 
as  it  does,  to  the  Government  stringent 
powers  in  regard  to  the  government  of 
Ireland.  We  ought  to  be  rerr  careful 
hoT  we  aUow  our  mouths  to  be  shut, 
before  we  have  put  before  the  Hotue 
our  reuons  for  asking  hon.  Itembers  to 
accede  to  the  Amen^ent  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Ohilders).  I  believe 
that  proposal,  Sir,  to  be  a  most  valnable 
and  important  one.  I  believe  that  if 
we  have  further  time  for  its  discus- 
ffion  

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I  wish  to  ask  jou, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
is  in  Order  in  dtsoossing  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  on  a  Motion  for 
Adjoomment 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
was  not,  at  the  time,  discussing  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  thank  you,  Sir, 
for  protecting  me  from  interruptions 
which  are  not  now  made  for  the  first 
time.  I  was  saying,  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  interposed,  that  if  we  were 
afforded  more  time  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh, it  would  be  made  apparent  to  the 
sense  and  judgment  of  tbe  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  of 
the  Government  generally,  that  the 
Amendment  is  one  on  which  some  con- 
cession ought  to  be  granted  to  us.  It  is 
not  reasonable  to  ask  us  to  take  an 
Amendment  of  this  character  at  this 
hour  of  the  night.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  himself  put  down  a  proposal,  in  a 
subsequent  Rule,  to  close  all  Business 
in  this  House  at  12  o'clock  at  night.  Is 
it  consistent,  then,  on  his  part,  to  ask  us 
to  carry  on  Business  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning— two  hours  after  the  time  fixed 
by  himself  for  the  stoppage  of  all  op- 
posed Business  ?  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  a  man  of  business, 
and  as  a  man  of  common  sense,  to  be 
consistent  in  this  matter.  I  would  ask 
him  what  he  expects  to  gain  by  the 
course  he  is  now  pursuing?  Does  he 
think  that  scenes  of  turbulence — I  will 
not  say  scenes  of  disorder — are  going  to 
benefit  his  Government  ?  I  do  not  be- 
Here  that  he  can  think  so.    Surely,  in 


the  discussion  of  a  Olosnre  Rule,  more 
than  in  the  discussion  of  anything  else, 
he  should  do  what  he  can  to  facilitate 
that  freedom  of  debate  which  he  is  goin  g, 
by  this  Rule,  to  put  an  end  to.  It  is  not 
at  a  time  when  the  House  of  Oommons 
is  turning  its  back  on  all  its  ancient  tra- 
ditions that  the  right  hon.  Ghmtleman 
should  make  an  attempt  to  fetter  and 
infringe  upon  the  liberty  of  debate,  as 
he  is  doing  to-night,  by  attempting  pre- 
maturely to  conclude  the  discussion  upon 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh. Even  culprits  under  the  lash 
are  allowed  to  say  what  they  please 
when  the  punishment  is  being  inflicted. 
Surely,  the  Members  of  this  House, 
daring  the  process  of  shutting,  and  pad- 
locking, anddouble-lockingtbeir  mouths, 
should  be  allowed  to  say  what  they  think 
ought  to  be  said  on  such  an  Amendment 
as  this.  Then,  Sir,  we  have  now  reached 
that  portion  of  the  Rule  where  Uie  Pro* 
visoes  come  in.  Everybody  knows  that 
the  beginning  of  the  end  has  been 
reached,  and  uat  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Rule  is  able  to  look  forward  to 
the  near  condusion  of  his  labours  and 
responsibilities.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  certainly  putting  on  an  un- 
necessary spur  when  he  adopts  the  atti- 
tude he  has  taken  up  to-night,  in  asking 
the  House,  when  we  are  within  sight  of 
the  conclusion  of  these  debates,  to  go  on 
at  such  an  unreasonable  hour,  and  in 
exciting  the  two  sides  of  the  House  to 
irritation,  anger,  and  frenzy  against  each 
other. 

Sra  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  hope.  Sir,  we  may  be  able  to 
settle  this  question  without  anger  or 
frenzy,  or  any  serious  diffictd^.  I 
would  submit  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site that  it  is  a  sufficient  reason  for 
going  forward  that  we  have  arrived  at 
such  a  pcunt  that  we  have  only  to  dis- 
pose of  this  single  Amendment  to  get  to 
the  end  of  an  important  par^raph  in 
the  Rule.  This  Amendment  disposed  of, 
we  shall  all  be  able  to  go  to  bed  at  our 
ease.  I  think,  Sir,  that  the  difficulty 
which  has  been  raised  is  entirely  owing 
to  the  attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Childera)  who  is  responsible 
for  the  Amendment.  Though  it  is  quite 
true  that  it  may  have  been  difficult  for 
him  to  have  given  Notice  of  it  earlier,  it 
must  bo  reiuombored  that  it  comes  nt 
the  conclusion  of  the  discussion  on  the 

Digitized  by  Google 


lid  ^utinauo/ 

Amendment  of  the  noble  Harqueas 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Qartington),  which  is  on  the 
Paper,  and  that  there  is  no  question 
of  surprise,  except  that  to  which  we 
have  been  treated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohilders).  But,  Sir,  surely 
we  know  this  question  by  heart.  We 
have  studied  it  day  after  day.  And  it 
does  not  require  a  high  degree  of  intel- 
ligence to  appreciate  the  effect  of  the 
Aiuendment.  I  hope  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  wiU  allow  us,  in  a  friendly  way, 
to  go  forward ;  that  this  Motion  will  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  we  shall  get  to 
Business,  and  show  the  country  uat  we 
are  in  earnest,  and  do  not  intend  to  be 
turned  into  a  laughing-stock. 

Db.  TANNER  (Coflc  Co.,  Mid) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  you  put  th.e  Question,  I 
wish  to  raise  a  point  of  Order.  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  whether  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Ecolesall  Division 
of  Sheffield  TMr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  and 
the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  are  in  Order  in  shouting 
"  Question ! "  from  below  the  Bar? 

Mr.  SraAXEB  took  no  notiQe  of  the 
Question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  94;  Noes 
323 :  Majority  129.— (Div.  List,  No.  61.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  House  again. 
[''No,  nor*]  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  at  once  say 
*'  No ;  but  I  hope  that  they  will  be  con- 
vinced, by  what  I  am  about  to  say,  that 
it  is,  on  the  whole,  desirable  that  some 
decision  should  be  taken  on  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Chuders),  and  that 
then  we  should  conclude  our  labours  for 
to-night.  I  think,  Sir,  the  House  will 
feel  that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
having  had  an  opportunity  of  repeatedly 
stating  his  views  during  the  course  of 
the  evening,  we  are  really  in  a  better 
position  to  arrive  at  a  deoinon  on  the 
question  he  has  raised  than  we  should 
be  if  we  were  to  adjourn  before  doing 
so.  I  therefore  hope  that  the  House 
will  accept  the  suggestion  I  make,  that 
we  should  divide  at  once,  or,  if  neces- 
sary, discuss  the  Amendment  further, 
and  avoid  further  delays  by  way  of 
Motions  for  Adjournment,  whioh  cer- 
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tainly  do  not  conduce  to  the  credit  of 
this  House,  and  which  only  result  in 
wasting  the  time  that  might  mon  pro- 
perly bo  used  in  diacoanng  the  Amend- 
ment.   

Mb.  ohilders  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion strictly  before  the  House;  but  I 
hope  I  may  be  allowed,  by  the  courtesy 
of  the  House,  to  follow  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman.  I  said  before,  that,  speak- 
ing for  myself,  I  was  quite  prepared  to 
go  on ;  but  that  it  was  for  the  House  to 
decide  whether  we  should  go  on  or  not 
Now,  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.W.  H.  Smith}  has  made  a  proposal 
that  the  present  Amendment  should  bs 
disonssed  and  di^osed  of,  and  that  the 
other  Amendments  dionld  be  postponed 
till  Monday.  I  am  given  to  undentand, 
Sir,  through  the  usual  channels,  that  it 
is  veiy  likely  that  our  Sittings  may  be 
neatly  prolonged  to-morrow.  If  that 
be  the  cose,  I  can  only  appeal  to  the 
House  and  to  my  hon.  Friends,  after  the 
last  Division,  which  has  shown  such  a 
large  majority  in  favour  of  oonoluding 
this  Business  now,  not  to  persist  fur- 
ther, or  to  keep  us  up  till  a  very  late 
hour  to-night. 

Mb.   FIOTON   (Leicester):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I,  for  one,  cannot  foUow  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  addrwsed  us.   I  think,  Sir, 
that  the  preeent  issue  is  so  exoeediogly 
^rave  that  I  must  protest  against  carry- 
ing on  this  debate  at  so  nttexhr  unusual 
and  unreasonable  an  hour.   1  bw.  Sir, 
to  move  the  adjonmment  of  the  Houas. 
I  will  make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to 
be  surprised  if,  in  endeavouring  to  earn 
Rules  of  this  kind,  he  should  meet  wiui 
a  considerable  amount  of  difficulty.  I 
do  not  think  he  should  be  surprised,  be- 
cause we  have  not  succeeded,  after  11 
nights'  debate,  in  disposing  of  this 
matter.    What  does  he  expect  when 
our  nervous  systems  are  so  utterly  ex- 
hausted?   ["No,  no!"]   I  speak  for 
myself ;  but  the  conduct  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men (^posite  looks  as  if  their  nervous 
svstems  were  exhausted.   I  would  beg 
the  right  ho&.  Gentleman  to  think  better 
of  the  matter,  and  to  allow  tts  a  little 
more  time  to  consider  the  issue  before 
UB,  and  to  recollect  oar  somewhat  aoat- 
tered  senses. 

Mu.  McLaren  (Oheshir«,  Orewe): 
Mr,  Speaker,  I  beg  (0  aeooad  the  HotioB. 
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I  also  am  not  able  to  follov  the  adnoe  of 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinbareb,  who  is  taking  the 
lead  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  at 
the  present  moment.  If  it  were  possible 
to  dispose  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  short  debate, 
it  would  be  another  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  asked  us  to  go 
on  with  the  debate.  I  should  like  to 
know  how  long  it  would  last  ?  If  the 
Amendment  could  be  disposed  of  in 
half-an-hoor's  debate,  I  should  say  we 
had  better  go  on.  If,  however,  it  is  to 
be  debated  at  the  same  length  as  hare 
been  other  proposals  of  similar  import- 
ance, it  is  obvious  that  it  will  require  a 
discussion  of  a  couple  of  hours,  and^that 
being  so,  I  think  we  ought  to  adjourn. 
There  are  many  hon.  Gentlemeu  who 
would  not  stay  until  the  debate  had  con- 
cluded, and,  Uierefore,  when  we  took  a 
Division,  we  should  have  only  a  very 
small  House.  I  think  we  shall  really 
gain  time  by  adjourning  now,  and 
coming  fresh  to  this  subject  on  Monday 
or  Tuesday.  I  may  say  that  I  think  it 
would  facilitate  debates  very  greatly  if 
the  Government  were  willing,  as  a 
rule,  to  adjoutn  at  about  1  o'clock ;  be- 
cause the  only  effect  of  resisting  Mo- 
tions for  adjournment  after  that  hour  is 
to  waste  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(ifr.  PieUm.) 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
join  in  the  appeal  wlucfa  has  been  made 
to  the  Government  to  allow  us  to  go 
home.  Half-past  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing is  far  too  late,  or  rather  far  too 
earlpr,  an  hour  at  which  to  discuss  any 
subject  whatever.  I  know,  Sir,  from 
communications  I  have  received,  that 
my  constituents  are  of  opinion  that  1 1 
o'clock  is  the  hour  at  which  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House  ought  to  close,  and  I 
am  perfectly  certain  that  they  would 
entertain  a  very  poor  opinion  of  my  cha- 
racter if  they  knew  I  was  here  at  half- 
past  2  in  the  morning.  It  is  a  well- 
known  physiological  fact  that^  after  12 
o'olook  at  night,  the  emotional  centres  of 
the  braia  are  unduly  excited.  Thai  is 
s  sound  reason  why  we  should  not  fly 
into  the  fisoe  of  natorsi  and  attempt  to 
parry  on  discussions  at  these  prepos- 


terous hours.  There  is  also  an  espeoial 

reason,  applicable  to  the  present  occa- 
sion, why  we  should  not  go  on  any 
longer.  We  have  arrived  at  a  very  in- 
teresting and  a  very  important  point  in 
a  very  important  Bule.  We  have  dis- 
cussed the  closure  under  this  Bule,  and 
we  have  now  come  to  the  troatmeot  of 
Amendments.  Hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  must  recognize  that  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  a  multiplicity  of  Amend- 
ments must  be  a  very  different  one  to 
that  required  to  deal  with  an  undue  pro- 
longation of  debate  in  the  House ;  it  is 
a  question  of  very  great  difficulty  and 
del  icacy.  The  Amendmeut  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Ohilders) 
Is  of  a  very  important  character.  It  is 
attended  with  some  difficulty,  and  it  re- 
qi^ires  to  be  studied  in  relation  not  only 
to  its  own  terms,  but  to  every  word  of 
the  Bule  into  which  it  is  proposed  to  be 
introduced ;  and,  not  having  the  words 
of  the  Amendment  in  print,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  us  to  form  a  judgment  of  the 
whole  effect.  These  are  abundant  and 
adequate  reasons  why  we  should  not 
attempt  to  continue  -the  discussion 
now. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  hope  I  am  correct  in  thinking  I  detect 
some  gleams  of  a  compromise  in  the 
manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  I  am  quite 
sure  he  will  consider  a  suggestion  I  can 
offer  in  a  leasonaUe  spirit.  It  is  wholly 
impossible  fbr  ns  to  oontinae  the  debate 
to-night  on  thia  particular  point.  I 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  take  tiiat  as 
conceded.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  go 
te  a  Division  immediately,  and  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  is  negatived,  we  shall  have 
lost  all  trance  of  impressing  the  minda 
of  the  Government  and  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  has  shown  himself  open 
to  the  consideration  of  thin  point.  We 
shall  lose  a  valuable  opportunity,  for  it 
is  rather  a  hard  case  to  go  on  with  the 
discussion  now.  Will  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  con- 
sider with  his  Friends — I  put  it  to  him 
tentetively — Suppose  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  withdrawn,  in- 
stead of  being  negatived,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  uo  Pirst  Lord  consider 
tiie  point  raised  between  now  and  the 
next  ooeasiott  when  this  Bule  is  under 
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diBOUBBion,  and  in  a  reeponaible  spirit  ? 
The  noble  Marquess  has  shown  himself 
reasooable  so  far  as  his  views  go,  though 
we  do  not  agree  with  them.  I  have  no 
right  to  make  the  suggestion  to  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Mr.  Ghilders);  but  if  he 
does  agree  to  it,  will  the  Government 
undertake  to  consider  in  a  reasonable 
spirit  before  the  next  occasion  what  is  at 
the  bottom  of  this  oontention  for  which 
we  have  been  ekuggling?  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  idea  finds  favour  with 
those  around  me ;  I  hope  it  may,  and  it 
will  show  we  have  no  desire  to  prolong 
this  discussion,  while  we  desire,  as  every* 
body  must  who  has  had  experience  of 
these  things,  the  evils  of  a  prolonged 
Sitting.  We  desire  to  spare  ourselveB 
and  the  officers  of  the  House  as  much  as 
possible ;  do  not  lot  us  stay  here  over  a 
profitless  wrangle.  I  know  there  has 
been  some  interchange  of  views  in  the 
Lobby  between  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentlemcui  and  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  I  hope  they  have 
seen  their  way  to  indicate  some  release 
iVom  our  diBagreeable  position.  I  appeal 
to  the  Government,  under  the  circum- 
stanoes,  seeing  that  this  proposal  has 
come  trom  a  distduguished  and  authori- 
tative Boorce,  seang  the  great  amount  of 
feeling  that  is  manifeBted  by  a  great 
many  of  us,  and  seeing  that  we  nave 
arrived  at  this  late  hour,  I  am  not  un- 
reasonable in  making  the  sn^estion  in 
which  I  hope  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  will  participate,  that  the 
Amendment,  instead  of  being  negatived, 
should  be  withdrawn,  aUowing  the 
matter  to  germinate  in  the  minds  of  the 
Government  for  the  next  day  or  two.  I 
offer  the  suggestion  in  no  factious  spirit, 
but  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  a  desire 
for  a  reasonable  release  from  the  impant 
in  which  we  find  ourselves. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  I  have  had  no 
oommunicotion  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  and  his 
proposal  comes  before  us  without  any 
suggestion  from  myself.  I  can  only  say 
I  desire  to  be  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  House.  I  regret  sincerely  the  sort 
of  imptuM  we  have  reached,  and  I  will 
do  anything  in  my  power  to  release  the 
House  from  this  position.  I  am  c^uite 
prepared,  if  the  House  desires  it,  to 
withdraw  my  Motion,  trusting  to  the 
Government  to  consider,  between  this 

Mr.  T.  M.  B^aly 
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and  Tuesday,  in  what  way  they  can 
deal  with  the  very  important  question 
to  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  draw 
attention.  I  fully  admit  that  the 
Amendment  is  of  a  character  that  re- 
quires Notice ;  but  I  have  explained  it 
was  out  of  my  power  to  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper.  I  would  propose  then  not  to 
postpone,  but  to  withdraw  my  Motion, 
and  it  would,  I  think,  be  unusual  to 
refuse  to  allow  me  to  do  so.  I  heg 
leave  to  ask  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  8F£AK£H:  There  is  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SBflTH :  I  am  act  quite 
sure  if  I  am  in  Order  in  referring  to 
another  Motion  the  right  hon..  Gentle- 
man has  intimated  his  intention  to  make. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seeks  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment;  I  offer  no  oppo- 
sition; but  it  must  not  be  understood 
that  we  enter  into  any  engagement  with 
regard  to  that  Amendment,  simply  be- 
cause I  do  not  see  my  way  to  meet  the 
object  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires, 
and  it  is  not  my  way  to  hold  out  expec- 
tations that  X  do  not  see  my  way  to  ful- 
fil. I  offer  no  opposition  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  would  aug- 
gest  after  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  my  hon.  Sriend  (Mr.  Fiotan) 
may  wi^draw  fais  Motion  tot  the  Ad- 
journment. 

Mb.  PICTON  :  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS:  I  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdnwn. 

Main  Question,  as  amended  again 
proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  fHnrthtr  aifowmfd  till  TWnby 
next. 

MOTIONS. 
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AND  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  UotioD  of  Mr  Attorney  Ueneral,  Bill  to 
ooaaoltdate  uid  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
f  ttodntent  Marks  on  Merchandiu,  ordtrtd  to 
bt  brangjit  ia  bj  Mr.  Attonwr  OenenU,  Baron 
Be  Wonu,  and  Ur.  Stuart*  Wortley. 
BmjmwwCerf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 94 .] 

House  adjoamed  at  a  quarter 
bolcae  Three  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS. 
JTrnt^y,  \^th  March,  1887. 


UNnTES J— 8at  TtasT  m  Pabz.iaiisiit— The 
Bail  <tf  (Aerterfleld,  after  the  death  of  his 
father. 

Pram-  Bills — First  lUading  -  Smoke  Nuiaanoe 

Abatement  (Metropolis)  *  (43). 
&cmn(  Seadiny — Uaaway  and  Canal  Traffic* 

(S3] ;  Inonmbents  of  Bm^cee  Loans  Ezten* 

mn  Act  (1886)  Amendment*  (39) ;  Chardi 

Site*  (Compolaory  Powers  Repeal)  *  (22). 
OmmttUt—JutUotm'  Jurisdiction*  (24). 
Tkird  JlMrfiN0— Truro  Bishopric  and  Chapter 

Acts  Amendment  *  (33),  and  passed. 
fvmuoKXL  Oania  Bill — ^r»t  Staiing  — 

Local   GKnremment   (Ireland)  (limniok 

Watar)*(42). 

BAILVAT  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 
(Tks  Lord  Stnltj/ of  Freston,) 

(vo.  32.)  VEoasD  BSADma. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead 
ingiead. 

The  FEEStDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Lord  Stanley  of  Pbeston), 
in  DtOTtng  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
womd  time,  said :  Hy  Lords,  the  sub- 
ject has  more  than  once  been  brought 
berore  Parliament  in  "  another  place  ;" 
bat,  owing  to  certun  ioroumstances  this 
jatr,  it  was  thought  that  it  would  per- 
upt  be  aa  odraataga  to  introduce  the 
BiU  this  time  in  yoni  Iiordships'  House, 
ud  to  hare  a  certain  amount  of  discos- 
rim  u^ma  the  proposals  made,  in  order 
to  see  what  is  necessary  to  be  done,  and 
whatmodificftdon  m^  become  advisable, 
ud  whether  uiy  farther  application  may 
be  made  for  the  safety  and  welfare  of  the 
community.  As  this  is  the  first  time  the 
sabject  luu  been  introduced  into  this 
House,  I  will  ask  your  Lordshijw'  per- 
nuasion  to  refer  to  the  l^ialation  that 
bw  token  pUee  with  reganl  to  it  in  past 


times.   I  thick,  in  connection  with  this 
subject,  it  is  important  to  remember  that 
the  starting  point  of  Railway  legislation 
was  somewhat  difterent  from  tiie  point 
of  view  in  which  we  regard  it  now. 
Railway  legislation  started  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  Railway  was  a 
common  highway  for  the  public,  and 
that  it  replaced  and  represfflited  the  or- 
(Uoaiy  high  road ;  and  Railway  Oom- 
paoiea  were  tiierc^re  regarded  ratiier 
as  owners  than  carriers,  and  they  were 
dealt  with  in  that  respect.   But  they 
gradually  acquired  the  whole  of  the  car- 
rying way,  as  well  as  the  ownership; 
and,  therefore,  legislation  has  to  deal 
with  them  in  the  double  capacify — ^first, 
as  owners  of  the  road ;  aod,  secondly,  as 
carriers  on  their  own  lines.    I  believe 
that,  by  Common  Law,  it  was  the  duty 
of  a  carrier  to  accept  and  carry  all  goods 
offered,  according  to  a  particular  agree- 
ment and  for  reasonable  compeusatiou ; 
but  h6  might  carry  for  payment  ^ssen- 
gers  at  a  low  rate,  or  even  gratis.  In 
fact,  there  was  nothing  whatever  to  pre- 
vent him  from  adopting  a  preferential 
tariff.  Therefore,  when  Rfulways  super- 
seded other  modes  <d  transit,  we  had  to 
consider  how  far  restriottona  dtiould  be 
made  b^ond  those  imposed  by  Common 
Law  on  persona  who  had  come  to  be  re- 
garded as  common  carriers.  Conse- 
quently, it  was  first  done  by  the  insertion 
of  special  clauses  in  any  new  Act.  Next, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  this 
House  required  clauses  to  be  inserted  in 
every  Bill,  giving  the  names  of  the  car- 
riers, and  in  1845,  the  Railway  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act  embodied  in  a  general 
Act  the  clauses  it  was  thought  expedient 
to  retain  in  all  Railway  Acts  passed  by 
Parliament.  In  order  to  show  the  spirit 
in  which  these  Acts  deal  with  the  Com- 
panies, I  may  refer  to  the  86th  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1845,  which  shows  clearly 
the  double  capacity  in  which  the  Rail- 
way Oompanies  at  that  time  acted,  and 
which  amr  empowering  the  Oompanies 
to  use  looomotive  engines,  and  to  acquire 
carriages  and  waggons  to  be  propelled 
thereby,  and  so  forth,  further  empowered 
them  to  make  such  reasonable  charges 
as  they  might  determine  in  respect  of 
them,  not  exceeding  the  toll  authorized 
by  their  special  Act.   Railway  legisla- 
tion may  he  broadly  divided  into  two 
parts— first,  that  of  construction;  and, 
secondly,  that  of  combination ;  and 
the  divmlng  line  may  be  drawn  be- 


Digilized  by 


1S7       JZoiViroy  and  Canal  {LOBDS} 


Trafie  BiU. 


128 


tveeil  the  yean  1845  and  1848.  Be- 
tween those  years  Tarioas  Oommittees 
eat,  and  one  of  them  led  to  the 
BiU  which  was  introduced  in  1854, 
and  which  really  forms,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  the  starting  point  of  Bail- 
way  legislation.  That  dealt  with  two 
matters — namely,  it  endeavoured  to  pre- 
vent undue  preference,  and  to  facilitate 
the  forwarding  of  traffic.  That  Act  con- 
tinued in  operation  from  1854  to  1867, 
during  which  there  was  no  general 
legislation,  and,  so  far  as  I  understand, 
no  inquiry.   Various  charges  and  com- 

Slaints  having  been  made,  the  Bailway 
'ommission  was  appointed  in  1865, 
under  the  Presidency  of  the  Dake  of 
Devonahire.  That  Oommission  went  in 
great  detail  into  tiie  various  matters  that 
oame  before  it,  and  it  specially  addressed 
itself  to  the  ineq^uality  of  the  rates  and 
fares,  and  the  inequality  of  treatment 
under  similar  circumstaaces ;  and,  espe- 
cially, it  considered  the  question  of  the 
restrictions  which  might  be  necessary  or 
advisable  to  impose  on  the  Bailway 
Companies  in  respect  of  fares.  The 
Commission  found  themselves  face  to 
face  with  a  problem  that  was  one  of 
great  difficulty,  as  to  how  far  the  in- 
equality of  rates  and  fares  established 
under  uie  Bailway  Act  afifected  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  rights  of  the  public  on  the  other. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  carrying 
trade  brought  the  Bailwapr  Companies 
into  oompetition  with  camm  fay  water 
and  on  the  high  roads,  and  frequently 
Oompaniea  had  to  reduce  their  rates 
below  what  they  were  obliged  by  tiieir 
Acta  to  do,  in  order  to  bring  the  traffic 
on  their  own  lines.  The  Commission 
reported,  and  the  effect  of  their  Beport 
was  that  they  did  not  consider  it 
would  be  expedient,  even  if  practicable, 
to  adopt  any  legislation  that  would 
abolish  the  freedom  Bailway  Companies 
enjoyed,  to  charge  what  rates  and  fares 
seemed  expedient  to  them.  In  1872,  a 
strong  Joint  Committee  was  appointed 
of  the  Members  of  both  Houses.  They 
made  a  voluminons  and  interestiDg  Be- 
port, and  one  of  the  chief  results  of  that 
Committee  was  the  Bill  introduced,  under 
which  the  present  Bailway  Commission 
was  appointed.  That  Commission,  it  is 
right  to  say,  has,  under  great  difficul- 
ties, discha^ied  its  duties  throughly 
well ;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  in  all 
the  proposals  that  were  made  in  regard 
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to  Bailway  legislation,  no  proposal  has 
ever  been,  made  to  abolish  the  Commis* 
sioners  in  the  sense  of  doing  away  with 
their  duties.  So  far,  up  to  the  present 
time,  ihe  Act  of  1872  is  amply  justified. 
The  next  time  when  the  question  of 
Bailway  legislation  was  brought  before 
Parliament  was  in  "  another  place,"  be- 
fore the  Committee  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley.  That  Committee 
sat  in  1881  and  1882,  and  made  nume- 
rous recommendations,  many  of  which 
your  Lordships  will  find  embodied  in 
the  present  Bill.  I  perhaps  ought  not, 
in  this  short  review  of  Bailway  legisla- 
tion, to  pass  by  a  Bill,  introduced  also 
in  "another  place"  by  Ur.  Chambn- 
lain,  founded  on  somewhat  more  am- 
bitious lines  than  those  which  preceded 
it,  and  which  was  withdrawn  for  reasons 
which  it  is  not  necessary  here  to  specify ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  of  that  Bui  that 
it  was  carefully  considered,  that  it  was 
a  bold  attempt  to  arrive  at  a  solution 
of  the  subject,  and  perhaps  it  was  the 
fact  of  the  dimensions  of  the  Bill  that 
somewhat  prejudiced  its  passing  in 
"  another  place."  That  BiU  dropped,  and 
the  following  year  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies introduced  Bills  of  their  own 
regulating  the  charges  and  ratee,  and 
dealing  with  the  general  question  of 
traffic  again ;  but  there  was  a  general 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Commons  that  that  was  not  work  which 
should  be  done  by  Private  Bills,  but 
that  it  should  rather  be  done  by  a  general 
and  comprehensiTe  Bill  intioduced  on 
the  authority  of  the  Government  in 
power.  I  oome,  then,  to  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  in  "another  place"  l^ 
my  immediate  Predecessor  in  my  present 
Office  (Mr.  Mundella).  Though  that 
BiU  met,  on  the  whole,  with  a  favour- 
able reception,  and  was  read  a  second 
time,  events  of  which  we  are  all  aware 
prevented  its  further  progress,  and  the 
subject  up  to  the  present  time  has  re- 
mained undetermined.  In  presenting 
this  Bill  I  cannot  but  acknowledge  the 
assistance  which  I  have  received  in  the 
discussions  that  have  taken  place,  and 
the  negotiations  between  the  various 

Sarties  concerned.  Whatever  may  be 
iffioult  or  unsatisfactory,  in  conneo- 
tion  with  the  snlnect,  it  is  at  least 
satis&ctory  to  feel  that  there  practioaUy 
have  been  no  difficulties  of  Party  and 
no  other  consideration,  save  an  earnest 
desire  to  arrive  at  an  honest  opinion  in 
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regard  to  the  various  prOTisions  of  the 
Bill;  and  that  the  same  general  policy 
appears  to  have  been  underlying  the 
proposed  action  in  all  the  Bills  proposed, 
thotigh  it  may  have  differed  in  detail, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  in  degree.  I 
have  said  that  the  Commission  of  1873 
has  worked  well.  I  believe  that  is  the 
general  opinion.  On  the  whole,  it  bas 
done  good  service,  and  has  been  pro- 
ductive of  good.  It  has  checked  a  good 
many  evils,  and  it  has  also,  I  believe,  in 
some  respect  aeted  as  a  deterrent  to 
extreme  measures.  The  decisions  have, 
in  the  main,  given  sattsfaetioa  to  the 
trading  community;  and  if  it  has  not 
done  ul  that  was  expected,  that  was  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place,  its  jurisdiction 
has  been  limited  by  the  Courts  of  Law 
acting  by  etrtiorari,  or  by  prohibition, 
and  it  has  been  extremely  difficult  for  the 
Oommissioners  to  follow  any  fixed  line 
of  construction  upon  which  the  various 
Courts  have  acted.  In  the  Bill  which  I 
ask  your  Lordships  now  to  read  a  second 
time,  though  the  constitution  of  the 
Commission  will  be  somewhat  altered, 
we  propose  to  renew  it,  and  we  hope  to 
•trengthen  it.  The  Bill  differs  in  many 
essential  details  from  the  Bill  introduced 
in  "another  place"  last  year;  but  it 
follows  the  same  subiect,  and,  together 
with  that  Bill,  it  follows  the  principle 
of  exdo^g  questions  connected  with 
aafety,  or  with  passenger  traffic.  We 
think,  on  the  whole,  if  the  Bill  is  to  pass 
through  Parliament  at  present,  it  is  per- 
haps wise  to  limit  its  provisions  to  the 
establishment  of  a  Commission,  and  to 
the  question  of  rates  and  other  similar 
matters,  and  to  postpone,  or  at  all 
events  to  put  aside  at  the  present  time, 
any  idea  of  the  larger  questions  relating 
to  passenger  traffic,  which  I  am  afraid 
are  thorny  enough  in  themselves.  As  I 
have  said,  we  renew  the  Commission, 
thoudh  we  slightly  alter  its  constitution. 
The  Bill  introduced  by  my  Predecessor 
established  a  Oommission,  consisting  of 
one  Judge  of  the  High  Coart  in  each 
country — that  is,  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland — who  was  to  act  as  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Commissbn,  and  who  was 
to  be  assisted  by  two  permanent  Com- 
missioners. It  had  been  suggested  that 
the  Commission  should  be  established 
with  two  Commissimiera,  and  with  the 
Chief  Commissioner  having  legal  ex- 
perience. There  was  much  said  for 
that  proposiU ;  but  the  arguments  on  the 
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other  hand  were  not  without  weight. 
There  were  those  who  held  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner,  even  though  tech- 
nically of  legal  experience,  might  not 
have  sufficient  weight  to  define  questions 
of  law  which  might  be  far-reaching  in 
thetr  effect,  and  whioh  might  vitally 
affect  the  Bailway  legislation  and  the 
general  legislation  of  the  country.  We 
uiought  there  was  weight  in  these  ob- 
jections. On  the  other  hand,  I  did  not 
feel  that  the  greater  portion  of  the  work 
of  the  Bailway  Commission  would  be 
such  as  would  justify  and  render  it  de- 
sirable for  us  to  use  the  power  of  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  High  Court  on 
matters  which,  in  some  cases,  might  be 
almost  administrative.  We  thought  we 
should  beet  meet,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
desire  that  there  should  be  the  power  of 
dealing  with  matters  on  the  spot,  and 
regulating  any  small  detail ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  thought  we  should  best 
meet  the  arguments  of  those  who  urged, 
as  we  felt  very  truly,  the  necessity  of 
bringing  in  the  power  of  a  Judge  in  the 
larger  cases,  by  constituting  the  Com- 
mission as  we  have  constituted  it  in  the 
present  Bill,  and  thus  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent getting  the  advantage  of  both  views. 
Your  Lordships  will  therefore  observe 
that  the  Bill  abolishes  the  existing 
Bailway  Commission,  and  establishes  in 
its  place  a  new  Oommission,  to  rit  in 
England,  or,  if  the  case  require  it,  in 
Scotland  or  Ireland.  There  will  be  three 
permanently- appointed  Commissioners 
and  three  «x  officio  Commissioners.  The 
three  appointed  Commissioners  will  con- 
sist of  a  Chief  Commissioner,  to  be  ap- 
pointed on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  is  to  be  a  lawyer 
of  experience,  and  two  lay  Members,  to 
be  appointed  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
one  of  whom,  at  least,  is  to  be  experi- 
enced in  Bailway  business  and  manage- 
ment. Of  the  ex  officio  Members,  one  is 
to  be  for  England,  one  for  Scotland,  and 
one  for  Ireland,  and  these  are  to  be 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  the  re- 
spective countries.  Whenever  a  ease  of 
importance  is  to  be  heard,  one  of  the 
ex  officio  CommissionerB  for  the  country 
in  which  the  case  is  being  heard  is  to 
attend  and  preside.  I  hope  it  will  not 
be  out  of  place  if,  in  passing,  I  express 
mpr  r^ret  that  the  qualifications  that 
will  be  required  of  the  new  Head  of 
the  Oommission  are  unfortunately  not 
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poesessed  by  the  present  Ohief  Com- 
mismoner.  During  all  the  troublous 
times  that  the  Sailway  Commission  has 
had  to  deal  with,  I  think  it  cannot  be 
eaid  too  strongly  that  Sir  I'rederick 
Feel,  the  Chief  Commissioner  under  the 
Act  of  1873,  has  exhibited  a  great 
amount  of  painstaking  care,  a  desire  to 
acquaint  himself  thoroughly  with  the 
duties  he  has  to  perform,  and  an  earnest 
wish  to  do  justice  between  the  parties 
which,  Taluable  as  these  may  be  in  any 
public  servant,  have  been  of  double 
Talue  in  the  position  which  Sir  Frederick 
Feel  occupied.  Though,  naturally,  hia 
deotBioDB,  like  dedsions  of  other  Judges, 
have  not  passed  unchallenged,  it  has,  I 
believe,  been  felt,  even  by  tiiose  who 
differed  from  him,  that  his  decisions 
hare  been  characterized  by  a  spirit  of 
ffumess  and  impartiality.  With  regard 
to  the  Commission  itself,  I  need  say  very 
little  in  addition  to  directing  attention 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  wish 
to  point  out  this,  and  to  emphasize  it, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners 
to  request  that  the  ex  officio  Bfember — 
that  is  the  Judge— shall  attend  the  hear- 
ing of  any  case  in  which  his  attendance 
is  expedient  for  the  better  performance 
of  their  duty,  and  that  that  shall  be 
necessary  at  the  hearing  of  an^f  case 
where  it  appears  that  the  determination 
of  it  shall  involve  points  of  law.  I 
have  been  ashed  whether  it  might  not 
be  found  expedient  to  allow  the  ex  officio 
OommiBsioner  to  attend  at  the  wish  of 
any  of  the  pu-tiea  who  are  concerned. 
That  matter  was  carefully  considered, 
and,  on  the  whole,  we  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  better  to  leave  the 
question  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  we  feel  certain  that,  acting 
on  their  responsibility,  if  an  appeal  was 
made  to  them  by  the  parties  to  whom 
they  thought  they  ougbt  in  justice  to 
have  rega^,  they  would  act  in  a  way 
that  would  give  satisfaction ;  and  we 
considered  it  was  better  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners than  with  the  parties.  We  have 
also  given  power  to  the  Commissioners 
to  award  to  the  complaining  party  who 
is  aggrieved,  aucb  damages  as  they 
think  just.  I  believe  that,  up  to  the 
present  time,  a  curious  anomaly  has  ex- 
isted—that a  complaint  may  be  brougjit 
before  the  Oommissioners,  that  it  may 
be  shown  that  it  was  perfectly  well  es- 
tablished, that  the  practice  complained 
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of  might  haTe  to  be  disoontiinied,  and 
an  Older  given  by  the  Commissioners 
that  it  woiUd  be  ducon^ued ;  but,  not- 
withstanding all  that,  in  respect  to  any 
damage  which  accrued  there  was  no 
remedy  before  the  Commissioners,  and 
the  party  aggrieved  had  to  go  and  seek 
a  remedy  elsewhere.  That  we  have  now 
remedied.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  appeals,  we  have  thought,  on  tbe 
whole,  that  it  was  best  that  no  appeal 
should  lie  from  the  Commissioners  on 
questions  of  fact  or  questions  of  Ueiu 
ttandi  ;  but,  subject  to  that  qualification, 
there  is  to  be  an  appeal  direct  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  county  in  which 
the  case  is  heard,  with  the  further  right 
of  appeal  by  leave  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  know  there  are  some  who  are  against 
allowing  frequency  of  appeaL  It  is 
Uiought  that  victory  may  rest  with  those 
who  have  Uie  longest  purse,  rather  than 
with  those  who  may  have  right  upon 
their  side.  But  I  believe  that  a  great 
change  of  opinion  in  that  respect  has 
taken  place  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
trading  community,  formerly  most  op- 
posed to  those  frequent  appeals.  Whe- 
ther there  is  not  an  advantage  on  one 
side  as  well  as  the  other,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say ;  but  I  believe  that  this 
provision  is  freely  accepted  by  the  pablic 
at  large.  I  now  pass  to  another  part  of 
the  Bill,  which  more  direoUy  affects  our 
Farliamentary  procedure.  Clause  24 
deals  with  revised  claemfication  of  traffic 
and  preferential  rates.  It  provides  that 
every  Railway  Oompany,  12  months 
after  the  commeneement  of  this  Act, 
shall  submit  to  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
revised  classification  of  traffic  and 
Schedule  of  proposed  maximum  rates 
and  charges.  When  the  scheme  baa 
been  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  made  public  in  such  a  way  as  msy 
be  directed,  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
then  consider  that  classification  and  the 
maximum  rates  of  charge,  and  any  ob- 
jections thereto  which  they  may  receive. 
If,  after  hearing  all  the  parties,  the 
Board  of  Trade  come  to  a  satisfactory 
ag^ement  with  the  Railway  Oompany 
as  to  the  classification  and  Schedule, 
they  are  to  embody  the  classification  and 
Schedule  in  a  Provisional  Order,  and 
make  a  Report  thereon  to  Parliament ; 
and  as  wm  as  possible  after  making  the 
FMvisional  Order,  they  are  to  take  care 
that  a  Bill  is  introduced  into  either 
House  of  Parliament,  and  this  Fieri* 
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sional  Order  will,  if  approved  by  Parlia- 
ment, pass  into  law  without  any  further 
(^po^tion.  Up  to  this  point  my  Ftede- 
cessor  and  myself  are  agreed ;  but  as  I 
found  matters  as  they  were  left  in  Uie 
draft  of  the  Bill  and  in  the  amended  Bill, 
if  the  Bailway  Companies  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  did  not  come  to  an 
agreement  ss  to  the  Company's  classifi- 
cation and  Schedules,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  determine  what,  in  their 
opinion,  should  be  the  claBsiGcation  and 
Schedule,  and  will  make  a  Beport  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  on  the  subject. 
I  submit  to  your  Lordships  that  that  is 
a  position  of  affairs  which  does  not  ap- 
pear to  be  Tery  satisfactory.  It  was 
thought  tiiat  public  opinion  would  have 
■ufflment  weight  to  make  the  Railway 
Companies  come  to  an  ^;reement  with 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  X  am  bound  to 
say  that  it  seems  a  pooedore  derogatory 
to  the  dignity  of  Parliament  that  a  dila- 
tory or  remcitrant  Bailway  Company 
should  hare  power  to  bring  matters  to  a 
deadlock  by  avoiding  a  duty  which  Par- 
liament has  put  u{>oa  them.  I  am  by 
no  means  anxious,  if  it  can  be  avoided, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  take  the 
initiative  in  this  matter ;  and  as  far  as 
possible  it  has  been  our  object  that  the 
initiative  should  be  taken  by  the  Bail- 
way  Company;  but  as  some  one  must 
act,  it  is  better  that  the  initiative  should 
be  taken  by  that  Department  than  that 
it  shall  be  a  matter  of  uncertainty.  The 
Bill  provides  that  after  the  lapse  of  one 
Session,  during  which  the  Board  of 
Tnds  Beport  will  have  been  before  the 
public,  it  will  be  open  to  the  Bailway 
Oompony  to  apply  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  embody  the  scheme  proposed 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  a  Provisional 
Order ;  or  if  the  Bailway  Compa:^  did 
not  take  action  in  the  matter,  the  Board 
of  Trade  may  embody  the  scheme  pre- 
pared by  them  in  a  Provisional  Oraer, 
which,  when  introduced  into  Parliament, 
will  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
before  whom  the  Bailway  Company  or 
any  objectors  will  be  able  to  appear  in 
order  to  oppose,  as  in  the  case  of  a  Pri- 
vate Bill.  In  any  case,  the  classification 
and  Schedule  ultimately  approved  by 
Parliament  will  become  the  omasification 
and  Schedule  of  the  Bailway  Company 
in  place  of  its  existing  rates  and  cfaargea. 
One  word  to  remove  a  misinterpretation 
which  has  come  to  my  knowledge,  and 
that  is,  that  it  has  been  supposed  tiiat 
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from  time  to  time  the  Bailway  Company 
would  be  subjected  to  a  re-clasdfication 
of  rates.  This  is  not  the  way  in  which 
we  view  this  Bill.   We  think,  and  it  is 

grovided  in  the  Bill,  that  the  rates  and 
ohednles  might  be  proposed  on  the 
assumption  that  it  is  a  fixed  classifica- 
tion and  a  fixed  maximum,  until,  at  all 
events,  Parliamentaiy  powers  are  given 
to  supersede  them.  Now  comes  a  clause 
— 25 — on  which  I  am  afraid  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  will  necessarily  take 
place,  and  that  is  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  what  constitutes  undue  pre- 
ference. We  have  provided  in  that  clause, 
that  inequalities  of  charges  to  different 
traders  and  districts,  and  difference  in 
treatment  of  goods  forwarded  on  the 
goods  being  British  or  foreign,  are  to 
constitute  primd  faeit  an  undue  prefer- 
ence and  to  be  prohibited ;  but  the  tti- 
bunal  which  deals  with  any  such  case  is 
to  have  power,  in  edition  to  other  cir- 
cumstances which  are  now  held  to  jus- 
tify inequality,  to  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  the  preferential  rates  and 
chaises,  or  the  difference  in  treatment, 
are  necessary  to  secure  traffic.  I  am 
aware  that  we  are  introducing  a  vexed 
question  when  we  admit  the  words — 
"  preferential  rates  in  order  to  secure 
traffic."  I  am  aware  that,  from  the  one 
side,  it  will  be  pressed  upon  us  that  this 
shoiild  be  omitted  from  the  Bill ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  it  will  be  held 
that  Bailway  Companies  should  bare 
the  greatest  possible  freedom  in  carrying 
on  preferential  rates.  I  may,  however, 
point  out  that  there  are  not  only  the 
producers  and  the  Bailway  Companies 
to  be  oonndered,  but  Uiat  there  is  a 
third  and  more  vital  interest  tiion  either 
— ^nameW,  the  interest  of  the  consnmera, 
and  we  have,  at  all  events,  endeavoured 
to  provide  tha^  as  far  as  ^onible,  there 
shall  be  similar  rates  in  similar  circum- 
stances. Practically,  however,  it  is 
satirfactory  to  observe  that  on  the  re- 
presentations made  on  this  subject  on 
the  part  of  the  trading  communily,  a 
great  deal  has  been  dropped,  and  there 
seems  on  all  sides  to  be  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation which  I  think  augurs  well  for 
the  success  of  this  Bill.  Equality  of 
mileage  is  no  longer  pressed.  It  also 
seems  to  be  tacitiy  admitted  that  there 
must  be  different  terms  for  wholesale 
and  retail  goods.  In  other  words,  a 
person  forwarding,  or  agreeing  to  for- 
ward, 1,000  tons,  or  600  tons,  for  a 
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lengthened  period,  or  under  particular 
ciroumetanoes,  or  on  a  particular  line, 
has  a  fair  claim  to  be  placed  on  a  pre- 
ferential footing*  to  those  who,  though 
they  might  send  their  traffle  on  we 
same  line,  do  so  in  small  qturatities  and 
at  irregular  Interrale.  llus  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  consumers,  which  must 
not  necessarily  be  left  on  one  side ;  and 
I  therefore  think  it  is  only  right  to  allow 
the  Commissioners  to  take  such,  matters 
into  their  consideration.  We  also  think 
that  preferential  rates,  in  order  to  secure 
traffic,  is  a  matter  which,  in  the  interests 
of  the  consumer,  cannot  be  left  out  of 
eight.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  in  this 
country  there  is  hardly  a  Bailway  which 
is  not,  in  one  form  or  another,  subject 
to  the  severest  competition  by  sea.  If 
we  are  not  to  allow  this  competitional 
sea-rate  to  be  taken  into  consideration, 
two  things  would  follow.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Bailways  in  many  oases  would 
not  allow  Buoh  through  traffic;  tbey 
would  not,  in  fisot,  be  enabled  to  carry 
die  traffic ;  and,  therefore,  that  impor- 
tant channel  of  communication  between 
the  producer  and  the  consumer  would  be 
blocked  up;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  sea  traffic,  in  the'  absence  of  com- 
peting lines,  would  be  left  to  increase 
its  charges.  Practically,  the  consumer 
would,  in  either  case,  be  placed  in  a 
worse  position  for  receiving  his  goods 
than  at  the  present  time.  Similarly,  the 
producer,  at  a  great  distance,  would  find 
himsdf  utterly  excluded  from  a  market 
where  he  now,  at  all  events,  competes 
on  fair  terms  of  equality,  to  the  general 
advantage.  It  must  be  granted  that  in 
some  of  these  instances  there  is  a  great 
appearance  of  hardship.  When  people 
see  through  traffic  oazried  at  a  special 
rate,  which,  is  not  granted  to  them, 
naturally  there  ia  a  feelinx  of  hardship 
produced  in  reference  to  the  granting  of 
epedal  rates,  and  the  Uoremment  have 
thought  it  right  to  give  the  Oommis- 
sioners  under  the  Bui  a  discretionary 
power.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
first  consideration  in  this  matter  is  to 
be  given  to  the  interests  of  the  general 
public;  and  if  the  words  I  am  here 
dealing  with  are  thought,  when  the  Bill 
is  in  Committee,  not  to  be  sufficiently 
clear  or  strong  to  define  this  object  or 
interest,  I  shul  be  ready  to  adopt  any 
suggestion  to  make  them  clearer.  Ihe 
awtt  clause  to  which  I  wish  to  rafer  is 
the  Arbitration  (^ause,  the  effect  of 
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which  will  be  that  any  officer,  or  num- 
ber of  officers,  of  a  Bailway  Company, 
if  they  feel  aggrieved,  may  complain  to 
the  Board  of  Trade;  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  wiU  make  a  representation  to  the 
Company,  and  lAe  Com^ny  will  give  a 
public  explanation,  and  in  that  way  an 
efibrt  will  be  made  to  bring  about  an 
amicable  settlement  of  the  grievance. 
This  system  has  been  found  to  work 
satisfactorily  in  America  and  elsewhere, 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  beneficial  in  this 
country.  I  must,  however,  point  out 
that  the  Bill  differs  in  one  respect  from 
that  which  was  introduced  in  "  another 
place  "  last  year.  In  deUing  with  the 
traffic  of  the  country,  the  Government 
feel  that  they  cannot  leave  out  the  ques- 
tion of  Canal  traffic ;  and,  therefore, 
clauses  have  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
dealing  with  various  questions  affecting 
thattraffinandCanalCompanies.  Insome 
places  in  the  country  Canal  traffic  has 
fallen  off  through  special  mroumstances, 
and  cannot  be  revived;  but  tiiere  are 
many  other  places  were  it  may  be  revived 
and  encouraged,  and  where,  with  proper 
facilities,  Canals  may  be  made  to  serve 
the  public  interests  much  more  than  at 
present,  especially  in  parts  of  the  coun- 
try which  are  not  now  adequately  served 
by  the  Bailway  Companies.  That  was 
also  the  view  of  the  strong  Joint  Com- 
mittee which  sat  in  1873,  and  the  object 
of  this  part  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  facili- 
ties for  the  development  of  Canal  traffic 
where  it  can  be  revived  in  the  public 
interest.  Hany  of  the  Canals  are  held 
by  Bailway  Companies,  and  it  is  an  evil 
which  must  be  yarded  against.  The 
Bailway  Companies  have  not  felt  them- 
selves prohibited  by  the  existing  law 
from  acquiring  such  a  predominatiI^g 
interest  in  the  Canal  Compamea  aa 
practically  to  place  the  Canals  under 
the  control  of  the  Bailwa3rB,  Therefore, 
we  have  introduced  a  clause  on  the  sub- 
ject providing  that  no  Director  or  officer 
of  a  Bailway  Company  shall,  vrithout 
authority,  use,  or  permit  the  use,  of  any 
part  of  the  Company's  funds  for  Uie  pur- 
pose of  acquiring  an;^  Oaual  interest  Ac. 
As  regards  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  I 
cannot  think  that  much  objection  will 
be  made  to  them  as  to  matters  of  prin- 
ciple. One  argument  whidi,  howevert 
may  be  used  against  the  Bill  is  that  tiie 
introduction  ot  such  a  measure  ia  aa 
act  of  confiscation — that  it  is  dealinv 
with  property  which  ooght  to  be  hsM 
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entirely  sacred.  It  is  argued  that  Bail- 
wayi  derive  their  rates  and  Schedules 
as  concessions,  on  the  faith  of  vhich 
they  hare  invested  their  money,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  will  amount  to  conBs- 
cation  in  altering  them  adversely.  On  the 
same  grounds,  it  maybe  said  that  any  Bill 
affecting  the  interests  of  a  Bailway  Com- 

Euy  is  one  of  confiscation ;  but  your 
ordships  will  hardly  think  it  necessary 
that  I  ahottld,  either  on  behali  of  my- 
Belf,  or  those  who  sit  near  me,  disclaim 
and  repudiate  any  intention  of  that 
kind,  or  deny  that  the  Bill  before  us 
has  been  introdnoed  with  any  snch  ob- 
ject. It  is  amply  based  upon  an  earnest 
deure  to  remedy  a  state  of  affairs  which 
has  grown  up,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment does  not  think  should  be  continued. 
It  can  hardly  be  supposed,  for  a  moment, 
that  the  Government,  in  the  infancy  of 
tbeBailways,  before  traffic  was  developed 
in  the  slightest  degree — before  it  was 
known  or  thought  to  what  this  great  in- 
tnest  should  grow — that,  under  those 
rircnmstanceSf  the  Government  could 
hand  over  Uie  whole  traffic  of  the  coun- 
try to  private  persons,  blind  to  the  ge- 
neral interests,  without  any  power  of 
alteration  whatever  hereafter.  Further 
than  that,  there  has  been  taken,  in 
almost  every  Private  Bill  that  comes  be- 
fore Parliament,  powers  that  nothing 
contained  in  that  Bill  shall  affect  the 
provisions  of  any  general  Act.   If  I 
want  further  evidence,  I  might  oite  the 
Standing  Order  of  this  House,  which 
provides  that  no  Company  shall  alter 
its  maximum  rates  until  a  Ileport  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  thereupon  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  this  House.  Assuming 
that  that  Report  is  not  meant  to  be  en- 
tirely valueless,  it  is  clear  that  there  is 
intended  to  preserve  to  Parliament  that 
general  controlling  power  which  I  con- 
tend Parliament  has  never  in  any  way 
^ven  up.    But  there  is  another  argu- 
nmt.  It  may  be  said  that  tfatue  powers 
having  once  been  granted  ought  to  be 
regar^d  as  unalterable.   But  how  can 
B^way  Oompanies  make  QBO  of  that 
ttgoment  if  they  come  to  Parliament 
and  aak  that  their  maximum  rates  should 
be  inenaaed  ¥  Several  Bailway  Com- 
panisf— for  instance,  the  London  and 
Northwestern,  the  Midland,  and  two 
amaller  ones— have  come  to  Parliament 
with  that  request.    Surely,  those  who 
have  made  such  claims  upon  Parliament 
cannot,  in  aaj  way,  conacieutiouely  ub- 


ject  to  corresponding  claims  being  put 
forward  by  traders  upon  equitable 
grounds  to  a  judicial  tribunal.  The 
Bill,  therefore,  is  not  founded  upon  the 
principle  of  conGscation ;  but  it  has 
been  framed  with  an  earnest  desire  to 
remedy,  and  a  belief  that  it  will  remedy, 
an  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs  that 
has  grown  up,  and  that  it  will  terminate 
a  controversy  between  the  trading  and 
agricultural  classes  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  Bailway  Companies  on  the 
other.  We  hope  that  by  passing  this 
Bill,  or  passing  a  measure  in  this  direc- 
tion, that  Faruament  will  put  an  end  to 
a  state  of  affairs  that  cannot  continue 
longer  with  advantage.  One  word  of 
caution,  by  way  of  conclusion,  I  would 

five  to  the  great  Companies  concerned, 
base  are  not   days  in  which  any 
direct  powers  —  any   great  monopoly 
can  go  unquestioned;  and  certainly  the 
changes  that  have  taken  place  of  late 
years  have  been  such   that  Bepre- 
sentatives    in    "  another  place  *'  are 
brought  more  distinctly  and  clearly  into 
contact  with  the  wishes  and  desires 
of  those  they  represent.   In  such  a 
state  of  affairs  it  does  not  seem  wise 
that  this  controversy  shotild  be  pro- 
longed.  I  believe,  at  the  present  time, 
there  are  many  favourable  causes  which 
contribute  to  render  the  passage  of  this 
Bill  more  probable,  more  sure,  than 
would  be  the  case  at  any  other  time; 
and  I  cannot  but  feel  that  I  am  speak- 
ing in  the  interests  of  the  great  Com- 
panies who  believe  they  are  affected  by 
this  Bill,  when  I  say  they  would  be 
wisely  persuaded  to  use  the  opportunity 
offered  them  at  the  present  moment  for 
a  fair  settlement  founded  on  justice,  and 
calculated  to  conduce  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.   The  Bill  is  not  the 
measure  of  one  Party  or  the  other ;  it 
raises  no  question  of  political  contro- 
versy.  Its  general  principles  have  been 
adopted  by  both  sides  of  Uie  House,  and 
in  "  another  place  "  it  has  been  accepted 
with  little  more  than  perfunctory  oppo- 
sition from  the  Bailway  Companies.  It 
is  true  that  it  is  the  first  measure  of  tho 
kind  that  has  been  initiated  in  your 
Lordships'  House ;  but  oiroumstances 
seem  to  render  it  desirable  that  it  shonld 
be  so  introduced,  there  being  an  earnest 
desire  at  present  to  legislate  on  this 
matter  on  the  principle  of  equity  and 
justice;  and,  therefore,  I  hope  this  Bill 
may  reifivt^  ;i  ttL  iocl  reading,  and,  after 
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full  and  oare^il  conBideiation,  that  it 
may  emerge  aa  a  measure  which  will  be 
at  once  sound  in  principle,  and  one  that 
may  be  worked  so  as  to  promote  the 
benefit  and  prosperity  of  the  country. 

Movid,  "ThattheBillbenowreadSV 
— ( The  Lord  StanUy  of  Pretton.) 

LobdBBABOUBNE  said,  hehadbeen 
asked  by  gentlemen  who  represented  a 
large  pro^rtion  of  the  Baifway  capital 
invested  in  this  oonntry  to  state  their 
views  upon  this  Bill.  He  acx^epted 
with  gratitude,  on  behalf  of  the  Kail- 
wny  Companies,  the  word  of  caution 
which  had  just  been  addressed  to  them ; 
and  he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that 
there  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  any 
one  in  the  Bailway  world  to  discuss  this 
question  in  anything  but  a  conciliatory 
tone,  with  a  view  to  arriving  atafriendly 
settlement  of  the  disputed  points.  He 
was  happy  to  think  that  after  what  had 
just  been  said  it  would  not  be  hie  duty 
to  disabose  their  Lordehipa'  minds  of  an 
idea,  which  seemed  to  prevul  in  some 

Suarters  out  of  doors,  toat  the  Bailway 
ompaniee  were  the  natural  enemies  of 
the  public.  He  imagined  that  few 
would  disagree  with  him  when  he  said 
that  Bailway  Companies  might  be  fairly 
considered  as  bodies  which  had  supplied 
a  great  public  want,  and  that  by  means 
of  private  expenditure  they  had  relieved 
this  coantry  of  a  large  amount  of  public 
taxation.  If  we  had  applied  public 
funds  to  the  construction  of  railways,  it 
could  hardly  be  doubted  that  during  the 
last  half-oentury  a  great  weight  of  addi- 
tioned  taxation  must  have  been  laid  upon 
the  people.  In  that  case  no  one  could 
have  questioned  the  legal  and  moral 
right  of  Parliament  to  regulate  and  con- 
trol all  matters  at  Bailway  traffic  and 
regulation.  But  when  Parliament  de- 
liberately determined  to  trust  to  private 
subscription  and  to  private  enterprise 
for  the  creation  of  a  Bailway  system ;  it 
followed  that  legal  rights  were  acquired 
by  those  who  suoscribed  the  capital  and 
promoted  the  enterprise;  and  Parliament 
became  bound  to  uphold  and  support 
the  rights  it  had  itself  created,  and  upon 
the  faith  of  which  capital  had  been  sub- 
scribed and  works  of  great  public  utility 
constructed.  He  did  not  deny  the  power 
of  Parliament  to  legi^te  upon  the  lines 
of  this  Bill ;  but  he  would  urge  that  in 
considering  the  details  of  le^slation  they 
werebound  to  keep  three  thmg^  specially 
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in  view.  The  first  was  that,  however 
much  we  might  cry  down  Bailway  inves- 
tors as  people  who  would  not  have  ob- 
tained we  privileges  they  had  if  things 
had  been  ori^nuly  as  they  were  now, 
we  were  deafing  with  men  who  held 
capital  whidi  had  been  subscribed  on  the 
faith  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  who 
had  acquired  definite  legal  rights. 
The  second  was  that  the  average  of 
Bailway  dividends  had  scarcely  reached 
4  per  cent,  and  therefore  it  could  not  be 
contended  that  railway  investors  had 
made  enormous  profits,  or  that  they  had 
obtained  under  their  Private  Acts  any- 
thing which  had  savoiired  of  unfair 
advantage  to  themselves  or  which  had 
been  unduly  burdensome  to  the  public. 
The  third  thing  to  keep  in  view  was  tbat 
it  was  the  direct  interest  of  every  Bail- 
way  Company  to  carry  the  largest  pos- 
sible amount  of  remunerative  tra£ic,  and 
that  any  Company  which  by  a  prohibi> 
tory  tuiff  exoluded  traffio  or  offended 
cuatomm  must  be  acting  contrary  to  ita 
own  interests.  The  remarks  he  desired 
to  make  upon  the  Bill  might  be  dassified 
under  three  heads.  These  were — ^the 
constitution  of  the  Court  it  was  proposed 
to  establish ;  the  parties  who  were  to 
have  the  right  to  appear  before  the 
Court ;  and  the  manner  in  which  Bail- 
way  Companies  were  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Court.  The  Bill  professed  to  abo- 
lish the  present  Commission,  but  so  far 
as  he  could  see  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  the  re-appointment  of  the  same 
Commissioners  the  day  after  the  Bill 
passed.  One  of  them  was  a  gentleman 
"  experienced  in  the  Law ;  another 
had  at  one  period  of  his  life  experi- 
ence in  Bailway  matters ; "  and  tiie 
tiiird  was  not  qualified  by  any  clause  in 
the  BilL  Ux>reover,  the  ex  officio  Com- 
missioners, who  were  to  be  judges,  were 
only  to  be  summoned  when  requirod  by 
the  appointed  Commissionen,  so  that 
Bailway  cases  woiild  still  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  of  whom 
only  one  need  be  learned  in  the  Law. 
Wh^,  he  would  ask,  were  Bailway  Com- 
panies to  be  the  only  bodies  in  this  coun- 
try who  were  to  have  a  special  tribunal 
appointed  to  see  that  they  obeyed  the 
law  ?  If  the  cases  in  which  they  were 
concerned  were  of  special  importance, 
why  not  appoint  two  Judges  to  try  them 
as  was  done  in  the  case  of  election 
petitions?  The  Bailway  Companies 
were  desirous  of  having  nothing  better. 
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and  were  entitled  to  have  nothing  less, 
than  the  bigheat  legal  tribunals  to 
decide  Thether  they  were  acting  legally ; 
and  as  to  the  limitation  of  appeal  to 
guestioDS  of  law.  the  fact  was  tlut  in 
ueae  oases  questions  of  law  and  of  fact 
were  so  inextricably  mixed  up  that  it 
was  almost  impoerible  to  separate  them. 
There  was  no  reason  why  the  disputes 
in  whuh  Batlway  Companies  were  con- 
coned  diould  be  settled  b^  any  inferior 
tribunal  or  with  more  limited  appeal 
than  were  the  disputes  of  the  rest  of 
the  community.  As  to  the  parties  who 
were  to  have  a  right  to  appear  before 
the  C!ourt,  it  was  an  old  maxim  of  Eng- 
lish law  that  a  man  must  have  a  per- 
sonal grievance  before  he  could  summon 
another  into  a  Court  of  Law.  But  this 
clause  directly  controverted  that  maxim 
and  expressly  declared  that  the  com- 
plaining authority  need  not  have  been 
aggrieved.  The  only  protection  which 
tiie  Bill  gave  to  a  Company  was  that  of 
a  certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  body  making  a  complaint  was  a 
proper  body  to  make  such  complaint. 
This  was  quite  an  iUu8<ny  protection. 
Under  the  present  law  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  to  give  a  certificate  that  the 
oase  was  a  proper  case  to  be  brought 
before  the  Commissioners ;  but  under 
this  daiLse  they  would  discover  some 
objection  to  the  constitution  or  character 
of  the  body  which  brought  the  com- 
plaint ;  and  this,  of  course,  they  would 
never  do.  Then  these  authorities  would 
sometimes  have  rates  to  expend  to  which 
the  Bailway  Companies  had  largely  con- 
tributed, so  that  they  would  be  fought 
with  their  own  money.  In  other  cases 
the  authorities  had  no  funds.  The  only 
fair  way  in  which  to  put  this  clause  was 
to  provide:  first,  that  the  complaining 
authority  should  be  bound  to  prove  that 
it,  or  those  whom  it  represented,  had 
been  aggrieved  by  the  action  of  the 
Bailway  Company ;  and,  secondly,  that 
it  should  give  securify  for  its  share  of 
the  coats  m  the  hearing  and  determina- 
tion of  the  complaint.  There  was  much 
more  to  be  said  on  this  point,  but  he 
would  leave  others  to  deal  with  the 
legal  aspects  of  the  case.  Now,  he  came 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  Companies 
were  to  be  dealt  with  before  the  Court 
and  otherwise  uoder  the  Bill,  and  bo 
wished  first  to  call  their  Lordships* 
attention  to  the  Beportof  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  18l}2— a  Committee  which 
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made  a  very  exhaustive  inquiry.  That 
Committee  was  composed  of  27  memberp, 
of  whom,  he  believed,  only  seven  were 
Bailway  Directors.  It  could  not,  there- 
fore, be  said  that  the  Bailway  interest 
was  over* represented,  and  especially 
aince  two  draft  reports  were  presented ; 
and  that  which  mo  Bailway  representa- 
tives supported  was  rejected.  But  when 
the  other  and  more  hostile  report  had 
been  considered  and  thoronghfy  thrashed 
out,  let  their  Lordships  mark  what  hap- 
pened. On  the  general  issue,  the  Com- 
mittee returned  a  verdict  acquitting  the 
Companies  of  "any  grave  dereliction 
of  duty  towards  the  public."  Then,  as 
regarded  the  particular  contentious 
urged  against  the  Companies,  the  most 
important  of  them  broke  down  and  came 
to  nothing.  One  great  contention  had 
been  in  favour  of  equal  mileage  rates. 
The  Committee  pointed  out  that,  as  re- 
gards the  interests  of  the  public  no  less 
than  in  that  of  the  Companies,  equal 
mileage  was  impraoticable,  and  its  very 
principle  was  destroyed  by  the  excep- 
tions v&ioh  its  supporters  allowed  to  be 
necessary.  As  regards  terminal  charges, 
which  were  stated  to  be  unjust  and  ille- 
gal, the  Committee  reported  that,  subject 
to  publication  by  the  Companies,  ter- 
minal charges  ought  to  be  recogaixed. 
As  to  preferential  rates,  the  Committee 
reported  that  they  were  sometimes  to 
the  advantage  and  not  the  disadvantage 
of  the  public ;  that  they  were  only  ille- 
gal when  unjust,  and  when  xmjust  the 
law  already  provided  a  remedy.  He 
(Lord  Brabourne)  could  go  at  much 
greater  length  into  all  these  points,  but 
he  mentioned  them  now  only  to  show 
that  as  the  complaints  upon  which  le- 
gislation was  demanded  before  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee  of  1882 
were  proved  before  that  Committee  to 
have  been  greaUy  exaggerated  or  alto- 
gether tmfounded ;  so  the  defects  which 
were  sought  to  be  remedied  by '  the 
present  Bui  might  turn  out,  on  investi- 
gation, to  be  either  no  defects  at  all  or 
such  as  might  be  remedied  under  the 
existing  law.  Therefore  he  submitted 
that  the  proper  course  to  pursue  would 
be  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. As  to  the  clauses,  he  would 
mention  the  9th,  which,  taken  with  the 
17th  Clause,  constituted  the  Commission 
sole  juds;e  on  all  points  contained  in  the 
special  Acts  of  the  Companies.  TheCom- 
I  mission  would  sit  as  judge  and  jury,  just 
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as  the  Judges  sat  in  the  Courts  of  Equity. 
Why  was  the  Commission  not  to  be  sub- 
ject to  appeal  similar  to  the  appeals 
against  the  decimons  of  the  Judges  f  No 
doubt  the  Commission  was  one  of  an 
extraordinary  character.  It  cost  the 
country  about  £  1 0,000  a-year  in  salaries, 
and  the  average  was  18  cases  a-year.  If 
it  were  to  be  a  really  atrongOoart,  and 
composed  of  Jnd^  of  tbe  Hi^b  Oourt, 
he  snonld  not  object  to  the  limitation  of 
the  right  of  appeal ;  but  two  out  of 
tbe  three  Commissioners  were  to  be  lay- 
men ;  and,  therefore,  he'  held  that  it 
would  be  a  monstrous  thing  to  limit  the 
right  of  appeal.  The  amount  of  property 
placed  under  the  control  of  this  Com- 
mission was  enormous,  and  he  thought 
the  Commission  ought  to  be  a  really 
strong  Court  in  legal  knowledge  and 
ability,  or  else  the  widest  right  of 
appeal  should  be  given.  He  came 
next  to  the  24th  clause,  which  was  the 
most  important  in  the  BUI.  This  clause 
proposed  calmly  to  set  aside  all  the  Com- 
paniea'  special  Acts  under  which  they 
ha4  heretofore  classified  their  traffic  and 
settled  their  rates.  Ab  far  as  he  could 
read  the  cUuse,  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
the  power  to  reduce  the  maximum  rates 
just  as  it  pleased.  The  special  Acta  were 
the  charters  of  the  Bailway  Companies, 
on  the  strength  of  which  their  capital 
had  been  subscribed.  He  did  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  against  the  Board  of 
Trade.  In  the  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons  last  year  there  was  a  speaker 
who  had  said  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  a  most  incompetent  tribunal  to  deal 
with  these  questions.  That  speaker  was 
Sir  B.  Aasheton  Cross.  He  (Lord  Bra- 
bourne)  did  not  agree  with  that  estimate 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  his  official 
experience  he  had  known  much  excellent 
work  done  by  permanent  officials,  and 
he  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  those  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  were  as  good  as  any 
others.  Nor  did  he  believe  that  any 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
seek  popularity  by  urging  his  subordi- 
nates to  a  reduction  of  Bailway  rates. 
He  was  ready  to  believe  both  the  politi- 
cal and  permanent  element  in  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  be  perfectly  immaculate  and 
entirely  capable.  But  had  their  Lord- 
ships any  idea  of  the  work  which  this 
clause  would  impose  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade?  Many  of  tbe  Companies  bad 
some  millions  of  .rates,  and  the  work  of 
classification  and  arrangemeut  of  rates 


was  one  of  enormous  labour.  He  did 
not  seek  to  appeal  to  anything  so  obso- 
lete as  the  observance  of  Parliamentary 
faith,  but  to  the  practical  difficulties 
before  them.  The  rates  were  settled  and 
determined  by  skilled  men,  the  whole 
whose  time  was  given  to  their  clasufica- 
tion.  They  had  no  possible  motive  for 
injuring  the  public,  and  competition  had 
shown  them  that  they  must  out  their 
rates  as  low  as  th^  could  in  order  to 
carry  the  traffic  consistent^  with  the 
traffic  being  remunerative,  uiterfbrence 
with  those  men  was  very  dangerous,  and 
oould  not  be  sucoessfol.  He  did  not  say 
there  was  not  room  for.  improvement, 
both  in  the  classification  and  the  rates ; 
but  if  by  an  arbitrary  interference  with 
managers  of  Railways  their  Lordships 
altered  rates  sanctioned  by  Acta  of  Par- 
liament so  as  to  make  traffic  unremune- 
rative,  they  would  go  very  near  to  the 
ugly  word  confiscation.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  the  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  addition  to  all  their 
other  work,  could  do  this  work  in  the 
same  efficient  way  in  which  it  was  now 
done  by  specially  trained  men,  who 
devoted  their  whole  time  to  its  perform- 
ance. But  even  if  they  oould  do  so, 
there  was  an  enormous  difficulty  behind. 
Upon  what  principle  were  they  to  pro- 
ceed  ?  Was  it  upon  that  of  equal  mile- 
age rates  ?  That  had  been  condemned 
by  the  Committee  of  1882.  Was  it  with 
regard  to  the  cost  of  service  ?  Was  it 
with  reference  to  the  value  of  the  articles 
carried  7  Was  the  existence  or  non- 
existence of  competition  to  be  taken 
into  account?  No  principle  was  indi- 
cated in  the  clause,  because,  in  truth, 
there  was  no  one  principle  of  universal 
application  in  the  matter.  One  principle 
alone  could  be  applied,  and  that  was  the 
principle  of  elasticity,  tbe  application  of 
which  was  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
successful  administration  of  Bailway 
traffic,  and  which  could  only  be  applied 
by  leaving  a  wide  margin  of  discretion 
to  tbOBO  iKbt»t  capable  men  who  now 
flcted  as  Bailway  managBTB.  He  would 
poict  out,  moreover,  that  not  only  dM 
Kiiil^iMY  CoiijpnuLcs  very  rarely  uiuffe 
tli-'ir  niHxinni  iii  riif f-s,  but  the  whole 
toti'l-'iiL'y  Oi  rm-nt  yi.vu'.'i  liirl  l)f;*'n  \q- 
wiii ■J-'i  rL'rluLli  ,11 — ".'ouipetitinti  with  othpr 
Oonipanii'^  nini  Uith  Wiitrr  ictinic^  havirtg 
fiei-ii!'-i3  t'.i  tijo  puMi!.'  tho  jii'lv,"iiifiit^«  ("'f 
]\y\  i.iti.'f^.  Aii^'  iLcti'iQ  gf  tim  ['cfjnil  uf 
Tcade  ^hii-h  would  utake  ii^Wv  iiqi»- 
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munerative  would  recoil  upon  the  public. 
In  Section  7  of  ClatiBe  24  it  was  provided 
that  when  the  Railway  CompanieB  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  failed  to  come  to 
an  agreement,  a  report  Bfaould  be  made 
to  Parliament,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  bring  forward  a  Provisional  Order 
to  force  their  views  upon  the  Bailway 
Oompany.  The  Bailway  Companies 
would  very  much  prefer  that  matters 
ahould  not  be  brought  to  that  pitch,  be- 
cause, in  the  case  of  a  Provisional  Order 
brought  forward  by  a  Government  De- 
partment, there  would  be  very  little 
chance  of  resistance.  He  (Lord  Bra- 
bourne)  believed  that  if  the  Eailway 
Companies  were  given  time  and  oppor- 
tunity, very  few  of  those  questions  would 
remain  unsettled.  He  did  not  wish  to 
deprecate  the  friendly  interference  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  arbitrary  interfer- 
ence would  only  lead  to  misfortune  and 
confusion.  By  Clause  27,  any  person 
who  fancied  himself  oppressed  or  toeated 
unreasonably,  might  oomplain  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  There  were  a  great 
many  unreasonable  persons  who  fancied 
themselves  o^rmsed,  and  who  now 
came  to  the  jECailway  Companies  and 
had  their  grievances  settled  in  a  quiet 
way.  But  now  it  was  proposed  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  hear  their  com- 
plaints, and,  what  was  worse,  might 
appoint  and  pay  any  other  person  to 
receive  communications  upon  the  matter. 
The  Board  of  Trade  was  but  human  after 
all,  and  there  would  always  be  plenty  of 
people  anxious  for  such  a  job,  whom 
they  would  be  urged  to  appoint.  He 
thought  that  nothing  but  mischief  wonld 
result  from  such,  a  provision,  and  the 
trouble  which  would  be  given  to  the 
Bailway  Companies  by  this  clause  could 
hardly  be  conceived  by  those  who  were 
unacquainted  with  the  practical  workiug 
of  those  Companies.  All  that  the  BaiU 
way  Companies  desired  was  to  be  allowed 
to  eettie  their  own  differences  with  their 
own  customers ;  and,  if  they  acted  ille- 
gally, those  customers  had  their  remedy 
at  law.  As  to  the  complaint  that  indi- 
viduals oould  not  contend  against  the 
long  purse  of  a  corporation  such  as  a 
Bailway  Company,  that  would  apply  to 
all  other  corporate  bodies,  and  there 
could  be  no  rtfuaon  why  Kailway  Com- 
panies B^nul*!  liM  ^',U^ij  rr  tr?*i   to  a  Rppcinl 
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to  order  rotums  from  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies. The  returns  now  asked  for  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  imposed  a  great 
deal  of  labour  on  the  staff  of  the  Com- 
panies, and  this  further  demand  would 
be  attended  with  great  inconvenience. 
Clause  29  contained  Pro.visions  of  a 
most  extraordinary  oharaoter ;  it  pro- 
vided that  at  every  station  of  evny 
Company  there  should  be  placed  cer- 
tain lists  of  their  rates.  There  was 
one  Company,  whose  terminus  was  in 
London,  wlLi<^  required  no  less  than 
1,500  books  to  keep  its  various  rates. 
The  effect  of  this  clause  would  be  that 
at  each  of  the  670  stations  on  this  Bail- 
way  there  would  have  to  be  a  copy  of  its 
books,  and  upwards  of  1,000,000  books 
would  be  required  to  comply  with  this 
clause,  the  information  contained  in 
which  would  never  be  of  the  slightest 
use  to  anyone.  The  Bailway  Companies 
were  at  present  compelled  to  supply  all 
persons  desiring  to  use  the  railway  with 
the  information  they  required,  and,  on 
proper  notice,  to  show  how  their  rates 
were  divided,  and  what  was  the  propor- 
tion which  was  a ' '  terminal  ohai^e."  With 
regard  to  the  general  objects  and  nature 
of  the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the' 
principle  underlying  it  was  the  interfer- 
ence by  the  State  with  one  of  the  greatest 
industrial  undertakings  of  the  country. 
No  Buch  interference  could  take  place 
without  running  grave  and  serious  risks. 
If  their  Lordships  impeded  commerce, 
fettered  trade,  and  imposed  shackles 
upon  industrial  enterprise,  they  struck 
at  the  root  of  that  freedom  of  action 
which  was  the  life  and  soul  of  industrial 
success.  As  regarded  success  in  an  in- 
dustrial entuprize,  whether  it  was  the 
maintenance  and  management  of  aBail- 
way,  the  business  of  a  shipowner,  or 
that  of  a  merohont,  success  was  more 
likely  to  be  achieved  by  the  free  action 
of  those  men  who  were  trained  to  the 
business,  and  whose  interest  lay  in  its 
development,  than  by  the  hard-and-fast 
rule  of  Government  regulations  or  the 
restrictive  supervision  of  a  Government 
Department.  But  here  there  was  some- 
thing more  in  question  than  mere 
commercial  success.  The  power  of 
State  interference  was  one  which  their 
LMrll^^h^pf^  would  always  regard  with 
jf'nlotja^  :  Imt  fhpir  jealousy  would  be 
i!nj>:i-ed  whtu  tlmt  interference  took 
Wii  lurni  of  i?ncn>^hment  upon  legal 
.  .1  .-i   1  i^li       That  was  a  dangerous  principle, 
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whioli  might  lead  to  grare  and  serious 
results.  Up  to  the  present  time,  when- 
ever any  sound  commercial  undertaking 
had  been  projeoted  in  this  country,  there 
had  been  no  want  of  capital  to  carry  it 
out.  This  had  been  the  case  because 
the  public  had  confidence— they  believed 
that  Parliamentary  faith  would  be  kept ; 
they  had  bad  some  rude  lessons  in  recent 
years  as  to  Parliamentary  futh  and  the 
reliance  to  bo  j^aced  upon  Farliamentsiy 
enactments.  But  if  these  lessons  were 
to  be  carried  further :  if  people  were 
taught  that  the  conditions  on  which  they 
were  to  subscribe,  and  those  upon  which 
they  had  subscribed  their  capital,  were  to 
be  set  aside  at  the  first  convenient  oppor- 
tunity, for  the  sake  of  gaining  popu- 
larity, the  supply  of  capital  might  be  con- 
siderably diminished.  Moreover,  if 
they  impeded  trade  enterprise  by  re- 
strictive legislation,  it  would  not  be 
Ifflig  before  those  classes  who  lived 
by  manual  labour  would  rise  up  against 
tiiat  elass  of  legislation  which  restricted 
the  supply  of  one  great  class  of  em- 
jdoyment,  they  would  have  to  reckon 
with  other  classes  also.  If  by  that 
legidatiMi  the  railway  interest  was  going 
to  be  attacked,  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  their  Lordships  were  going  to 
give  any  consideration  to  the  claimB  of 
the  Railway  shareholders.  It  always 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  It  was  not 
the  well-paid  chairman,  or  the  holders  of 
debenture  and  guaranteed  stock,  but  the 
holders  of  ordinary  stock,  who  auEFered 
from  any  diminution  in  the  earnings  of 
the  Bailway — and  they  had  a  right  to 
complain  if  their  legal  security  was 
diminished,  and  if  they  were  robbed  by 
legislation  of  the  dividends  which  they 
would  otherwise  have  received.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  out  of 
£800,000,000  of  money  invested  in  Bail- 
ways,  somediing  less  lhan  £SOO,000,000 
was  in  the  hands  of  ordinary  share- 
holders, upon  whom  the  diminution  in 
profits  would  ezdusivefy  fall.  Thore  re- 
mained yet  another  and  still  more  im- 
portant class  with  whom  they  would 
have  to  reckon.  If  any  noble  Lord 
would  look  into  the  complaints  made 
against  Bailway  Oompautes,  he  would 
find  that  they  were  not  of  overcharges 
upon  the  persons  complaining,  but  they 
were  made,  for  the  most  part,  by  traders, 
because  they  alleged  the  charge  upon 
the  goods  of  somebody  else  was  too  low, 
and  that  this  somebody  else  wae  thus 
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enabled  to  compete  with  them  on  equal 
terms  in  the  market.  There  was  an- 
other aspect  to  this  question.  If  they 
were  going  to  tamper  with  Bailway  ratee 
in  the  interest,  or  supposod  interest,  of 
traders,  they  would  umit  competition 
and  restrict  the  area  irom  which  sup^es 
were  brought  into  the  market,  and  it 
would  not  be  long  before  consumers 
lifted  up  their  voices  against  the  rise  of 
prices  which  would  enane,  A  great  deal 
was  said  about  the  Bailway  Companies 
enjoying  a  monopoly.  Thej  were  mono- 
polists only  in  the  sense  tnat  they  had 
provided  a  better,  more  convenient,  and 
a  cheaper  method  of  transit  than  others, 
and  had  thus  driven  other  carriers  out  of 
the  field  as  far  as  long  routes  were  con- 
cerned. Their  very  excellence  was  now 
used  as  a  weapon  against  them.  More- 
over, there  was  scarcely  a  line  anywhere 
at  the  present  moment  to  which  there 
was  not  some  competition  either  by 
another  line  or  by  water.  Bailway  Oom« 
panics  frequenuy  incurred  a  large  ex- 
penditure, and  then  in  a  few  yean 
Parliament  let  in  a  competing  oompany 
which  rendered  all  their  expenditure  un- 
productive. Therdbre  Bailway  Oom- 
ponies  had  no  real  monopoly—oidy  a 
restricted  mooopoly,  r^ulated  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  used  in  the  interest  and 
for  the  advantage  of  the  public.  It 
might  be  said  that  because  he  had  criti- 
cized some  of  the  details  of  this  measure 
he  ought  to  move  its  rejection.  That  by 
no  means  followed.  Bailway  Oompanies 
had  no  quarrel  with  traders,  and  as  sen- 
sible men  only  desired  to  see  this  subieot 
dealt  with  in  a  sensible  manner.  Still 
less  had  they  any  quarrel  with  the 
public,  whose  servants  they  -weie  and 
whom  they  desired  to  please.  They  knew 
that  there  had  been  a  demand  from  the 
public  for  Bailway  legislation,  and  they 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
three  Governments  had  proposed  legisla- 
tion. Bailway  Compomee  were  perfectly 
ready  to  remedy  any  complaints  that 
might  be  well  founded  and  to  use  their 
best  endeavours  to  satisfy  the  public. 
There  were  remedies  for  certain  aefecta 
which  the  Companies  were  anxious  for. 
That  they  readily  admitted.  The  classifi- 
cation of  goods  was,  in  a  great  measure, 
obscure  and  obsolete,  and  Bailway  Com- 
panies were  as  desirous  as  anyone  else 
lor  its  revision.  The  uniformity  of  rates 
was,  no  doubt,  a  delicate  and  diifioult 
subject,  but,  wherever  poeaibl^  Corn- 
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panies  had  no  objeciion,  in  all  caees 
where  it  could  be  done  without  sacrifice 
of  their  shareholders*  rights,  to  rates 
being  dealt  vith.  The  coDsolidatioD  of 
statutes  was  also  desirable,  and  the 
CTompBDies  were  most  willing  to  promote 
it.  MoreoTor,  as  to  terminal  charges, 
they  were  ready  to  nmplify  the  matter 
and  make  it  as  clear  as  possible  to  the 
public.  There  were  many  points  in  the 
Bill  which  would  be  much  better  dis- 
cussed before  a  Select  Committee  than 
in  the  WKole  House.  He  believed  it 
vonld  be  found  that  those  who  repre- 
sented Bailway  Oompaniee  vere  most 
anxiotu  and  deuzous  to  give  every  pos- 
sible asastanoe  in  the  promotion  of  the 
leg^ative  settlement  of  all  disputed 
points.  What  the  Bailway  Companies 
did  object  to  was  that  they  should  be 
continually  harassed  by  unfounded  com- 
plainta  and  prejudiced  by  extravagant 
statements  wnicn  had  been  a^ain  and 
again  refuted.  They  asked,  within  the 
limits  given  them  by  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment controlling  th.em,  to  be  allowed  the 
freedom  to  act  as  they  chose  and  not  to 
be  interfered  with  in  the  management 
of  their  own  business ;  above  aU,  they 
asked  not  to  be  continually  exposed  to 
harasung  lesislatiou  and  vexatious 
enactments,  wEich  would  have  no  other 
effect  in  the  long  run  than  that  of  retard- 
ing the  development  of  the  industry  and 
resources  and  of  restricting  the  pros- 
perity of  die  country ;  while  at  the  same 
time  they  inflicted  undeserved  injury  on 
men  who  had  subscribed  their  money  to 
carry  out  these  great  undertakings  in 
full  reliance  on  the  good  faith,  honour 
and  justice  of  the  British  Parliament. 

Lord  HENNIKEB  said,  lie  had 
taken  a  great  interest  in  this  question, 
and  for  some  time  had  been  Chair- 
man of  a  Committee  which  repre- 
sented all  sides  of  politics.  This  was 
no  Party  question.  The  Committee  con- 
sisted of  Members  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  agriculturists  and  traders 
from  all  parts  of  the  country.  He  be- 
lieved that  all  the  important  Corpora- 
tions, the  Chambers  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce,  and  Trade  ^cieties  were 
represented  upon  it.  He,  therefore, 
thought  he  might  claim  to  a^ieak  with 
more  authority  than  his  own  mdividoal 
opinion  could  possibly  command.  The 
policy  of  the  Committee  bad  beenthrough- 
oat  in  no  way  to  be  vindictive  against  the 


Hallway  Companies,  as  they  were  fully 
aware  of  all  the  country  owed  them, 
and  not  to  ask  for  anything  which  they 
did  not  consider  reasonable  and  right. 
He  was  glad  to  find  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Braboume)  had  spoken  in  a  way 
which  showed  he  was  quite  ready  to  deal 
with  the  question  in  a  conciliatory  spirit. 
He  could  assure  him  that  his  Com- 
mittee fully  reciprocated  this  feeing. 
It  was  the  policy  of  some  people  to  auc 
for  a  great  deal  more  than  they  wanted. 
This  practice  his  Committee  had  thrown 
aside.  They  thought  the  question  one 
of  great  importance,  and  they  were  pre- 
pared to  Btiok  to  their  proposals  as  far  as 
they  were  able.  Firat  of  all,  he  (Lord 
Henoiker)  must  thank  the  Qovemment 
for  their  attempt  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, and  particularly  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Preston).  A  measure 
brought  in  by  a  responsible  Government 
was  what  was  wanted  ;  and  he  personally 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  might  be  suc- 
cessful in  passing  a  measure  which 
was  much  needed,  and  would,  in  theso 
distressed  times,  be  welcomed  by  agri- 
culturists and  traders,  and,  he  hoped, 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Bailway 
Companies.  He  (Lord  Henniker)  would 
not  attempt  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  would  touch  merely  on  some 
of  the  main  points.  He  hoped  the  Bill 
would  pass  a  second  reading,  and  details 
could  then  be  gone  into  in  Committee. 
The  first  point  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  was  the  oomposition  of  the  Bail- 
way  Commission.  The  great  point 
here  was  that  its  oomposition  should  be 
strong,  and  easily  available  to  suitors. 
As  to  the  strength  of  the  proposed  Com- 
mission, he  hoped  it  would  be  strong,  as 
it  stood  in  the  Bill.  Last  year  the  traders 
thought — and  he  agreed  with  them— 
that  the  appointment  of  a  Judge  as  Chief 
Commissioner  would  not  be  desirable, 
but  that  the  present  Court,  with  more 
power,  would  be  beat  However,  the 
proposal  made  in  tiiis  year's  Bill  was 
not  at  all  the  aamef  and  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  make  to  th«  oompositioa  of  the 
Court.  The  Hailway  Obmpuues,  no 
doubt,  wished  for  a  Judge  as  First  Com- 
missioner. In  the  proposal  made  in  the 
Bin,  Ui,e  Bailway  Com|»anie6  had  all 
they  wished  for  in  every  important  case, 
and  the  Committee  had  no  objection  to 
make  to  this.  As  to  the  Commission 
being  eauly  available,  he  had  been 
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always  anxious  that,  whatever  the  law 
was,  it  should  be  as  little  as  possible 
Judge-made  law,  with  proper  latitude 
— not  tying  down  the  Commission  too 
much — that  certain  rules  should  be  laid 
down,  as  far  as  they  could  be,  for  the 

guidance  of  the  Commission  and  the 
ourt  of  Appeal.    When  in  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  this  could  be  considered. 
His  noble  Friend  (Ixnrd  Braboume) 
asked  why  the  Bailway  Companies 
should  have  a  special  Court  at  all,  and 
not  be  dealt  with  like  other  litigants. 
He  might  remind  him  that  the  Act  of 
1873  was  brought  in  beeause  the  ordi- 
nary Oonrts  were  unable  to  deal  wiUi 
these  Bailway  questions  satisfiuitorily. 
The  Bailway  Oompanies  prided  them- 
selvea  on  the  fact  that  very  few  cases 
oame  before  the  Commissioners ;  but 
was  not  this  often  from  the  fact  that  the 
Court,  as  at  present  constituted,  was 
not  easily  available  ?     The  Bailway 
Companies   held    the  purse  strings, 
here  as  well  as  in  appeals,  and  traders 
were  too  much  handicapped  to  be  able 
to  hold  their  own.    For  this  reason 
he  hoped  Sub-sections  3,  4,  and  d  of 
Clause  1 7  would  be  altered.    This  Clause 
gave  an  appeal  from  the  Commissioners 
to  a  higher  Court,  and,  by  leave,  from 
the  higher  Court  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
Surely  if  the  Commission  Court  was  a 
strong  one,  one  appeal— of  course,  on 
questions  of  law  only,  and  that  by  leare 
of  the  Commission — would  be  quite  suffi- 
oient.  There  was  already  a  Judge  on 
important  ocoaBion%  and  to  multiply 
appeals  was  only  to  cause  unnecessary 
expense,  and,  he  thought,  unnecessary 
pressure  on  Naders.    Again,  he  hoped 
there  would  be  only  one  Court  of  Appeal 
for  the  whole  country.   If  ^ey  had  one 
decision  in  England,  one  in  Scotland, 
and  one  in  Ireland,  there  would  be  no 
uniformity  in  railway  policy.   What  he 
had  said  as  to  the  traders  being  handi- 
capped by  the  superior  power  of  the 
Bail  iway  Companies  would  apply  to  sub- 
Section  8  of  Clause  24,  where  thore  was 
a  reference  to  a  Select  Oommittee.  This 
proposal  was  popular  even  in  a  more 
extended  form  in  some  quarters.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  spoken  last  had 
suggested  the  refereaae  of  thu  BiU 
itself  to  a  Select  Oommittee ;  but 
the  traders  were  often  greatly  handi- 
capped on  Select  Oonunittees.  Bailway 
experts  were  the  witnesses,  and  many  of 
their  Lordships  knew  what  this  meant. 

Lord  MnmiUr 


He  would  pass  on  to  Clause  24,  which 
was  the  point  of  controversy  last  year. 
The  Bsilway  Companies  t^ked  of  oon- 
fiscation  of  their  property  thee,  and  they 
did  the  same  now,  saying  they  relied  on 
their  old  Acts.  At  all  events,  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  he  presided  were  not 
in  favour  of  anytbiogof  the  kind,  ^ey 
were  many  of  them  shareholders  in  rail- 
ways, and  they  would  hardly  wish  to 
confiscate  their  own  property.  How- 
ever, he  would  piss  this  rather  unfair 
contention  by.  Clause  24 — it  was  Olause 
24  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  too — was  im< 
proved  as  far  as  the  Bulvay  Oonmaaies 
were  oonoented,  uid  fbr  the  traaerfl  as 
well.  Uncertainty  must  rain  enaj 
trade.  In  last  years  Bill  the  question 
of  classification  could  have  been  re- 
opened at  any  time.  This  point  he  held 
to  be  one  of  great  importance,  both  for 
the  Bailways  and  the  traders.  They 
wanted  as  much  certainty  as  possible  in 
any  arrangement  made,  but  if  Clause  24 
was  looked  at  this  year,  what  prospect 
was  there  of  any  immediate  settlement  ? 
A  year  was  to  be  first  given  to  the  Rail- 
way Companies  to  send  in  their  proposids 
as  to  classification  ;  then  a  clear  Session 
if  there  was  no  agreement.  The  Bail- 
way  Companies  looked  on  the  olause  as 
confiscatory.  Surely  this  position  would 
hardly  lead  to  a  satisfactory  or  a  speedy 
solution  of  the  question.  The  Bulway 
Companies  prepared  a  schedule  of  rates 
in  1 885  ;  there  was  all  the  help  to  be 

fiven  by  (Government  experts,  traders, 
y  the  guide  of  the  Clearing  House 
rates,  and  so  on,  at  once  available.  In 
fact,  there  was  no  insurmountable  di£B.- 
culty  in  coming  to  an  immediate  settle- 
ment of  the  classification  of  rates.  He 
held  strongly  to  the  opinion  which  he  had 
often  expressed,  that  a  small  Commisnon 
would  deal  far  more  satisfactorily  with 
this  question  than  it  could  be  deslt  with 
in  any  other  way.  The  Committee  over 
which  he  presided  were  of  this  opinion, 
and  he  pressed  this  upon  Mr.  Hundella 
last  year.  The  Commission  could  be 
formed  more  or  less  of  experts  ;  and  he 
thought  if  Clause  24  were  taken  ont 
and  a  Commission  appointed,  with  a  yto- 
Usaon  thftt  a  Bill  should  be  bionght  in 
within  a  year  to  cany  oat  thdr  Bep(»t, 
that  the  question  would  be  settled  with- 
out much  difficulty,  or  delay,  or  half 
the  trouble  which  the  24th  Clause  as  it 
stood  would  cause.  Last  year  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Barclay)  proposed  that  the 
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OommiaaioneTS  should  deal  vith  classifi- 
cation, with  assessors.  He  confessed  he 
objected  to  this  now,  as  he  should  like 
to  see  a  general  Bill  passed,  and  the 
Conunission  get  to  work  at  once  to  make 
the  Act  really  effective.  To  give  them 
the  work  ot  classification  of  rates  as  well 
as  Uieir  own  duties  would  delay  them  in 
carrying  out  the  general  Act.  Should 
the  smful  Commission  he  au^fested  be 
appointedf  it  could  set  to  work  at  once, 
ana  they  would  have  some  prospect  of 
a  speedy  s<dat«)n  of  the  question,  as  well 
as  a  prospect  of  the  general  Act  being 
put  into  working  order  without  delay. 
There  was  no  reason  to  delay  the  Bill 
for  classification.  This  could  be  done 
afterwards  as  well  as  now,  if  there  was 
a  guarantee  in  the  Bill  that  classifica- 
tion would  follow.  Bhould  he  (Lord 
Henniker)  find  his  views  supported,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  move  the  omission 
of  Clause  24,  and  to  bring  up  an  Amend- 
ment to  carry  out  the  proposal  he  made 
for  the  oonsideration  of  the  House.  It 
would  perhaps  be  convenient  to  touch 
here  on  the  question  of  terminaU,  al- 
though the  definition  to  which  he  wished 
to  raer  was  in  Clause  43.  This  defini- 
tioa  waa  the  aame  as  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  the  Committee  strongly  ob- 
jected to  this.  The  Committee  thought 
it  too  wide.  This  point — that  of  terminal 
charges  not  being  included  in  maximum 
rates— was  one  of  the  greatest  grievances 
they  had ;  and  the  position  on  this  part 
of  the  question  was  far  more  strained 
th&a  it  was  two  years  ago  when  he 
brought  the  question  before  the  Hous  . 
There  were  then  nine  Bills  brought  in 
by  the  Bailway  Companies,  which  gave 
a  new  classification  of  rates ;  there  was 
strong  opposition  to  them,  and  they 
were  withdrawn*  The  Bailwajn  then 
went  to  a  Court  of  Law,  and  in  June, 
1885,  obtained  a  decision  in  their  favour 
—that  was,  to  ohaz^  terminals  over 
and  above  the  maximum  rates.  The 
Itailway  Companiea  talked  of  Uieir  old 
Acts,  whioh  to  alter  was  oonfieeatioa; 
but  they  did  not  doubt  about  going  to 
a  Court  of  Law  to  upset  the  wIuMeofthe 
railway  legislation  whioh  had  hitherto 
prevailed,  and  against  every  decision 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Bailway 
Commission  and  evezy  other  Court  of 
Iaw,  that  terminals  should  be  included 
in  the  maximum  ratee  with  very  few 
exceptions.  The  position  was  therefore 
far  mora  unsatisfactory  than  it  was,  par* 


ticnlarly  as  the  last  decision  made  it  im- 
possible to  appeal,  reversing  all  former 
aeoisions— as  the  Judicature  Act  of  1873 
was  passed  on  August  5  of  that  year, 
and  came  into  force  at  once.  Whereas 
the  Bailway  Begulation  Act  of  the  same 
year  was  passed  on  July  21,  and  did 
not  come  into  force  till  September. 
To  make  the  matter  clear,  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Judicature  Act  was  post- 
poned till  November  1,  1875,  but  be- 
came  an  Act  of  Parliament  on  August 
5,  1878.  The  46th  clause  allowed  an 
appeal  from  the  inferior  Courts  then 
existing.  The  Bailway  Commission 
was  not  in  legal  existence  till  Septem- 
ber, 1673,  so  although  one  Court  was 
at  work  before  the  other,  the  result 
was  that  an  appeal— which  the  Judges 
of  the  Division^  Court  said  they  would 
gladly  grant  if  they  could — was  impos- 
sible, and  this  was  about  the  only  in- 
stance in  whioh  an  appeal  could  not  be 
given.  This  might  be  thought  incon- 
sistent after  what  he  had  said  about 
appeals;  but  their  Lord^ips  must  re- 
collect that  he  was  dealing  with  the 
existing  law,  and  what  was  fair  for  one 
side  was  fair  for  the  other.  The  Bail- 
ways  had  tibe  advantage  here.  Under 
these  circnmstanoes,  he  should  have 
been  glad  of  some  more  distinct  dealing 
with  the  question,  and  a  better  defini- 
tion of  terminals  in  a  Government  mea- 
sure. A  Bailway  could  not  work  its 
line  withcmt  stations,  and  so  on ;  and 
again,  the  present  maximum  rates  were 
fixed,  as  a  rule,  on  the  undeistandiog 
that  they  should  include  terminals.  If 
this  was  correct,  as  he  thought  it  was ; 
if  terminals  were  to  be  charged  extra 
for  the  first  time  ia  Bailway  legislation, 
the  whole  question  of  maximum  rates 
should  be  reconsidered,  and  probably 
reduced  rather  than  increased,  as  was 
proposed  in  nearly  every  instance  in  the 
nine  Bills  of  1885.  The  Bailways  sud 
they  did  not  ever  charge  their  maximum 
rates.  Why,  then,  raise  them  ?  They 
thought  thie  c^uestion  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and  it  was  one  which  na  lu^ed 
his  noble  Friend  would  i^ain  consider 
most  carefully.  As  to  preference  rates, 
he  was  aware  this  was  a  diflBcult  and 
delicate  matter.  It  was  quite  unneces- 
sary to  quote  instances  of  this ;  how  to 
defd  witn  it  was  the  question.  His 
Committee  strongly  objected  to  Sub- 
section 3  of  Clause  25,  which  laid  down 
that  Bailways  might  be  allowed  to  pload 
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that  they  could  only  secure  traffic  by 
giving  preference  rates.  This  was  the 
only  way  in  which  Bailways  could  justify 
preference  rates,  and  this  sub-section 
would  tell  moat  strongly  to  prevent  a 
satisfactory  settlement  if  it  remained  in 
the  Bill.  Although  a  settlement  was 
much  desired,  he  felt  sure  that  those 
interested  would  rather  have  no  Bill 
passed  than  one  with  this  provinon  in 
it.  Why  should  a  rule  be  laid  down  in 
favour  of  the  Bailway  Companies  and 
no  rules  in  favour  of  the  trader  ?  The 
traders  bad  many  points  on  which  they 
could  complain ;  but  at  the  outset  the 
one  point  most  clearly  laid  down  was 
the  only  one  on  which  the  Bailways 
could  rely.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
traders  had  their  protection  in  Sub- 
section 1 ;  but  the  traders  were  the 
weaker  party,  and  such  a  provision 
must  tell  against  them.  He  hoped  this 
part  of  the  question  would  be  recon- 
sidered by  his  noble  Friend,  and  that, 
at  all  events,  Sub-section  2  of  Clause  25 
would  be  omitted.  Clause  26  his  Com- 
mittee thought  unnecessary,  and  likely 
to  mislead.  He  had  touched  on  some 
of  the  important  points  in  the  BiU ;  but 
although  his  remarks  were  in  the  na- 
ture of  strong  oritiioBmB,  he  trusted  his 
noble  Friend  would  understand  that  he 
was  anxious  to  give  him  any  support  he 
could  personally  in  the  difficult  task  he 
had  undertaken ;  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  in  the  Bill  for  which  he  haa  no- 
thing but  praise,  and  that  he  was  sure 
the  Committee  over  which  he  presided 
had  but  one  wish,  and  tbat  was  to  bring 
this  question,  if  possible,  to  a  satisfac- 
tory oonolusioQ,  and  to  give  any  assist- 
ance they  could  in  that  direction. 

Lord  BBAUWELL  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
—in  the  first  place,  because  it  would 
be  perfectly  useless,  as  their  Lordships 
would  no  doubt  read  it  a  second  time ; 
and  in  the  next  place,  because  it  was  a 
Bill  with  many  mtscellaneous  provisions, 
some  of  which  might  be  good ;  and  it  was 
brought  in  under  auspices  and  intro* 
duced  in  such  a  way  as  to  disarm  op- 
position. Therewasonematteron  which, 
though  they  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  reierriog  to  it  in  Committee,  he  ehould 
like  to  say  a  few  words,  especially  after 
the  argument  which  had  Seen  used  in 
relation  to  it.  The  shareholders  of  this 
country  had  subscribed  £800,000,000 
for  making  Kailways,  and  they  had  done 
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so  upon  the  faith  of  a  bargain  made 
with  the  State,  made  with  the  publio, 
made,  at  least,  with  Parliameat,  that 
they  should  have  the  right  to  make 
certain  charges.   It  was  now  proposed 
to  take  this  right  from  them,  not  ia 
so  many  words,  because  they  were  at 
liberty  to  diminish  their  own  rates.  But 
if  the  rates  they  proposed  were  not 
sanctioned  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
Board  <^  Trade  might  suggest  otiier 
rates  which  eOTtainly  womd  not  be 
larger — and  which  might  be  consider- 
ably smaller—and  then  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  bring  their  proposition  to 
Parliament,  and  if  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment the  rates  which  the  Companies  had 
at  present  would  be  taken  from  them. 
He  did  not  deny  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment to  do  this.    Parliament  was  omni- 
potent ;  it  might  take  an  acre  from  every 
ten  their  Lordships  held,  and  redace 
3  per  cents  to  2^.    But  he  entirely  de* 
nied  that  Parliament  had  reserved  to 
itself  as  part  of  the  bargain  the  ri^ht 
to  do  BO.  He  wholly  denied  the  vehdity 
of  the  argument  presented  in  support  of 
such  alleged  right.   That  argument  was 
that  in  modem  Bailway  Acts  there  was 
a  dause  that  nothing  therein  contained 
should  be  deemed  to  exempt  railwsys 
from  the  proviuons  of  any  genw&l 
BaUway  Act  now  in  force,  or  which 
might  hereafter  be  passed,  or  from  any 
revision  of  rates  and  charges  authorized 
by  such  Acts.    But  what  the  Bailway 
Oompanies  relied  on  was  nothing  io 
ihe  particular  Act   which  contained 
that  clause,  but  upon  the  Act  which 
gave  them  the  right  originally  make 
those  charges.   That  clause,  in  modem 
Acts,  came  into  existence  by  virtue  of 
their  Lordships'  Standing  Order,  and 
the  first  time  this  Standing  Order  ap- 

S eared  was  in  1844.  From  that  time 
own  to  the  present  this  clause  had 
always  been  introduced  into  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  gave  power  to  Com- 
panies to  make  branches.  By  an  Act 
of  1844  it  waa  provided  that  when  any 
future  Company— not  one  of  the  old 
Companies — ^was  earning  more  than  10 
per  cent  there  might  be  a  reduced  rate 
of  tolls,  but  that  that  reduction  should 
be  accompanied  with  a  guarantee  that  if 
that  reduced  rate  did  not  prodnoe  10  per 
cent  the  Treasury  should  make  np  the 
difference.  It  was  further  provided 
that  such  reduced  scale  should  not  be 
again  revised  otherwise  than  with  the 
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toDaent  of  the  Bailway  Oompany  for  21 
years.  That  was  thought  to  be  the  fair 
and  legitimate  vay  of  dealing  with 
Bailway  Companies  at  that  time.  He 
had  no  donbt  that  it  was  to  prevent  new 
Oompanies  saying  th^  were  not  within 
this  Act  of  Parliament  because  they 
came  into  existence  after  it  was  passed, 
and  therefore  their  new  Act  being  sub- 
•eqiteoi  to  gmeral  Act,  repealed 
it.    It  was  to  preolade  sodh  an  ar- 

Sament  as  this,  donbtioBS,  that  the 
tending  Order  was  made  which  pro- 
vided that  every  Bailway  Bill  passed 
after  that  date  should  contain  the 
elaase  that  nothing  in  the  Act  should 
exclude  a  revision  of  the  maximum 
tolls.  tBut  the  clause  did  not  bear 
the  interpretation  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  had  put  upon 
it ;  be  said  so  confidently,  speaking  as  a 
lawyer.  The  Bill  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  a  proposal  to  interfere  with 
rights  for  which  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies had  bargained,  and  for  which 
the  shareholders  had  subscribed  their 
money.  Was  it  conceivable  that  those 
peo|^e  would  have  been  foolish  enough 
to  MibMribe  the  amount  th^y  ud 
if  they  had  known  that  the  tolls  which 
they  baigained  for  could  be  reduced  f 
The  matter  was  one  of  great  impor- 
tance not  only  to  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies and  the  shareholders,  but  gene- 
rally. He  was  not  going  to  talk  of 
^under  or  confiscation,  for  he  was 
sore  there  was  no  siwh  idea  in  the  mind 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced  the 
Kll.  An  expression  was  very  often  used 
ia  the  present  day  that  "  there  was 
fonder  in  the  air; "  and  he  would  ask 
their  Lordships  net  to  set  an  example  of 
Hghtly  taking  away  from  people  rights 
to  which  they  were  clearly  entiUed. 
Land  was  to  be  nationalized ;  leaseholds 
were  to  be  enfranchised ;  copyholds  were 
to  be  enfranchised ;  or  uie  landlord 
was  to  forfeit  bis  interest.  The  Tithe 
Qneation  was  to  be  settled  again,  and 
other  rights  were  to  be  iuterfsred  with ; 
and  be  (Lord  Bram well)  would  ask  their 
Ixwdships  carefully  to  consider  whether 
they  would  not  by  this  Bill  be  taking 
away  from  the  Bailway  shareholders  that 
whidi  they  had  purchased,  which  un- 
qaeotxonably  belonged  to  them.  He  had 
beea  told  by  one,  Utan  whom  there  was 
1M>  higher  authority,  that  the  difficulty 
in  raiaiog  capital  was  on  account  of  the 
(eneral  distnut  that  existed.  There 
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was  scarcely  a  thing  or  an  interest 
which  was  not  now  assailed  with  the 
object  of  taking  from  it  rights  that  the 
law  had  given.  Their  Lordships  might 
suppose  that  he  had  some  interest  in 
the  matter.  Yes,  he  was  a  Bailway 
shareholder,  though  only  a  small  one. 
His  personalinterestin  the  question  was 
small;  he  was  provided  for  as  long  as 
he  lived ;  and  before  this  scheme  was 
brought  into  operation  he  should  po 
bably  be  provided  for  in  another  way 
He  was  cmefly  interested  in  the  matter 
in  the  way  that  thousands  of  other  per- 
sons were ;  he  and  they  wished  to  make 
safe  provision  for  those  who  came  after 
them;  but  this  Bill  made  railway  pro- 
perty unsafe.  He  believed  the  Bill  to  be 
an  unjustifiable  attack  on  the  rights 
of  Bailway  shareholders.  There  were 
many  other  observations  he  might  make 
on  the  Bill.  For  instance,  why  should 
the  Bailway  Companies  be  referred  by 
the  Bill  to  a  tribunal  inferior  to  those 
which  existed  for  other  matters.  The 
magnitude  of  the  questions  which  arose 
was  an  argument  in  favour  of  having 
the  best  possible  tribuoial.  Why,  if 
there  was  a  mistaken  decision  on  matter 
of  fact,  should  it  be  as  it  is  ia  the  ordi- 
nary Courts  of  Law  the  subject  of 
any  appeal.  He  believed,  however, 
it  was  impossible  that  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  could  properly  deal 
with  all  the  questions  that  were  raised 
by  the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  that  it 
must  be  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said,  it  was  not 
convenient  to  discuss  the  details  of  the 
Bill  at  the  present  stage ;  but  he  desired 
to  criticize  one  or  two  alterations  whidi 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  since  last 
year,  and  which  it  was  desirable  should 
be  more  fully  explained  than  they  had 
been.  As  to  the  argument  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bramwell) 
that  the  Bailways  did  not  possess  a 
monopoly,  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
did  possess  a  considerable  monopoly, 
because  the  Bailways  had  been  con- 
structed under  special  facilities  which 
were  given  to  the  Companies,  and 
which  were  not  given  to  any  other  of 
Her  Hajes1y*s  subjects.  In  the  compul- 
sory taking  of  land  for  the  making  of 
lines,  no  one  could  compete  with  the 
Companies.  Parliament  had  therefore 
given  them  a  monopoly,  and  that  mono- 
poly could  be  destroyed  only  by  aUow- 
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ing  anyone  else  to  do  what  they  had 
done,  which  was  not  a  practicable  re- 
medy. In  these  circumstances  there 
might  be  interferences  with  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  in  the  carrying  on  of 
their  business  which  would  be  justi- 
fiable, while  they  would  not  be  justi- 
fiable in  the  case  of  those  upon  whom 
Parliament  had  conferred  no  special 
rights.  On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be 
unjust  that  money  had  been  subscribed 
for  the  construction  of  railways  on  the 
faith  that  Companies  had  power  to  take 
certain  tolls.  These  could  not  be  re- 
Tised  simply  in  the  interest  of  the 
traders  without  inToIring  that  confis- 
cation which  the  traders  themselves  did 
not  desire.  He  objected  to  the  change 
in  the  constitution,  of  the  Court,  and 
though  that  change  had  been  supported 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  who  repre- 
sented the  traders  (Lord  Henniker),  he 
did  not  regard  it  as  in  any  sense  a 
change  for  the  better.  He  could  under- 
stand a  desire  on  the  part  of  traders  to 
have  a  tribunal  which  should  disregard 
law  altogether  and  determine  questions 
on  abstract  principles  of  justice,  and 
against  whose  decisions  there  should  be 
so  appeal.  That  would  be  an  intelli- 
gible proceeding.  But  if  questions  of 
law  were  to  be  determined  upon  legal 
principles,  he  should  have  supposed 
that  a  tribunal  presided  over  by  the 
best  lawyer  aTailable^  would  be  evea 
better  for  the  traders  than  it  would  be 
A>r  the  Bailway  Companies.  The  better 
the  tribunal  from  which  you  started  the 
less  likely  was  it  that  there  would  be 
appeals.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  a  Court  should  be  preferred 
that  was  presided  over  by  a  presumably 
inferior  lawyer.  As  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners had  sat  ooly  from  20  to  30 
days  a  year,  there  was  apparently  no 
room  for  the  separation  of  the  more  im- 
portant from  the  less  important  oases. 
If  the  opinion  of  the  legal  Commis- 
sioner was  to  be  set  aside  by  the  opi- 
nions of  two  laymen,  nothing  could  be 
more  likely  to  provoke  a  number  of 
appeals  against  the  decisions  of  the 
Commissioners.  On  the  whole,  he 
thought  a  better  tribunid  would  be  ob- 
tained by  reverting  to  the  propos^  of 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  for  they  would 
only  by  the  present  proposal  be  mnlti- 
plyingf  ap^»eals  and  giving  general 
dissatisfaction.  As  to  Clause  24»  he 
thought  there  was  somtsthiog  in  the 
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drafting  of  it  that  rendered  it  imin- 
telligible ;  certainly  it  was  obscure.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee;  but 
he  hoped  it  would  be  a  Joiqt  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses,  so  that  there 
might  be  only  one  Inquiry.  There  was, 
be  noticed,  a  considerable  change  in  the 
Bill  as  to  undue  preference,  and  be 
wished  to  have  an  explanation  as  to  the 
omission  of  the  word  "  mileage."  The 
Bill  gave  the  Commission  considerable 
powers,  which  the  Commission,  he  had 
no  doubt,  would  use  with  advantage  to 
the  parties  concerned,  and  that  was  the 
niirit  in  which  the  matter  ought  to  be 
dealt  with. 

Lord  QBIMTHOBPE  said,  he  wished 
to  supplement  the  argument  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bramwell) 
about  this  Act  and  the  Standing  Order 
of  1844.  The  Act  provided  that  the 
State  might  buy  future  railways  for  25 
times  the  average  profits  of  three  years, 
and  might  reduce  rates  when  those 
profits  had  reached  10  per  cent,  but 
must  guarantee  the  Companies  against 
any  loss  thereby.  The  Standing  Order 
guarded  against  future  Kailway  Com- 
panies  thereafter  slipping  any  words 
into  their  special  Acts  to  interfere  with 
that  revision.  And  now  we  are  asked 
to  believe  that  Parliament  was  so  absurd 
as  to  pass  an  Act  for  revision  vith  a 
guarantee  on  reaching  10  per  cent,  and, 
at  the  aune  time,  to  provide  for  revistou 
without  a  guarantee  while  the  average 
dividend  is  not  half  of  10  per  cent ;  and 
also  to  believe  that  shareholders  have 
been  such  fools  as  to  go  on  finding 
money  all  these  years  with  an  unlimited 
power  of  reducing  rates  hanging  over 
their  heads.  Ho  had  read  in  some 
newspaper  last  year  that  some  Board 
of  Trade  official  said  that  he  had  always 
intended  the  revising  words  to  have  the 
effect  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Preston)  now  said  they  had.  If  he  did 
he  had  played  a  trick  not  unknown  to 
lawyers — namely,  tiying  to  get  an  ad- 
vantage by  putting  in  vague  words  not 
calculated  to  excite  alann ;  which  txiok 
almost  atwaysfailed,  because  Judgesheld 
that  rights  and  property  are  not  to  be 
taken  away  by  obeoure  wor^.  There  had 
been  complaints  against  the  lEailway  , 
Oompanies  as  long  as  he  could  remember 
—certainly  since  1846.  There  was  aCom-  ' 
mittee  in  1853  which  produced  the  Card- 
well  Aot^  and  then  there  was  a  Committee 
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in  1865-6-7,  and  there  was  a  Joint 
Committee  ot  both  Houses  in  1872. 
After  that  was  the  Oommittee  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Brabonrne)  re- 
ferred, which  produced  a  g^reat  volume 
of  evidence.  The  gTierancea  of  69  wit- 
nesses against  the  Bailway  Companies 
were  heard,  and  six  witnesses  on  the  part 
of  theHailwayOompanieBgave  evidence. 
If  anybody  in  the  world  might  be  ex- 
pected to  suggest  a  Bill  of  this  nature, 

fiving  the  Board  of  Trade  power  to  re- 
uce  rates,  surely  it  would  be  a  Commit- 
tee who  had  been  so  engaged.  But  that 
Committee  said  not  a  word  to  that  effect. 
The  Duke  of  Devonshire's  Commission  of 
1 865-6-7  was  specially  appointed  to  con- 
eider  the  question  of  the  purchase  of 
Bailways.  If  they  could  have  found 
the  means  of  purchasing  the  Railways 
cheaper  than  on  the  terms  prescribed  in 
1844,  the^  were  the  Commission  to  do 
it;  but  if  anybody  would  take  the 
trouble  to  r^m.  their  Beport  he  would 
find  that  they  said  it  was  imposuble 
to  do  80,  because  of  the  terms  of  the 
Act  of  1844 ;  in  other  words,  it  sud  that 
the  Bailway  shareholders  who  found  the 
money  knew  that  it  could  not  be  taken 
away  except  by  mere  confiacatiou,  con- 
trary to  the  Act  and  Standing  Order  of 
1844.  The  fact  was  that  from  1844 
down  to  last  year  no  one  ever  dreamt 
that  Parliament  had  a  right  to  revise 
rates.  Not  even  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
Bill  did  that.  The  noble  Lord  therefore 
had  to  make  out  that  it  was  good  faith  to 
reverse  the  understanding  of  42  years 
and  tiie  Beport  of  Mr.  (Hadstone,  who 
introduced  the  Act  of  1844,  and  used 
the  most  stdemn  words  about  the  im- 
portance of  doing  nothing  that  would 
even  have  the  appearance  of  a  breach 
of  Farliamentaiy  faith.  The  noble 
Xiord  might  be  a  dever  man,  but  he  was 
not  clever  enough  to  do  that.  The 
Joint  Committee  of  1872  had  the  same 
thing  to  deal  with;  but  the  Act  of  1844 
stood  in  the  way  again,  and  this  hap- 
pened over  and  over  again.  By  Clause 
It  of  the  Bill,  the  Board  of  Trade, 
through  the  Bailway  Commissioners,  or 
the  Board  of  Trade  without  the  Railway 
Commissioners,  might  order  any  Com- 
pany to  spend  any  sum  of  money  which 
they  like  to  pronounce  necessary  for  the 
public  conveuemie  and  intwests.  This 
extraordinary  power  was  nowproposedto 
he  given  for  the  first  time,  and  he  asked 
their  Lordships  to  consider  to  what  this 
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might  lead.  They  might  order  Com- 
panies to  spend  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  without  a  penny  of  profit  for 
it.  And  that  is  not  even  a  question  of 
law,  on  which  alone  the  Bill  allows  an 
appeal.  Anything  more  ruinous  to 
shareholders  could  not  be  imsglned. 
Parliament  had  but  to  revise  Bailway 
rates  with  the  object  of  reducing  them 
to  such  a  point  that  the  State  might 
acquire  the  Bailways  at  an  almost  nomi- 
nal price.  Were  their  Lordships  aware 
of  the  amount  of  money  that  some  of 
the  Bailway  Conipanies  had  spent  on 
their  stations  ?  He  had  a  station  in 
his  mind  where  there  was  consider- 
able inconvenience  owing  to  a  level 
crossing.  It  was  a  station  used  by  eight 
Bailway  Companies.  The  problem  of 
getting  rid  of  the  level  crossing  had 
never  been  solved  yet,  because  of  the 
enormous  cost  which  would  be  required. 
It  could  not  be  done  without  the  waste 
of  an  unknown  sum  of  money,  and  yet 
the  Bailway  Commissioners  might  order 
this  expense,  a»ing  it  was  extremely 
convenient  for  the  public  to  make  the 
alteration.  A  Commissionof  three  gentle- 
men— containing  a  gentleman  of  le^al  ex- 
perience, another  of  railway  experience, 
and  another  of  no  experience — might 
order  a  Bailway  Company  to  spend  that 
money.  The  net  profits  of  Bailway 
Companies,  taking  off  working  expenses, 
were  only  47  per  cent  of  the  gross  earn- 
ings. The  ordinary  shareholders  held 
37  per  cent  of  the  whole  capital,  and 
the  net  income  was  0*47  of  the  gross.  If 
they  multiplied  the  0  37  by  Uie  0  47 
they  would  find  that  every  penny  they 
took  off  the  gross  income  of  the  Com- 
pany, to  give  it  to  their  customers,  as 
the  Duke  of  Devonshire's  Commission 
said,  as  near  as  posnble  sixpence  was 
taken  o£F  the  ordinary  shareholders.  As 
to  the  Oommisuon,  the  common  pick- 
pockets and  borglara  have  a  right  to  be 
tried  by  the  best  Judge  in  England,  and 
a  woman  with  an  action  for  breach  of 

Sromise  could  appeal  through  all  the 
burts  on  points  of  law.  By  the  Bill 
the  Bailway  Companies  were  treated 
throughout  as  hottet  humani  generii.  It 
had  been  said  that  a  strong  Court  was 
wanted.  Yes;  one  strong  enough  to 
override  law  and  justice,  and  do  what- 
ever they  think  will  be  popular,  or 
which  the  customers  of  Bailways  are 
pleased  to  think  fair,  as  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Henniker)  said.  In  this  Bill  every 
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possible  presumption  vas  made  against 
the  Bailwa;  Oompaniea.  His  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Braboume)  bad  spoken 
on  behall  of  the  Directors;  he  (Lord 
Giimtborpe)  afraid  that  the  brerity 
of  his  remarks  might  not  be  altogether 
satiafaotorj  to  the  Bailway  Defence  As- 
sociation, of  which  he  was  made  Presi- 
dent some  years  ago.  That  Association 
was  called  into  existence  because  the 
shareholders  generally  found  that  they 
could  not  trust  the  Directors  to  act  for 
them  collectively.  Each  Chairman  and 
each  Manager — who  generally  managed 
the  Chairman,  and  had  a  fixed  salary 
for  it — looted  after  his  own  interest. 
If  tbey  could  so  go  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  get  some  nice  little  thing 
for  their  own  Company  they  would 
sacrifice  everybody  else.  This  was  not 
his  opinion  only,  because  the  Committee 
of  1872  said  just  the  same  thing.  They 
said  that  Bailway  shareholders  were 
practically  sheep,  without  any  real  con* 
trol  over  uieir  managers,  to  whose  specu- 
lations, ambition,  and  passions  the  Com- 
mittee attributed  a  great  deal  of  the  past 
misfortunes  of  shareholders.  At  that 
late  hour  he  would  say  no  more,  but 
hoped  that  the  remarks  of  his  two  noble 
IViends  (Lords  Brabourne  and  Bram- 
well),  if  not  his  own,  would  make  a  due 
impression  on  the  Government,  and 
show  them  the  real  nature  of  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  ov  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  could  not  agree  that  the  Bailway 
Companies  ought  to  be  regarded  as  or- 
dinary traders,  because  they  undoubtedly 
possessed  monopolies,  and  it  was  there* 
fore  necessary  from  time  to  time  to  in- 
quire into  Uteir  proceedings.  With 
regfurd  to  the  jurisdiotion  of  the  Com- 
mission, when  he  first  read  Clause  27  of 
the  Bill,  he  was  a  UtUe  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
transftir  the  arbitration  which  was  ren- 
dered possible  under  that  Clause  to  the 
Commtesionera,  rather  than  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  He  felt  that  it  was  desirable 
to  make  that  Commission  as  strong  as 
possible,  and  he  thought  also  that,  deal- 
ing as  they  did  with  matters  of  litiga- 
tion, they  would  be  the  best  persons  to 
deal  also  with  arbitration.  On  further 
consideration,  however,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  it  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  because  the  Commissioners 
would  have  to  sit  as  Judges,  and  it  would 
therefore  be  very  difficult  for  them,  hav- 
ing acted  as  arbiters  in  the  first  instance, 
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to  be  called  in  as  Judges  to  settle  mat- 
ters which  they  had  failed  to  settle  as 
arbiters.  The  Board  of  Trade  also  had 
in  Parliament  a  responsible  Member  of 
the  Government,  and,  therefore  tiie  Bail- 
way Companies  had  a  better  means  of 
sifting  any  alleged  injustice  on  the  part 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  of  obtaining 
an  appeal  against  their  decisions,  than 
they  would,  have  if  this  matter  were 
committed  to  the  Commissioners.  With 
regard  to  revision  of  the  rates,  it  was  by 
no  means  certain  that  a  revision  of  the 
maximum  rates  would  necessarily  mean 
a  diminution  of  the  ordinary  rates 
charged  by  Bailway  Companies.  Be- 
specting  short  distances— a  vety  impor- 
tant part  of  their  traffic — ^it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  rerimon  might  lead 
to  an  increase  in  the  chafes.  With 
respect  to  terminals,  express  recog- 
nition was  for  the  first  time  given  to 
them  by  this  Bill.  So  far,  it  was  a  con- 
cession to  the  Bailway  Companiea.  As 
to  dause  25,  he  should  postpone  bis 
remarks.  One  matter  to  be  considered 
in  Committee  would  be,  the  objection 
taken  by  producers  that  Bailways— 
which  annmilatod  distance — had  arti- 
ficially cheapened  goods  brought  from 
certain  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  from  abroad,  at  the  expense  of  goods 
produced  in  the  localities  less  favour- 
ably placed.  That  was  the  strangest 
argument  that  could  be  put  forward  for 
a  charge  of  that  character,  as  if  the 
consumer  were  the  only  person  inte- 
rested. Moreover,  the  consumer,  if  bene- 
fitted by  goods  being  carried  cheaply 
for  long  distances,  would  also  be  bene- 
fitted by  lower  charges  for  goods  carried 

a  short  distance.   

Tub  Eabl  of  JEBSEY  said»  he 
hoped  that  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Chairman  of  the  new  Com- 
mission being  a  Judge.  It  could  not  be 
for  the  interests  of  anyone  connected 
with  trade  or  agriculture  that  any  injus- 
tice should  be  done  to  the  Bailway  Ciom- 
panics.  As  to  the  revision  of  the  classi- 
hcalioii  nf  yoijJii,  tliiit  ivaa  desired  both 
by  thr  (\(iiLpnT]icn  find  (ho  tcHtlerfl..  In 
hiri  i']iiiLi('ii,  if  tho  Co3iij>HTiiea  wore  to 
taki''  .■ti.lviiiit.ii^L'  iif  ilio  C'leftring  House 
olaasiliciitioL,  they  would  bo  ablo  to 
review  their  rates  muoh  more  t|uit'kly 
tban  ;n  any  other  way.  He  did  not  ba- 
liavG,  Lowever,  that  the  terminals  definS- 
tion  in.  the  Bill  would  m&et  with  die 
oessnt  nf  either  the  agricultural  or  th^ 


165      Snlmty  and  Canal      {ICasor  H,.1887} 


166 


commercial  classes.  He  was  sure  that 
what  bad  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Preeident  of  ihs  Board  of  Trade  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Preston)  on  one  point,  would 
be  received,  with  great  regret  by  all 
traders ;  for  the  n<%le  Iiord  indicated 
that  he  had  given  up  the  home  prodnoer 
in  favour  of  the  fbreigner.  Inhisopinion, 
it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  any 
settlement  of  the  question  of  preferential 
rates  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  home 
producer  as  long  as  the  foreign  producer 
reoeived  a  bounty  in  the  shape  of  lower 
Kailway  rates  than  had  to  be  paid  by 
the  producer  at  home.  As  to  the  Appel- 
late Court,  he  thought  that  there  ought 
to  be  nq  objection  to  only  one  appeal, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  measure  would 
become  law  this  Session,  and  that  it 
would  be  of  advantage  to  the  country. 

The  Marquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  that  what  the  Bailway  Com^niea 
desired,  as  regarded  the  constitution  of 
the  Oourt  for  dealing  with  preferential 
rates,  was  that  it  should  be  a  strong 
Court.  Aooordtng  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Bill,  the  Court  would  sometimes  be 
strong  and  at  other  times  weak ;  some- 
times an  inferior  Court,  and  at  other 
times  a  superior  Court.  It  was  most 
undesirable  that  Parliament  should 
leave  it  an  open  question  whether  a 
Judge  was  to  be  called  in  or  not.  The 
Commission  itself  would  be  unwilling  to 
show  their  inferiority  in  dealing  with 
matters  of  law  and  fact  by  sending  for  a 
Judge.  The  proper  thing  was  to  consti- 
tute a  Oourt  under  the  presidency  of  a 
Judge.  He  thought  that  the  Conciliation 
Clauaea  of  the  BiH  would,  in  certain  cases, 
develop  a  most  mischievous  kind  of  liti- 
gation, inasmuch  as  they  provided  no 
proteotion  for  the  Bailway  Companies 
against  harassinK  claims  of  all  descrip- 
tions. He  shouU  prefer  a  strong  fixed 
Oommiasion  to  an  oscillating  one,  which 
would  be  sometimes  strong  and  some- 
times weak,  80  that  it  might  give  a  pro- 
nuse  of  consistency  and  continuity  in  its 
decisions.  The  dauses  relating  to  the 
revision  of  rates  appeared  to  give  the 
Board  of  Trade  unlimited  powers  of  re- 
vising rates  in  such  a  maniier  that  they 
might  practically  extinguish  the  property 
of  the  Bailway  shareholders.  He  thought 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  contain  some  in- 
struction to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  in 
Tensing  rates  they  should  havo  duo  ro 
gaid  to  the  legal  and  equitable  rights  of 
ftU  parties  inter»tad.   WlUl  z«jptEAVto 


the  clauses  dealing  with  undue  prefer* 
ence  it  should  be  remembered  that  three- 
fifths  of  the  whole  rates  of  Bailway  Com- 
panies were  practically  ruled  by  the  keen 
competitton  of  shipping  interest  and  the 
Steamship  Companies,  and  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  remaining  two-fifths 
were  determined  by  Bailway  competition. 
It  was  said  that  this  Bill  legalized  termi- 
nals for  the  first  time,  but  he  pointed  out 
that  this  was  not  so.  He  hoped  that 
their  Lordships,  if  they  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time,  would  not  ignore  the  fact 
that  whatever  injured  the  Bailway  in- 
terest would  injure  the  country  at  large, 
and  that  it  was  much  more  probable  that 
they  would  get  low  rates  and  efficient 
service  from  rich  and  prosperous  Bail- 
way  Companies  than  from  poor  and 
struggling  ones  hampered  by  unwise 
legislation. 

Lonp  STALBBIBGE  said,  one  part 
of  the  community  that  had  not  been  re- 
presented in  the  debate  was  the  con- 
sumer. In  fixing  tiieir  rates  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  had  been  doing  their 
best  in  the  interests  of  the  consumer  as 
of  any  others,  their  object  having  beea 
to  bring  food  within  the  reach  of  the 
consumer  as  cheaply  as  possible.  Taken 
as  a  whole,  Bailway  arrangements  had 
been  very  fairly  carried  out.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  it  had  been  intended 
originally  that  Bailway  rates  should  be 
revised  only  when  the  shareholders  were 
receiving  a  1 0  per  cent  dividend,  whereas 
the  average  dividend  now  paid  was  only 
4i  per  cent.  If  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Preston)  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  pass  this  Bill  they  would 
have  taken  a  great  responsibility  off  the 
shoulders  of  the  Bailway  Companies 
and  put  it  upon  their  own,  which  would 
not  be  able  to  bear  it,  and  deal  with  the 
work  properly. 

Loan  STANLEY  of  PBESTON,  in 
reply,  said,  he  would  postpone  to  an- 
other time  much  that  ne  had  to  say. 
With  regard  to  the  argument  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bram- 
well),  he  must  observe  that,  however 
honourable  the  intentions  of  the  Bail- 
way  Companies,  their  claims,  on  grounds 
of  public  policy,  could  not  be  admitted 
to  the  full  extent.  As  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Hersohell)  asked  a  good 
many  questions  about  pointswhich  were 
jBlJw'  Riattara  for  Committee,  than  for 
'diaa&viM  (d       «tifffa  of  the  Bill 
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He  quite  admitted  that  the  stronger  the 
Court  the  less  likelihood  there  was  of 
appeals.    He  had  been  asked  what  the 
position  would  be  if  the  legal  Oommis- 
sioner  and  the  Judge  took  one  view,  and 
the  two  lay  Ckjmmissioners  another  ?  He 
believed  the-  usual  course  was,  if  the 
Court  was  equally  diTided,  that  the 
junior  withdrew  his  iudgmeut,  and  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  no  difficulty  was  found 
in  adj  uating  a  matter  whidi  at  first  sight 
might  seem  to  present  some.    He  be- 
lieved that  after  some  questions  were 
decided,  the  right  of  appeal  would  be 
rarely  exercised.    Parliament  had,  in 
many  cases,  recognized  the  necessity  for 
classifioatiou ;  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  great  diffioulties  which  some 
noble  Lords  antifupated  would  be  likely 
to  arise.   He  fully  acknowledged  that 
BsUways  in  this  counti;  were  well  map 
naged,  and  that  we  had  not  much  to 
learn  from  foreigners  on  that  subject; 
and  he  believed  that  in  dealing  with 
the  question  of  classiQcation,  the  Board 
of  Trade,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Bail- 
way  Companies,  and  something  like  the 
Clearing  House  classiBcation  to  guide 
them,  would  not  find  the  task  so  difiS- 
cult  as  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  sup- 
pose.  A  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
second  part  of  the  25th  clause  as  offer- 
ing a  bounty  in  favour  of  the  foreigner. 
But  the  foreigner  had  really  nothing  to 
do  with  the  matter.    With  reference  to 
the  Conciliation  or  Arbitration  Clause  of 
the  Bill,  a  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
spoken  of  it  in  sarcastic  tones ;  but  he 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  was  quite 
ready  to  discuss  the  clause  on  its  merits, 
believing  that  if  grievances  could  be  ad- 
justed without  recourse  to  litigation,  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  all  parties 
interested.    He  thanked  their  Lonlships 
for  the  spirit  in  which  they  had  received 
the  measure,  and  earnestly  trusted  the 
Bill  would  lead  to  useful  leeislation. 
There  were  some  points  of  difference 
between  them  which  were  merely  nomi- 
nal ;  but  he  recognized  that  there  were 
others  of  principle  for  which  he  feared 
there  was  no  half-way  house,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  they  must  agree  to  differ. 
Still,  speaking  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
and  not  of  particular  provisions,  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  there  were  important 
points  in  it  on  which  th^  were  all 
agreed ;  and,  bearing  in  mind  the  spirit 
in  which  the  Bill  was  framed  and  intro- 
duced, he  strongly  hoped  that  it  would  j 

lord  Simley  of  Prtttm 


lead  to  the  passing  of  a  nseAil  and  satis- 
factory measure. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommttied  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  T^Mrfdy  the  39/A 
imtMi. 

INCUMBENTS  OP  BENEFICES  LOANS 
EXTENSION  ACT  (1886)  AMENDMENT 
BILI..-{No.  89.) 
(Tht  Duke  of  Batkingham  and  CAwtAi.) 
SEOONZt  BBADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond  Head- 
ing read. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(TheDuke  of  Buckinobaic  and  CBumos), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  its  purpose  was, 
in  consequence  of  the  agncuftural  de- 
pression that  had  prevaUed,  to  enable  the 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Board  to  extend, 
with  the  consent  of  the  patron,  the  time 
for  the  repajrment  of  mortgages  and 
to  provide  that  extension  might  be 
made,  notwithstanding  extensions  made 
under  the  Act  of  44  &  45  Viet.,  intro- 
duced by  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough, 
and  fixed  under  a  prenoas  Act  to  a 
period  not  aoeedine  20  years  in  all 
from  the  latest  date  fixed  at  present. 

Moved. ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 
— ( Tk»  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  CAaniw.) 

Motion  agreod  U;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  commuted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thunday  next. 

CHURCH  SITES  (COMPULSORY  POWERS 
REPEAL)  BILL.— (No.  22.) 
iJThe  Lord  Bieiop  ^  Lie^fi^d.) 
SBOOKD  BBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Bishop  of  UCHFIEILD,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  nowread  aseoond 
time,  said,  it  explained  itself;  and  see- 
ing the  latenws  of  the  hour  and  the 
paucity  of  attendance,  he  would  reserve 
the  observations  he  had  to  make  to  a 
later  stage. 

Moved, ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{TAc  Lord  Mithop  o/Jachfieid.) 

TBI  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Halsbvbt)  said,  that  in  his  opinion,  the 
measure  was  very  objectionaUe,  and,  if 
not  considerably  amended  in  Committee, 
he  should  feel  bound  to  move  its  rpjeo- 
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tion  altogether.  Its  effect  wonld  be  to 
repeal  prerious  Acta  of  Parliament  to  a 
ocnuiderftble  extent,  and  he  ahould  have 
■ome  remarks  to  make  upon  it.  The 
right  rer.  FMlate,  however,  had  agreed 
to  introdnoe  a  section  in  Committee, 
stating  what  Aoto  he  proposed  to  repeal, 
and  he  should  reserre  what  he  had  to 
say  until  he  saw  the  section.  Subject 
to  that,  he  made  no  objection  to  the 
seoond  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  ^rnd  U;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

LOCAL    aOVSENMEPTT     (IRBLARB)  PROVI- 

SIONJLL  ORDER  (lIMBRIOX  WATER)  BOX. 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisioaal  Ord«r  of  the 
liOoal  GoTemmeot  Boud  for  Irelaod  nlatinif 
to  waterworks  io  the  City  of  Limerick — Was 
prtaenttd  1)T  The  Lord  Frivr  Seal ;  read  W 
(No.  42.) 

8K0KX    HUISAKCE    ABATEMENT  (kKTBO- 
rOUS)  BILL. 

A.  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  for  abating  the 
rnuMDce  arUng  from  the  imoke  of  fomaces 
sad  llreplaces  within  the  MetropoUa— Was 
prM$nUdhj  The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Camp- 
beU;  zeHll>.   (No.  43.) 

House  a^joomed  at  Nine  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'doek, 


HOUSE  OF  OOMUONS, 
Mmday,  lAthMareh^  1887. 
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MINUTES.}— Nsw  Wair  Issukd— Ar  Derby 
(Ukeston  Division),  v.  Thomas  WatsoD, 
esquire,  deceased. 

BiLBCT  CoMXTrm— Commons,  apptinUd  and 
Ktminmttd, . 

SvFVLT — eemtuknd  in  CommitiM — Abut  Esn- 

MATSS,  1887>8,  Votes  A  and  I. 
Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt    Seadit^  — 

Copyright  (Musical  Compositions}*  [l^o]  ; 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  (No.  2)  * 

II96J. 

Swnd  AMMfiii/— Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing 
Boats)  AcU  Amendment  *  [168]. 

8*eond  Reading — Btftrred  to  StUet  Committee  — 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862}  Amendment* 
[1431;  Merehandise  (Fraudulent  Marks}* 
[1781  rtfnred  to  Stint  OummitUt  m  |Mer- 
ehandias  Marks  Act  (18S2)  Amendment  Bill. 

Seteet  Cbmrnittee—^ting  of  Machinery*  [148], 
mominmiid. 

Committee  —  Hctn^litan  Optn  Spaces  Act 

(1881)  Extension*  [171]-H.p. 
Committm—Meport—CwuAy  Courts  (Expenses)* 
[177]. 

mkdrmwH  —  Foynes  Harbour  (Transfer)  * 
[IM]. 


THE  COPPER  CURRENCY— FRENCH 
BRONZE  COINS. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  aaked  If  r. 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  ^ 
arrange  in  any  way  to  obviate  the  incon- 
yenieoce  reanftiog  to  some  tradeemen  in 
the  Provinces,  who  are  obliged  in  the 
way  of  business  to  receive  !Frenoh  bronze 
coins  as  eqnival«its  for  English  pennies, 
and  find  themselves  unable  to  pay  them 
away  at  ihB  Fablio  0£Sces  each  as  the 
Post  Office  ? 

The  chancellor  opthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoBCHBH)  (8t.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  UovernmeDt  is 
doing  all  that  can  be  done  to  prevent 
the  circulation  of  foreign  bronze  coins  in 
this  country  by  issuing  a  Proclamation 
under  the  Act  of  last  year  forbidding 
their  importation.  The  hon.  Member 
wiU,  I  am  sure,  recognize  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  Qovemment  Depart- 
mento  to  recave  payment  except  in  coins 
of  the  realm. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— OMAGH 
POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  \V.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  two  of 
the  female  clerks  attached  to  the  Omagh 
Post  Office  have  hours  of  duty  assigned 
to  them  which  do  not  necessitate  their 
attendance  at  either  an  early  or  late 
hour ;  whether  the  duty  of  the  third 
clerk  is  so  arranged  aa  to  compel  her  to 
attend  both  at  early  and  late  duty ; 
whether  the  Inspecting  Telegraphist  of 
the  Northern  Postal  Division  is  aware 
of  the  ezistinff  arrangements  in  the 
Omagh  Post  Office ;  and,  whether  inde- 
pendent inquiries  will  be  instituted  as  to 
the  mode  in  whidi  business  generally 
has  been  conducted  in  the  post  office 
referred  to? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  {Mr. 
Raixbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  From 
inquiry  which  I  have  made,  it  appears 
that  the  duties  at  the  Omagh  Post  Office 
are,  on  the  whole,  fairly  distributed  be- 
tween the  hours  of  7  in  the  morning 
and  8  at  night  amongst  the  three  female 
clerks  there  with  due  intervals  of  rest 
for  each.  If  any  one  of  the  female 
clerks  wishes  to  make  a  representation 
with  a  view  to  the  alteration  of  her  pre- 
sent hours  of  duty,  her  proper  ooune  is 
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to  submit  it  in  the  usual  manner,  vhen  I 
shonld  look  into  the  case.  The  Inspect- 
ing Telegraphist  exercises  no  control 
over  the  office  hours.  The  duties  at  tiie 
Omagh  Office  are  performed  satisfac- 
torily, and  there  are  very  few  complaints 
against  that  office. 

NAVY— THE  CHANNEL  SQUADRON  AT 
LISBON  AND  OIBRALTAB. 

IfB.  (K)nBliEiT  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lewd  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther, in  face  of  recent  accidents  to  some 
of  the  ships  comprising  the  Ohannel 
Squadron  at  Lisbon  Haroour  and  Gib- 
raltar, he  oonBiders  the  ^round-taokle  of 
the  Navy  sufficiently  satisfactory  for  the 
safety  of  the  ships;  and,  whether  he 
has  received  a  Beport,  and,  if  so,  what, 
from  Admiral  H!ewett  regarding  the 
accidents  to  some  of  the  vessels  under 
bis  command  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gbohok 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Al- 
though there  hare  been  some  accidents 
recently  in  connection  vitii  ships  of  the 
Channel  Squadron,  it  is  considered  that 
the  ground-tackle  of  the  Navy  is  saffi- 
cimt  for  the  safety  of  the  ships.  The 
Reports  received  from  Sir  William 
Hevett  do  not  suggest  that  the  ground- 
tackle  is  too  li^ht  for  the  ships,  it  being 
of  the  same  size  and  weight  as  that 
which  has  been  established  for  our 
largest  iron-dad  ships,  and  is  in  general 
use  by  them. 

SEED   SUPPLY   (IRELAND)  ACT-RE- 
PAYMENT  OF  LOANS. 

GoLonzL  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.^  asked 
the  Ohief  Seoretaryto  the  Lora  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irelandi  What  percentage  of 
the  money  advanced  for  seed  in  Ireland 
has  been  repaid ;  if  the  balance  is  due 
by  unions  situated  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts, and  with  a  large  population ;  if 
he  would  institute  an  inquiry  to  ascer- 
tain if  such  halances  were  chiefly  uncol- 
lectabl6,  .from  causes  arising  from  hurry 
in  issuing  the  seed ;  and,  if  an  inquiry 
would  also  be  made  as  to  the  possibility 
of  remitting  a  portion  of  said  balances  ? 

Ms.  J.  P.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
I  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  Oovern- 
meot  will  constdtir,  with  respect  to  the 
trifling  balance  of  the  Seed  Rate  now 
unpaid,  that  it  is  due  from  the  poorest 
and  most  distressed  districts,  upon  which 
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enforcing  the  collection  would  entail  dis- 
tress entirely  out  of  proportion  to  any 

Siod  to  be  gained  by  the  Treasury  by 
e  receipt  of  the  sum  in  question ;  and, 
if,  senng  hov  punotnally  the  vast  bulk 
of  the  Seed  Bate  has  been  repaid,  he 
will  recommend  that  Gh)vemment  shall 
forego  its  claim  for  the  small  balance 
still  due  by  the  very  poor  districts  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub  (Manchester,  E.) :  la.  reply 
to  these  questions,  I  may  state  that 
something  over  7  per  cent  of  the  Seed 
Loan,  chiefly  due  from  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts, is  still  outstanding.  The  question 
of  the  possibility  of  remitting  a  portion 
of  the  balance  is  one  rather  for  the  Trea- 
sui^  than  for  me.  We  are  in  communi- 
cation on  the  subject;  but,  in  saying 
this,  I  must  not  be  understood  to  make 
any  promise  of  remission. 

THE   MAGISTRACY  (S0OTLAND}-MK. 
STIPENDIARY  GEUUEL. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  acceptance 
by  Mr.  Stipendiary  Gemmel,  Glasgow, 
of  the  appomtment  of  Aanssor  to  the 
Dean  of  Guild  Court.  Glasgow;  an^ 
whether  this  latter  appointment  inter- 
fnes  with  the  due  fulfilment  of  his 
duties  as  stipendiary  magistrate ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Govemment  intend 
taking  any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  appointment  of 
Assessor  does  not  interfere  with  the  pro- 
per fulfilment  of  Mr.  Gemmel's  duties 
as  stipendiary  ma^strate.  Mr.  Gemmel 
informed  the  Lord  Provost  and  magis- 
trates before  taking  the  appointment; 
and  intimated  that  if  at  any  time  they 
should  be  of  opinion  that  it  did  interfere 
with  his  othor  duties  he  was  prepared 
to  resign  it. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Mh.  mac  NETLL  (Donegal,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  M ABORT  (Meath,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the 
Report  which  was  presented  on  let  May, 
1886,  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
on  the  subject  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
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by  a  Committee  conBisting  of  tbe  "Vice 
Chancellor,  Judge  Flanagan,  and  Mr. 
Bicbard  Mills ;  also  a  Copy  of  the 
Letter  wbioh  the  Treasury  Bemem- 
brancer  in  Ireland  wrote  with  reference 
to  this  Beport  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  be  good  enough 
to  postpone  this  Question  for  a  few  days, 
to  enable  me  to  make  some  inqoity  I 
have  not  hitherto  had  oj^ortunity  for. 

LAND  PUBCHASE  (IREtAND)  ACT— 
APPLICATIONS  FOR  ADVANCES. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  Mahont  (Meatb,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  The  number  of  applications 
for  advances  of  purcbase  money  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  which  the  Land 
Commissioners  have  refused  to  sanction, 
and  the  amount  of  money  applied  for 
under  these  applications ;  and,  the  num- 
ber of  applications  subsequently  sanc- 
tioned, in  which  the  Land  Cknnmis- 
aioners  hare  recommended  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  terms  of  purdhoso  and  the 
amount  of  the  said  modifioationa  ? 

The  chief  8E0BETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfotjr)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Commissioners  report  that  up  to 
the  10th  of  this  month  they  had  refused 
434  applications  for  loans,  amounttog  to 
about  £317,000.  Of  these,  67  were 
subsequently  sanctioned,  the  amounts  of 
loans  being  reduced  from  about  £61,000 
to  ft  little  over  £50,000. 

Hb.  MAO  NEILL  asked  the  number 
of  cases  in  which  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners had  recommended  a  modification 
of  the  terms  of  purchase  ? 

Mb  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  must  have 
Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  HAO  NEILL :  It  is  on  the 
Paper. 

PROCLAIMED  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— 
NATIONAL  LEAGUE  MEETINa  AT 
ASHGROVE,  CO.  CORK. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Ork  Qo.,  Mid.)  asked 
the  duef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  conse- 
qnenoe  of  the  proclamation  of  a  National 
League  meeting  which  was  to  have  been 
hdbl  at  AflhgroTe,  Kilnamartyra,  County 
Cork,  on  Sunday,  the  6th  March,  Mr. 
Stokes,  a  Besident  Magistrate,  prevented 
the  local  band  in  Macroom  from  playiog 


in  the  Square  as  usual; — whether  the 
report  in  The  Cork  Daily  Berald  of 
Monday,  7ih  March,  is  correct,  namely — 

*'  That  on  the  hand  maki&r  its  appearance  in 
the  square,  Mr.  Stokes  issued  out  of  the  police 
bairack  attended  hy  ahoat  fifty  conatables, 
principally  from  Cork,  some  of  vhom  had  re> 
moved  the  nQmbem  from  the  collars  of  their 
jackets  to  prerout  discovery  ; " 

and,  if  this  report  is  true,  whether  he 
will  caU  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  the  matter  ?  And  I  should 
further  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, whether  it  is  a  fact  that  he  has 
applied  to  the  police  authorities  and  the 

Seople  who  are  incriminated  by  this 
iuestion  for  information  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEOBETABT  (Mb.  A. 
J.  Baltoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Yes ;  I 
have  applied  for  information  to  the 
police.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Qentleinan's 
Question,  I  have  to  state  that  in  view  of 
anticipated  diBturbauces,  Captain  Stokes, 
the  Besident  Magistrate,  had  on  the 
morning  of  the  day  referred  to,  warned 
the  band  that  he  could  not  permit  them 
to  proceed  or  play  through  the  town,  and 
on  their  subsequently  attempting  to  do 
so,  he  very  properly  prevented  uiem  by 
means  of  the  police.  It  is  not  the  case 
that  any  of  the  police  removed  their 
numbers  from  their  collars.   Six  of  the 

Earty  employed  upon  the  duty  are  mem- 
ers  of  the  County  Force,  and  as  such, 
do  not  wear  numbers. 

Hb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Arts, 
ing  out  of  that  Question,  I  should  like 
to  know  by  what  anthcmty  magistrates, 
resident  or  otherwise,  are  entitled  to  pre- 
vent bands  playiog  in  the  streets  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  On  this  occa- 
sion the  Besident  Magistrate  had  reason 
to  believe  the  band  was  proceeding  to  a 
proclaimed  meeting  at  Kilnamartyra, 
and  he  was  strictly  within  bis  duty  in 
preventing  them  doing  so. 

Db.  TANNEE  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Macroom  is  three  miles  irom  the 
place  of  the  prohibited  meeting ;  and, 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that  the  band 
plays  every  Sunday  in  the  Square  at 
Macroom ;  and  whether  Captain  Stokes 
is  not  also  aware  of  this  fact  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  From  the  in- 
formation I  have  I  have  reason  to  believe 
the  band  does  not  plapr  in  Macroom  every 
Sunday ;  and  tiiere  is  reason  to  believe 
that  on  this  day  the  band  was  going  to 


Digitized  by 


'"'^bffiet—SaU  of  Stampt  )dOVifO^S}   io  Railway  TtUsrapk  CUrU  17^ 


march  three  miles  to  the  jnoolaimed 
meeting. 

Dr.  tanner  intimated  that  he  would 
rqwat  the  Question  on  a  subsequent 
day. 

WAB  OFFICE  (SHALL  ABH8)— H ABTIKI- 
HENRY  RIFLES. 
Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Becretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
was  the  cost  incurred  by  the  production 
of  the  Eafield-Martini  rifles  lately  issued 
and  condemned  or  abandoned ;  and, 
whether  the  Lee-Burton  and  Lee  maga- 
zine  rifles  will  be  submitted  to  indepen* 
d^nt  criticism  before  being  manufao- 
tured? 

The  SECJEETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaatle): 
Although  the  accounts  have  not  yet  been 
made  up  in  detail,  it  is  estimated  that 
the  Eofield-Martini  rifles  cost  45t.  each. 
They  h&ve  neither  been  condemned  nor 
abandoned.  The  Lee-Burton  and  Lee 
magazine  rifles  are  about  to  be  issued  for 
thorough  trial  by  the  Army  and  Navy 
before  either  pattern  is  adopied. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAKD)-FRO. 
SEOUTION  OF  DISTBIOT  INSPECTOR 
KILUNa-ROTAL  IRISH  C0NSTABt7- 
LARY. 

Mb.  OHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  G^eoeral for  Ireland,  Upon 
what  grounds  he  vetoed  the  proBecution 
of  District  Inspector  Milling,  Boyal  Irish 
Conatabulaiy,  for  an  assault  for  which  he 
bad  been  committed  for  trial;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  statute  entitling 
Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral  thue  to  Teto  pro- 
secutions ? 

Ths  ATTOBNEY  qeneral  sob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holhes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Before  a  bill  of'  mdiotment  is 
found,  the  Attorney  General  neither 
exercises  nor  claims  the  right  to  veto  a 
prosecution.  As  Public  Prosecutor  he 
is  entitled  to  direct  that  a  prosecotion  be 
conducted  by  the  Grown  omciala ;  and  I 
have  declined,  in  the  exercise  of  the  dis- 
cretion whi<^  I  thus  possess,  to  give  such 
a  direction  in  the  case  of  District  Inspec- 
tor Milling.  After  a  bill  of  indictment 
is  found,  the  Attorney  General,  as  repre- 
senting the  Queen,  has  had,  as  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware,  from  the  earliest 
times,  the  power  to  enter  a  nolk  pro- 
wgui. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  May  I  point  out  to 
the  r^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gtontteman 

Mr.  A.  /.  Sa^ 


he  has  not  answered  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  Question— whether  there  is  any 
statute  entitling  the  Attorney  General  to 
veto  prosecntionB  f 

Mb.  holmes  :  The  Attorney  General 
never  dow  veto  a  prosecution ;  the  only 
thing  he  does  is  to  enter  a  noli$  protepU 
— a  power  he  has  possessed  from  the 
earliest  period  of  our  law. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881,  AND 
THE  PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND) 
ACT,    1885- SHORTHAND  WRITERS' 

NOTES. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  liord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  enable  Members  of  this  House 
to  inspect  the  original  notes  and  tran- 
script of  the  shorthand  writers  employed 
to  record  the  proceedings  of  the  Cowper 
Commission ;  and,  whether  contradictory 
reports  of  the  evidenoe  of  one  of  the  wit> 
nesses  examined  before  that  Commisrion 
have  already  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  hon. 
Member  snnests  a  most  unusual  course, 
and  one  which  oonld  not,  in  my  opinion, 
be  properly  complied  with.  In  any 
event,  it  does  not  lie  within  my  power 
to  comply  with  it,  as  the  documents  re- 
ferred to  are  not  in  the  possession  of  the 
Irish  Government. 

Me.  CHANCE:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  he  has  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  evidence  now 

Sublished  has  been  in  any  way  oon- 
ensed  from  the  original  notes  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BAIiFOUB:  No,  Sir;  I 
have  no  reason  whatever  to  make  any 
such  supposition. 

Me.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how 
it  is  that  not  one  word  of  certain  wit- 
nesses who  were  examined  at  Kil^mey 
appears  at  all? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALF0T7R:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that,  nor  doee  it  come  within 
my  province. 

POST  OFFICE— SALE  OF  STAMPS  TO 
RAILWAY  TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mr.  0.  T.  MORGAN  (Battersoa) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  WhettMC 
he  is  prepared  tore-introduce  i^ilm 
of  ooramiesion  on  sale  of  stamps  to  Mtt> 
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way  telegraph  clerts  as  allowed  until 
October,  1885;  anil,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  compensate  those  clerks  who 
were  in  1885  deprived  of  this  portion  of 
their  income  ? 

Thk  POSTMASTEE  general  (Mr. 
£ajxe8)  (Cambridge  UDivereity)  :  Jn 
nply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  re-in- 
trodaee  the  payment  of  commission  on 
the  aale  of  stamps ;  hut  I  am  glad  to  add 
that  ttie  Treasury  have  authorized  cer- 
tain terms  of  compensation,  and  I  am 
in  communication  with  the  Sailway 
Companies  on  the  subject. 

LAND  ACT  {IBELAND)-W10KL0W 
TENANTS. 

Mb.  "W.  J.  OOEBET  (Wichlow,  E.) 
a^ed  tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  great  many  tenants  in  the 
Goanty  Wicww  are  anxious  to  get  their 
leata  fixed  under  the  Land  Act ;  and, 
whether  anything  can  be  done  to  expe- 
dite the  matter  by  sending  a  Sub-Oom- 
miseion  to  the  oounty  qpeedily  to  hear 
their  eases? 

Thb  chief  SECEETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  under- 
stuid  from  the  Land  Commissioners  that 
about  56  cases  from  Wicklow  are  pend- 
ing, and  they  expect  that  a  Sub-Com- 
misiaon  will  sit  in  that  county  about 
July.  I  may  add  that  the  Government 
hare  at  present  before  them  the  question 
of  increanng  the  number  of  8ub-Gom- 
miasioas. 

HIGH  COURT  OP  JUSTICE  (CHANCBRT 
DIVI8ION)-AN  ADDITIOKAL  JUDGE. 
Mr.  F.  W.  MACLEAN  (Oxford, 
Woodstock)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  nnanimons  recommendation  con- 
tuned  in  the  Report,  dated  7th  August, 
1&85,  of  the  Committee  appointed  by  the 
Lovd  OhanceUor  (the  Earl  of  Selbonie) 
relative  to  the  subject  of  the  business  of 
the  (Sumcei^  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice — 

"That  SB  additional  Judge  be  appointed  to 
flw  Cbucetj  Divirioii,  and  uat  the  nme  staff 
of  dcAi  In  sttrilmted  to  each  of  the  Judgss." 

And  to  the  unanimous  Resolution  of 
the  Committee — 

"  Thfct  an  additional  Judge  be  appointed,  to 
be  a  JndgQ  of  the  Cfaanceiy  DivisioD." 

And,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 


Majesty's  Goveroment  to  take  such  steps 
as  may  be  necessary  to  give  effect  to 
the  above  Recommendation  and  Resolu- 
tion? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
The  matter  referred,  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  en- 
flnginf^  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
GOT'erament;  but,  at  present,  no  final 
decision  has  hem  come  to. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  SCIENCE 

AND  ART  DEPARTMENT— LOANS  OF 

WORKS  OP  ART,  &c. 

Mk.  BABTLET  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  works  of  the  Schools  of 
Art  sent  up  for  the  National  competition 
can  only  be  exhibited  at  the  South  Ken- 
sington Musenm  in  a  gallery  imperfectly 
lit,  owing  to  the  want  of  space  at  that 
Museum,  he  will  provide  space  in  one  of 
the  numerous  galleries  by  circulating 
some  of  the  duplicate  and  triplicate 
specimens  of  furniture,  china,  pottery, 
metal  work,  glass,  embroidery,  and 
other  objects  which  now  crowd  up  the 
Museum,  to  different  parts  of  London, 
and  other  centres  of  dense  population, 
and  BO  assist  to  supply  that  local  demand 
for  the  loan  of  circulating  collections, 
which  the  Sdenceand  ArtBeparbnent's 
last  Beport,  at  page  xvii.,  states  is  now 
a  severe  tax  on  the  resources  of  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAU  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  practically  con- 
verted into  a  Question  a  Motion  which 
has  stood  for  some  time  upon  the  Notice 
Paper.  I  believe  that  the  system  of 
loans  is  now  carried  out  to  the  full  ex- 
tent of  the  present  resources  of  the 
Department.  So  long  as  the  practice  is 
adhered  to  of  exchanging  the  objects 
lent  every  year,  and  in  the  case  of  loans 
to  temporary  ExhibiUons  at  shorter 
periods— -a  course  which  is  greatly  pre- 
ferred by  the  localities— it  is  obvious 
that  the  temporary  removal  of  different 
objects  from  distant  parts  of  the  Museum 
would  not  supply  the  space  in  any  given 
part  of  it,  which  is  assumed  in  the  Ques- 
tion. Twenty- six  thousand  one  hundred 
and  sixty-four  objects  were  in  circula- 
tion last  year,  through  32  Provincial 
Museums  (not  including  Bethnal 
Chreen),  26  temporary  Exhibitions,  and 
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260  Science  and  Art  Scliools;  but  the 
number  of  duplicate  and  triplicate 
speciments  is  comparatiTely  small. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IBELAND)-MR.  E. 
BTAN,  COMMITTED  FOB  OOKTEMPT. 

MB.FINnOANE  (Limerick,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Ed- 
mond  Eyan,  F.L.Q.,  Oahircanlish, 
County  Limerick,  was  committed  for 
contempt  of  Coiirt  eight  months  ago  by 
Judge  Boyd ;  whether  Oahircanlish  has 
been,  and  is  now,  one  of  the  most  peace- 
able districts  in  the  County  Limerick ; 
and,  whether,  under  those  circumstances, 
the  GoTemment  will  request  Judge  Boyd 
to  order  the  release  of  Mr.  Byan  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAi.FOTrB)  (Mandiester,  £.) :  It  would 
dearly  be  a  most  un-Oonstitutionol  pro- 
c&adiug  for  the  GoTemment  to  make 
such  a  request  to  the  Judge  as  is  here 
Bu^ested.  It  is,  of  course,  open  to  the 
prisoner  himself,  or  to  his  friends,  to 
petition  the  Judge  for  his  release. 

EVIOTIONS  (IRELAND)— NOTICE  TO  BE- 
LIEYINO  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
Ur.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  48 
hours'  notice  of  an  intended  eviction, 
from  a  landlord  or  some  one  on  his  be- 
hidf,  must  be  given  to  the  lelieving 
officer  of  the  union  in  which  the  pro- 
perty is  situated,  and  that  at  any  time 
within  a  year  the  landlord  may  proceed 
with  the  eviction  without  further  ac- 
quainting the  relieving  officer,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  amending 
the  law,  so  as  to  compel  owners  of 
property,  or  their  agents,  to  inform  the 
relieving  officer  of  the  exact  dates  of 
evictions,  to  ensure  that  provisional  re- 
lief should  be  administered  to  the  per- 
sons evicted  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Although  I  have  not  heard 
that  any  actual  isconTenienoe  has  arisen 
from  the  state  of  the  law  mentioned  in 
the  Queetion,  I  should  like  to  see  it,  in 
some  respects,  altered;  bat  I  fear  tliat 
any  change  that  coi^d  be  suggested 
would  cause  considerable  difficulty.  I 
am,  however,  at  present  engaged  in 
further  inquiring  into  this  subject. 

Sir  WiUiam  Bart  Djfke 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)  — 
THE  HERBU8TA  CROFTERS  —  MRS. 
M'MILLAN. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  OoUwe) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
inr^  medical  certificate  concerning  Mrs. 
M'Millan,  one  of  the  Herbusta  crofters, 
ordered  for  trial  at  Edinburgh  on  4th 
January,  but  not  proceeded  against : — 

"  I  hereby  certify  that  Mn.  Alexr.  M<Maijui, 
preaeotly  residing  at  284,  Crookston  Street, 
a.S.  Olaflffow,  iaoDdermy  profesnonal  oare,a]id 
has  been  lor  the  laat  tbne  weeks.  She  is  mf - 
fering  feom  ohronic  metritis,  ft^wing  an  acute 
attack  of  the  same  illaess  caused  by  an  abn- 
tioD,  vhieh,  in  my  opuutn^was  brought  on  by 
exposure  and  mental  ezdtemant. 
"(Signed)  B.FoUook, 

"M.B.  and  O.M.,  Ac. 

"  Febiy.  24th,  1887." 

Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on  or  about  the 
18th  ultimo  Mrs.  M'Millan,  while  under 
medical  care  in  her  sister's  house  in 
Glasgow,  was  ordered  to  present  herself 
at  the  offioe  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal, 
and,  on  her  pleading  inability  to  walk, 
was  on  the  following  day  visited  by  that 
official,  and  subjected  to  a  long  and 
inquisitorial  examination,  the  result  of 
which  was  to  aggravate  her  illness ;  and, 
on  what  grounds  Mrs.  M'Millan  was  sub- 
jected to  this  interview  7 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.H.  A. 
Maodohald)  (Edinburgh  and  St,  An- 
drews n&iversitiee) :  Mrs.  M'Millan 
was  ordered  to  be  tried,  along  with 
eight  other  prisoners,  for  mobbing,  riot- 
ing, and  deforcement.  Before  the  trial, 
but  after  she  had  arrived  in  Edinburgh, 
I  was  informed  by  her  counsel  of  her 
condition,  and  I  accordingly  did  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  case  against  her.  As  she 
had  not  been  tried,  it  was  considered  an 
exceptional  case,  in  which  her  expenses 
might  be  paid,  and  £5  was  given  to  her 
for  that  purpose.  She  left  Edinburgh 
without  applying  any  part  of  the  £5  to 
pay  her  lodging  expenses  there;  and 
shorth^  after  a  request  was  made  by  a 
Mr.  Cowan,  who,  I  understand,  is  the 
Secretary  of  a  Highland  Land  League, 
for  payment  of  these.  Directions  were 
then  ^ven  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  in 
Glasgow  to  see  Mrs.  M'Millan,  to  ascer- 
tain whether  this  application  was  mode 
on  her  behalf,  and  what  expenses  she 
had  already  paid.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
she  was  ordsmd  to  present  herself  atth« 


Digitized  by 


181 


Crime  ant^ 


I  March  1 


4,  188?)         Outrage  (Ireiand).  iS^ 


Frocarator  Fiscal's  ofBce.  The  chief 
officer  who  called  on  her  had  instruo- 
tions  from  the  Procurator  Fiscal  that  if 
she  expressed  anj  doubt  about  being 
able  to  come,  or  if  he  himself  thought 
she  seemed  to  be  in  delicato  health,  he 
should  so  report,  and  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  would  call.  This  was  aocordingly 
done.  There  was  no  long  or  inqui- 
sitorial examination.  The  intorriew 
lasted  only  10  or  16  minutes,  and  no 
oomplaint  was  made.  I  am  fbrther  in- 
formed  that  that  interview  did  not 
aj^ravate  her  illneos.  As  it  was  found 
tiiat  she  had  been  detained  in  Qlasgow 
some  time  by  the  after  efFeots  of  her  ill- 
ness, it  was  thought  proper  to  allow  £S 
additional,  and  the  order  to  pay  this 
sum  was  given  before  I  received  No- 
tice of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  ground  on  which  the  interview  took 
place  was,  that  until  I  had  ascertained 
how  the  facts  stood  I  could  not,  con- 
sistently with  my  duty,  entertain  the 
application  for  more  money. 

I'ARLIAMENTARY  BLEOTIONS  (IRE- 
liAND)— NORTH  ANTRIM  ELECTION 
—MALICIOUS  INJURY  TO  PHOPEETY. 

Mb.  M<0ABTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  OhieC  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenont  <rf  beland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  in 
The  Belfatt  Morning  Newt  of  the  25th 
February  last,  firom  which  it  appears 
that  malicious  injuries  were  inflicted  on 
the  properties  of  several  persons  who  bad 
su^orted  the  Liberal  candidate,  Mr. 
MMlroy,  who  stood  in  opposition  to  Mr. 
Lewis  at  the  last  North  Antrim  election ; 
whether  stacks  of  corn  and  h&y  belong- 
ing to  a  Protestant  Liberal  (Mr.  Daniel 
M'Mullen,  of  MuUahdufF),  near  Armoy, 
were  maliciously  burned;  whether  ue 
windows  of  houses  belonging  to  two 
Catholics  (Mr.  Thomas  Bums  and  Mr. 
Patrick  Quin,  of  Costlebawn)  were 
broken,  and  other  outrages  committed 
in  the  district  on  the  same  night ;  and, 
whether  any  stepe  have  be«i  taken  by 
the  Oonstabulaiy  to  bring  the  offenders 
to  jnsHoe? 

Thb  chief  8E0RETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  £.) :  There  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  feelings  caused  by 
the  recent  election  had  anything  to  do 
with  these  occurrences,  which,  moreover, 
are  exaggerated  in  the  report  quoted 
from.  The  burning  of  Mr.  M*Mullm*a 
•tacks  is  b^eved  to  have  been  md." 


dental.  A  shilling's  worth  of  damage 
was  done  to  the  windows  of  a  man 
named  Bums,  who  did  not  mention  the 
occurrence  to  the  police.  No  other  so- 
called  "outrage "has  been  reported  in 
the  district. 

Mb.  M'CABTAN  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  these  occurrences 
took  place  on  die  very  night  of  the 
election  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  could 
not  give  the  date. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAKB)— 

6A0RILEGJ0TJS  INJURY  TO  ATHEA 

CHURCH,  CO.  UMBEICK. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Lreland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  in  The 
Timet  ot  the  dth  instant  that— 

"  The  Frotestant  ohuroh  which  wns  htult  at 
Athoa,  in  the  weat  of  the  County  Limerick 
....  was  entered  on  Saoday  night  .... 
the  menxnial  rtained-gksB  window,  ereotecl  by 
Archdeacon  GhMld  in  memory  of  some  of  hu 

family,  smaohed  with  rtones  The  Bihle 

was  tdao  tern  from  the  lectem,  the  seata 
knocked  ahoat,  and  the  interior  of  Uie  building 
disfigured  and  outraged ; " 

whether,  if  this  report  ie  true,  he  can 
give  any  information  as  to  the  cause  of 
these  outrages;  and,  what  stops  have 
been  taken  to  bring  the  perpetrators  to 
justice  ? 

Mb.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  answers 
that  Question,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
he  has  received  a  co^y  of  a  tele^am  re- 
ceived from  the  parish  priest,  in  which 
he  states  that  the  utmost  indignation 
prevails  among  the  Catholic  inhabitants 
of  the  town;  and,  also,  whether  a  public 
meeting  was  held  yesterday,  at  which 
strong  resolutions  were  passed  con- 
demning this  outrage,  and  offering  a 
reward  for  the  discovery  of  the  perpe- 
tratora ;  also,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  utmost  cor- 
diaHty  has  prevailed  among  the  Catholic 
and  Protestant  inhabitants  for  the  lost 
60  years? 

Thb  chief  SEOBETABT  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Bautoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I 
have  received  the  telegram  referred  to, 
and  which  I  thank  thehon.  Member  for 
having  sent  me.  I  also  heard  of  the 
niet'tin^  vhi<:h  was  held  yesterday.  Tho 
outruj^e  IB  btli'.vcil  to  IjJive  litn'^ii  tliu 
Hoik  hoiui'  iIrujiliLt<rj  'ii>»s,  1  niu 
happy  to  aay  Ihoit  the  ^JmrngathaaiM* 
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do  not  think  it  has  any  political  or  sec* 
tarian  character.  Four  persons  axe  in 
custody,  and  will  be  brought  before  the 
magisbiktes  this  week. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  —  BOATS 
AND  LIFE-SAVINO  AFPABATUS  ON 
FASSENOER  SHIFS.. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  the  Committee  which  sat  last 
year  on  the  question  of  boats  and  life 
saving  apparatus  to  be  carried  by  pas- 
senger ships  reported  in  October  last ; 
whether  the  Report  was  signed  by  all 
the  Members  of  the  Committee ;  what 
has  become  of  the  Report;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  interest  taken  by 
the  public  in  the  means  taken  to  pre- 
serve  life  at  sea,  he  will  cause  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  to 
be  made  known  by  publishing  their 
Beportf 

Tbx  SECRKTABr  (Baron  Henst 
De  Wobus]  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Tes,  Sir ;  uie  Departmental  Committee 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  reported 
in  October  last.  The  Report  was  signed 
by  all  the  Members.  It  has  been  sent 
to  the  Royal  Commission  on  Loss  of 
Life  at  8ea,  in  accordance  with  a  promise 
made  to  that  effect ;  but  as  we  think  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with  at  once, 
without  waiting  for  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  it  is  proposed  forthwith  to 
move  for  a  Select  Oommittee  of  this 
House  to  inquire  and  report  on  the 
whole  subject.  The  Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Committee  will  be  presented 
as  a  Command  Paper,  and  wul  be  re- 
frared  to  the  Select  tlommittee  iC  they  so 
denre. 

rOST   OFFICaS  —  NEWSPAPER  WRAP- 
PERS AND  "VANITY  FAIR." 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  immediately 
upon  the  reduction  in  price  of  Fanity 
Fair  nempai»er  from  1«.  to  6d.,  the  Post 
Office  Auworities  peremptorily  required 
the  publisher  to  discontinoe  the  use  of  a 
printed  wrapper  which  had  been  in  use 
lor  the  transmission  of  the  newspaper 
through  the  post  for  over  18  years,  with- 
out any  complaint  being  made  of  it  ? 

Tub  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  UniTcrsity) :  The 
Regulation  to  which  the  hon.  Member 

Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


refers  is  in  no  way  connected  with  an 
alteration  in  any  newspaper.  It  was 
considered  necessary  "some  time  back," 
for  the  due  performanoe  of  the  sorting 
duty,  to  restrict  the  printed  matter  on 
newspaper  wrappers  to  the  title  and  the 
addrMS  of  the  publisher,  and  the  War- 
rant prescribing  this  has  been  in  force 
since  July  last.  From  time  to  time  a 
question  has  arisen  as  to  wlut  is  really 
a  part  of  the  title  of  a  newBpa|»6r.  But 
I  should  state  that  an  apphoadon  from 
the  publishers  of  Vanity  Fair  was  made 
a  fortnight  ago;  and  that,  under  the 
representationa  made,  a  oonsent  was  at 
once  given  to  the  wrappers  hitherto  need 
passing  unchalienged.  I  am  anzioas 
that  the  Regulation  should  not  be  en- 
forced in  a  vexations  manner. 

SHIFFINO-REFORT  OF  THE  BOYAL 
COMMISSION. 
Ma.  THOMAS  (Glamorgan,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
When  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Shipping  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  P 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henby 
Db  Worus)  (liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  understand  that  the  Commissioners 
are  now  considering  their  Report,  and 
that  they  hope  it  wul  be  laid  beCcHre  the 
House  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion? 

ARMT— SENTENCES  BT  COURTS  MAR- 
TIAL —  THE  RECENT  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS. 

Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
ject of  His  Royal  Highness  Commanding 
in  Chief,  manifested  in  the  Regulations 
and  Instrnctions  recently  issued,  enj<Hn- 
ing  sentences  by  courts  martial  of  much 
lees  severity  than  heretofore,  the  cases 
of  those  convicted  and  sentenced  pre- 
viously have  been,  or  will  be,  con- 
sidered, with  the  view  of  shortening 
their  imprieonment ;  and,  whether  this 
has  been,  or  can  be,  done  in  the  caeoe 
of  sentence  to  ^en^  servitude  without 
the  stigma  of  a  ticket-of-leave  or  lioence, 
or  will  require  a  Ro^  pardon  f 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Ifr.  B. 
Stanhope)  (Linoolnshire,  Horneastle): 
In  order  to  carry  out  the  object  of  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Commander  -  in  • 
Chief,  manifested  in  the  Regulations 
and  Instructions  recently  issued,  enjoin- 
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ing  sentenees  by  eonrts  martial  of  much 
less  seTerity  than  heretofore,  every  sen- 
tence passed  within  the  last  12  months 
which  has  seemed  severe  has  been  in- 
quired into,  and  remission  made  in  cases 
which  appeared  worthy  of  it.  Under  an 
arrangement  with  the  Home  Office,  all 
cases  of  soldiers  sentenced  to  penal  ser- 
vitade  are  brought  forward  for  consi- 
deration after  certain  periods  of  the 
sentences  have  been  served ;  and  when 
the  interestB  of  cUsciplioe  will  not  suffer 
lemiasiona  are  granted  without  licences 
or  tieketa-of- leave. 

PROCLAIMED  HEETIXOS  (IKEI4AND)— 
HETURKS. 

Mm.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Loid  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  accurate 
information  on  the  subject,  he  will  give 
a  Eetum  of  the  public  meetings  pro- 
claimed, or  attempted  to  be  suppressed, 
in  Ireland  from  1st  August,  1886,  to 
38th  February,  1887,  incluBive,  with 
Copies  of  the  placards  calling  the  meet- 
ing and  of  the  Proclamations  prohibit- 
inff  the  holding  of  the  same  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAitY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfovb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  House 
has  already  been  informed  that  eight 
meetings  were  prohibited  within  the 
pniod  from  August  1  to  February  28. 
[  u  may  be  of  interest  to  state  in  this 
eoBaeeti<m  that  in  the  same  period  con- 
siderably over  100  meetings  were  held 
without  any  ioterferenoe  on  the  part  of 
tile  Anthoiitiea.  I  do  not  think  it  ne- 
eeoazy,  or  woold  be  expedient,  to  put 
in  the  form  of  a  Parliamentary  Betum 
tite  i^acards  with  r^ard  to  the  pro- 
claimed meetings ;  putly  because,  hav- 
iag  been  posted  over  the  districts  con- 
etarned,  they  are  already  matters  of 
Botorie^ ;  and  partly  because  they 
might  be  taken  to  represent  the  whole 
case  on  which  the  Qovemment  acted, 
and  might,  therefore,  be  misleading. 

Ma.  MAC  :NEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
any  objection  to  give  the  spedfio  dates 
of  the  eig^t  meetings  suppressed  f 

Ifn.  A.  J.  BALFOUIt:  Of  course,  I 
cannot  give  them  at  this  moment. 

LAW  AKD  JtrsmoB  (IRELAND)— 

FATHER  KKLLEB.  TOITOHAL. 
VwoorarLTMINGTON  (Devon,  South 
UoUon)  aiked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 


Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 

the  Executive  will,  without  further  de- 
lay, make  the  fullest  use  of  such  powers 
as  they  are  already  possessed  of  to  en- 
force the  warrant  of  Judge  Boyd  upon 
Father  Keller,  of  Youghal,  who  is 
defying  the  orders  of  Her  Uajesty's 
Courts? 

Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
Question  I  wish  to  supplement  it  by 
ashing  whether  the  only  act  of  defiance 
of  the  orders  of  Her  Majesty's  Court 
which  the  rev.  gentleman  has  been 

Siilty  of  is  refusing  to  proceed  to 
ublin  to  disdose  in  Court  the  secrets 
the  parishioners  confided  to  him  in  his 
capacity  of  parish  priest  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  believe 
the  summons  was  issued  for  contempt. 
In  answer  to  the  noble  Viscount,  I  may 
say  the  Executive  will  give  every  assist- 
ance to  the  Court  in  carrying  out  the 
order. 

Mb.  lane  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  is  not  aware  that 
it  is  announced  in  the  papers  this  morn- 
ing that  the  summons  and  proceedings 
to  induce  this  clergyman  to  go  to  Dublin 
have  been  withdrawn  altogether  P 

[No  reply*] 

IKDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  —  COMBQTBD 
DEPARTMENTS  FOB  BOYS  AND 
OIKL8. 

Sib  JOHN  DOBXNGTON  (Glouces- 
ter, Tewkesbury)  asked  the  Secretuy  of 
State  for  ike  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  the  Report  of 
the  Inspector  of  Beformatories  and  In- 
dustrial Schools  as  to  the  objections  he 
entertains  to  combining  departments  for 
boys  and  for  girls  in  the  same  in- 
dustrial school,  he  intends  to  take  any 
action  in  the  direction  of  closing  one 
of  such  departments  in  such  industrial 
schools  P 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  share 
the  opinion  of  the  Inspector,  that  it 
is  desirable,  if  possible,  to  place  boys 
and  nrls  in  separate  industrial  schools ; 
and  I  am  now  oonridering  whether  it 
will  be  possible  to  effect  this  sepan^ion, 
having  regard  to  the  number  and  situa- 
tion of  industrial  sdiools  in  different 
parts  of  the  country. 
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WAR   OFFICE   (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
SIEim— OONTRAOTS-OARTRIDOES- 

MESaaS.  KYNOCH  AND  CO. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MAPPIN  (York, 
W.B.,  HallBmshire)  asked  the  Surveyor 
Oeaeral  of  the  OrdoaDce,  Whether  the 
preaent  contract  for  cartridges  is  the 
first  Messrs.  Kynoch  and  Company,  of 
Birmiogham,  hare  entered  into  with  the 
British  QoTeroment ;  if  not*  whether  the 
Tfljectiotts  have  exceeded  20  per  cent,  or 
That  has  been  the  percentage ;  whether 
Messrs.  Kynoch  and  Company  hare  pre- 
viously supplied  the  British  Government 
with  any  other  articles  or  materials  other 
than  cartridges ;  and,  whether  the  re- 
jections in  any  case  have  exceeded  20 
per  cent  of  the  contract  ? 

Thb  surveyor  general  (Mr. 
Nobthuote)  (Exeter)  :  There  have  been 
three  previous  contracts  with  the  firm, 
all  for  solid-drawn  cartridge  cases,  to  a 
total  of  1,700,000.  Of  the  first  of  these 
contracts  for  500,000  cartridges,  40  per 
cent  were  rejected  as  not  according  to 
pattern,  and  of  the  two  others  8  1*3  per 
cent  were  rejected  for  failure  at  proof; 
and  a  large  number  were  withdrawn  by 
the  contractors  after  being  sent  in  as  of 
the  same  sort  as  those  which  had  failed 
at  proof.  No  articles  oUier  than  cart- 
ridges have  been  contracted  for  with 
the  firm. 

WAR  OFFICE— WARRANT  OFFICERS— 
REQI&IENTAL  SERGEANT  MAJORS. 

Mb.  SEAIiE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  case  of  Begimontal  Ser- 
geant Majors,  who  have  been  deprived 
of  the  relative  rank  and  privileges 
granted  to  them  as  Warrant  Officers  in 
1881,  and  enjoyed  by  them  up  to  the 
date  of  the  Queen's  Regulations  issued 
in  November,  1885,  and  also  of  Army 
Warrant  Officers  of  the  second  and  third 
class  (including  Regimental  Sergeant 
Majors),  who,  not  being  mentioned  in 
the  Genera]  Order,  No.  28,  of  the  1st 
March,  1886,  only  rank  when  on  board 
Her  Mi^esty's  Ships  with  Chief  Petty 
Officers,  and  have  thus  been  deprived  of 
the  advantages  and  position  due  to  their 
Warrant  ruik;  and,  whether  fa«  wiU 
take  steps  to  restore  Army  Wanant 
Officers  to  the  poution  in  which  they 
were  placed  in  1681  ? 


Thb  SECBETABYo7STATE(Mr.  E. 
Starhofe)  (Lincohishire,  Hommstle): 
The  question  of  the  relative  rank  wi& 
the  Navy  to  be  allowed  to  Warrant 
Officers  of  the  Army  is  extremely  com- 
plicated, and  I  can  scarcely  deal  with  it 
within  the  limits  of  an  answer.  If,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  can  make  it  con- 
venient to  call  upon  me  at  the  War 
Office,  I  will  explain  to  him  the  position 
of  the  question,  and  will  oonsider  any 
specific  grievance  be  can  adduce. 

Cou)NEL  HUGELES  (Woolwich)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  renew  to  all  Warrant  Officers  in 
the  Army  the  pririleges  enjoyed  by  them 
in  1881,  and  which  in  1885  were  Umited 
to  two  classes— namely,  conductors  and 
first  and  second  class  master-gniinera? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  which  are  the  privilM;e8  to  wnich 
my  hon.  and  gallant  IViend  refers.  If, 
however,  he  ^udea  to  that  of  being  per- 
mitted to  appear  out  of  uniform — which, 
ae  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  aware, 
does  not  extend  to  non-commissioned 
ofBcers  or  private  soldiers — I  would  ob- 
serve that,  before  1881,  the  Warrant 
Officers  were  very  few  in  number,  and 
almost  necessarily  serving  away  from 
other  Warrant  Officers.  In  those  cir- 
cumstances, no  inconvenience  was  felt 
in  allowing  them  the  same  undress  pri- 
vileges as  are  accorded  to  officers. 
When,  however,  by  the  Royal  Warrant 
of  1881,  the  rank  of  Warrant  Officer 
was  very  largely  extended,  and  was  sub- 
divided into  many  classes,  it  was  antid- 
pated  that  there  would  be  military  dis- 
advantage in  allowing  them  such  great 
liberty  in  the  matter  of  dress ;  and  tiie 
new  classes  of  Warrant  Offioers  were 
limited  for  plain  dotiies  to  times  when 
on  pass,  or  furlough,  and  leaving  the 
place  where  they  are  stationed.  So  far 
as  I  can  learn,  no  ground  exists  for  any 
relaxation  of  this  nile. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-EVICTIONS  AT 
ENNISCORTHY  —  EMPLOYMENT  OP 
THE  CONSTABULARY. 

A  POINT  OF  ORDEB^ALTBBINa 

QUESTIONS. 

The  following  Notice  of  a  Question 
stood  on  the  Paper : — 

M&.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
—To  ask  the  Chief  Seoretair  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Government  hw 
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been  called  to  the  prooeedinga  which 
took  place  at  certain  OTictioDS  in  the 
town  of  Enniscorthy  on  15th  February ; 
whether  the  following  account  of  some 
of  the  prooeedioga,  taken  from  a  local 
paper,  is  correct : — 

"  The  police,  of  which  there  were  ahoot  40, 
with  some  honemen,  and  who  were  under  the 
command  of  Diitrict  lot  pec  tor  Uulock,  were 
told  off  in  twos  to  enter  the  hooies  and  demand 
poMBwion.  They  were  told  to  take  pomaaion. 
It  may  here  be  mentioned  that  with  each  aver- 
lion  are  tboee  eriotiona  regarded  that  no  bailiff 
oonld  be  got  to  undertake  the  work,  and  there- 
fore the  police  were  ordered  in  the  name  of  the 
law  to  act  aa  bailiffe.  The  tenanta  and  the 
membera  of  their  femiliea  haiiog  almoit  with* 
ont  exception  refoied  to  itir  from  the  honaea 
until  every  article  of  furniture  was  removed, 
the  poUoe  aet  about  their  work.  Four  or  five 
police  together  entered  each  house,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  carry  out  the  effects  which  the  tenanta 
had  left  in  the  houses.  A  scene  of  indescribable 
commotion  waa  osused  when  a  policeman  was 
obaerred  cartring  out  the  cradle  from  which 
the  infeat  child  of  three  weeks  old  had  jnat  im- 
mediately  before  been  taken  out ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  legal  for  the  p(dioe  to 
act  as  bailiSi)  at  evictions  F 

Mb.  J.  E.  BED&f  OND  :  Before  ask- 
ing this  Question,  I  will  ask  penniaaion 
to  submit  a  Question  to  you,  Sir,  on  a 
point  of  Order.  It  is  with  reference  to 
the  practice,  which  is  becoming  common, 
of  attering  the  terms  and  eobstance  of 
Questions  nanded  in  by  Members  at  the 
Table.  The  Question  I  have  to  put  is 
tills— If  the  Question  handed  in  is  irre- 
gular, shotild  not  the  Uember  be  com- 
municated with  f  That  used  to  be  the 
course  adopted,  but  that  is  not  the  course 
now;  and,  with  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular Question  on  the  Paper,  the  last 
inquiry  I  put  was  whether  the  practice 
of  the  pohce  acting  aa  bailiffs  at  evic- 
ttons  was  approved  of  by  the  Govern- 
ment? That  was  entirely  struck  out, 
and  an  entirely  different  Question,  which 
I  have  no  desire  to  ask,  substituted. 
The  Question  I  have  to  aak  is,  whether 
it  is  by  your  anthority  that  my  Question 
was  struck  off  the  Fapert  and  an  entirely 
different  Question  substituted  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  reason  why  the 
Question  was  partly  struck  out  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  asked  the  Government 
a  QueeUon  on  a  matter  of  opinion,  which 
waa  entirely  without  the  scope  of  a  Ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to 
ask  a  Question  as  to  a  matter  of  opinion. 
With  r^ard  to  the  other  point  the  hon. 
Member  has  raised,  I  may  say  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  hon.  Members  consult  with 


the  Clerk  at  the  Table  as  to  whether 
their  Questions  are  in  Order  or  not ;  and, 
as  a  rule,  everything  is  done  in  an 
amicable  manner.  The  Questions,  how- 
ever, are  now  so  numerous  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  to  communicate  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  letter.  I  assure  the  House  that 
no  Question  is  struck  off  which  ie  not 
palpably  against  the  Rules  of  the 
House. 

Me.  J.  E.  REDMOND :  I  would  ask 
permission  to  ask  you  whether  in  your 
recollection  almost  the  identical  Ques- 
tion was  asked  of  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  answered  by  him — ^whether  he 
approved  of  police  aotiog  as  bailiffs  at 
eviotiona  ?  He  aoid  he  did  not  approve 
of  it.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
if  he  holds  the  opinion  his  Predecessor 
held ;  and  unless  you  rule  me  out  of 
Order  in  putting  that  Question  I  will 
put  it  to  him. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  only 
Queotions  which  hon.  Members  were  en- 
titled to  aak  were  Questions  of  fact,  not 
of  opinion.  The  Question  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  said  the  late  Chief  Secre* 
tary  had  replied  ought  not  to  have  been 
asked,  and  he  regretted  that  it  had 
escaped  the  usual  ordeal. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND):  Then  I  wiU 
add  to  the  Question  as  it  stands  on  the 
Paper — whether  it  ia  a  fkct  that  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  approved  or  sanc' 
tioned  the  action  of  the  police  acting  as 
bailiffs  at  evictions  P — if  that  will  make 
it  more  in  Order. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
A,  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  With 
regard  to  the  rider  to  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
asked  me,  I  may  point  out  that  aa  the 
incident  oocuired  on  the  1 5th  of 
February,  and  as  I  became  Chief  Secre- 
tary rather  less  than  a  week  ago,  it  has 
never  come  under  my  personal  cogni- 
Eanco ;  but  I  entirely  endorse  every  word 
that  fell  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaoh),  who  spoke  in  the  name  of 
the  Government  and  in  the  name  of  his 
Colleagues.  As  to  the  detula  atatod  in 
tiie  Questum,  Z  understand  that  the 
goods  had  to  be  removed  from  the  house, 
aodinone  instance  a  cradle  was  included ; 
but  I  may  point  out  that  this  case  was 
not  an  agrarian  case.  The  eviction  was 
from  ft  town  house. 
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Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND:  Does  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  intend  infutureto 
sanction  the  employment  of  constables  as 
bailiffs  at  evictions? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  In  the  case  to 
vhich  the  hon.  Member  refers  the 
magistrates  were  acting  under  statutory 
potvers;  and,  in  such  circumstances,  it 
vould  be  impossible  for  me  to  interfere 
legally. 

THE  KOTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
DISTRICT    INSPECTOR    SMITH,  OF 
MACROOM— THE  PROCLAIMED  MEET- 
ING  AT  ASHGROVE,  CO.  CORK. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  action  of  District 
Inspector  Smith,  of  Macroom.  as  re- 

Srted  in  Tht  Cork  Daily  Sarald  of 
onday's,  7th  ultimo,  issue,  that  Smith 
stated  to  the  Bepresentative  of  that 
jouroair  on  his  inquiring  on  Saturday 
evening  as  to  whether  the  proposed 
mooting  at  Asbgrove  would  be  pro- 
claimed— "  Why  should  it,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  such  a  step ; "  whether 
Smith  was  a.ware  on  the  said  Saturday 
evening  that  the  meeting  was  pro- 
claimed; whether  he  had  been  engaged 
that  day  in  perfecting  details  in  connec- 
tion with  the  matter ;  at  what  time  was 
the  notice  that  the  meeting  was  pro- 
claimed forwarded  to  Smith  from  Cork  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Smith  denies  that  he 
mode  tiie  statement  attributed  to  him. 
He  was,  of  course  aware  that  the  meet- 
ing bad  been  proclaimed,  and  he  was 
properly  discharging  his  duty  by  making 
arrangements  accordingly.  I  see  no 
ground  for  further  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  LA- 
BOURERS' DWELLINGS  —  NOTICES 
ON  THE  CORK  UNION. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretanr  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  October, 
1885,  all  the  necessary  notices  were 
served  in  the  Blarney  District  of  ^e 
Cork  Union  upon  the  ratepayers  and  all 
whom  it  concerned;  whether  all  the 
forms  of  application  were  correctly  filled 
and  sent  to  the  clerk  of  the  Cork  Union, 
who  placed  them,  before  the  Board  of 


Sourt  of  O^eiah.  I9S 

Guardians ;  whether  all  the  other  neces- 
sary preliminaries  were  duly  executed 
for  the  erection  of  13  labourers*  dwel- 
lings in  tbe  said  district,  and  if,  notwith- 
standing the  lapse  of  a  year  and  a  half, 
nothing  has  been  done  towards  the  erec- 
tion of  those  houses;  whether  the  cabins 
in  which  the  13  applicants  lived  were 
condemned  by  the  sanitaiy  officer  as  un- 
fit for  habitation  in  October,  188-5,  and 
if  it  is  true  that  since  then  no  attempt 
has  been  made  to  improve  those  con- 
demned dwellings ;  whether  some  of  the 
laboorers  have  on  several  occaaions  gone 
before  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  were 
told  the  LocalOoTemmentBoard  blocked 
the  way ;  and,  whether  he  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  the  alleged  grievances  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manobestsr,  E.):  Any  delay 
which  may  have  occurred  in  the  pre- 
liminary proceedings  was  on  the  part  of 
the  Local  Authority.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  were  not  furnished  with 
the  necessary  documents  until  AugTist 
last.  Thoy  proceeded  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible ;  but  the  scheme  for  the  Union  was 
exceptionally  heavy — embraciog349  pro- 
posed  houses.  The  Board  iaaued  their 
order  two  months  ago. 

PBI80NS  (IRELAND)— HOUBB  OF 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  clerks  to 
prisons  in  Ireland  perform  on  week  days 
from  12  to  16  hours'  duty,  and  on  Sun- 
days eight  hours ;  whether  these  periods 
are  in  excess  of  the  time  during  which 
similar  officers  in  Euf^land  are  engaged  ; 
and,  whether  be  will  cause  inquiry  to 
be  made,  with  a  view  tci  tta»  ^>metSlQb1}C 
the  present  hours  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E  ):  Sunday 
duty  is,  of  course,  uoavoidablo  in  tha 
Prison  Service.  From  the  Report  aub- 
^  mitted  by  the  Genend  Prisons  Board,  I 
find  that  the  averagd  length  of  attend- 
ance is  not  80  great  as  aoa.  12  to  16 
hours'  duty  on  week  dayiL  and  on  Son- 
days  eight  hours,  as  stated  ii^  this  Quea- 
tion.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  ground  fiur 
general  inquiry  into  the  subject ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  has  before  bim.  any 

E articular  case  which  he  thinks  is  one  of 
ardship,  and  wilt  mcntiou  it  to  VVfy-X 
will  undertake  to  look  into  it. 
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LAW  AND  POUOE  CIBEIiAND)-A7FRAY 
AT  DRUHSNA,  CO.  LEITRIU. 
Ub.  HAYDEK  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Ohief  SeoretarVto  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the  Sod 
Maroh,  a  bailiff  named  Frank  Cooke 
passed  through  Drumsna,  County  Lel- 
trim,  in  a  drunken  state,  and,  without 

SroTOoation,  drew  his  rerolrer  on  a  resi- 
ent  of  the  town  named  Simpeon ;  wfae* 
ther,  on  the  attention  of  the  police  being 
drawn  to  the  matter,  Sergeant  Henry 
merely  shook  hands  with  Oooke,  and  told 
him  to  put  his  rerolTer  in  his  pooket ; 
whether,  in  oonsequenceof  tiiis,  Simpson 
was  obliged  to  swear  information  against 
Cooke,  and  a  car  had  to  be  got,  at  the 
puUio  expense,  to  follow  the  latter  to 
Hohill ;  whether,  on  the  next  day,  in- 
stead of  adopting  the  usual  coarse  of 
lodging  Cooke  in  gaol,  in  default  of 
finding  bail,  Sergeant  Henry  accom- 
panied him  back  to  Mohill ;  whether,  on 
thefollowingmoming,  Oooke  threatened 
and  brandished  bis  revolrer  at  some 
small  boys;  and,  whether  the  Goreni- 
ment  will  consider  the  propriety  of  in- 
quiring into  the  matter  r 

Tub  chief  SEORETAET  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Baltoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
official  Beports  submitted  to  me  by  no 
means  bear  out  the  view  oit  the  case 
here  suggested;  but  as  informationB 
hare  been  sworn  against  Cooke,  and  the 
case  is  pending  fox  hearing  at  the  next 
Fet^  Sessions,  I  cannot  make  any  de- 
tailed statement  on  tiie  aubject. 

BOTAL  IBIBH  OONBTABITLABT-AL. 
LEQED  HISCOBDUOT  AT  HAOBOOM. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  report  in  7%s  Cork 
Sxammr  of  Tuesday  the  8th  ultimo,  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  constabulary  in 
the  streets  of  Macroom  on  last  Sunday 
evening  the  6th  March,  which  stated 
that  on  Sunday  evening,  when  the  Cork 
Foioea  were  on  their  way  to  the  station, 
thej  were  preceded  by  a  doxen  police- 
mm  with  drawn,  batons,  who  fint  jostled 
and  then  indisoriminatdy  batoned  the 
pe(^;  that  Mr.  Smith,  District  Inapee- 
tOK^  on  retnmins  from  tiia  atation,  as  if 
li  teeirtoMjf  heard  to 

f'9ir««p  ft*  dMrifr  Anm,"  when 
another  poUevman  then  said,    Wait  till 
tiiey  come  from  praters that  a  man, 
Jottn  Mu 


was  felled  to  the  ground  by  the  blow  of 
a  baton,  and  had  his  head  cut  open ; 
that  the  city  police,  who  wear  numbers 
on  their  collars,  turned  up  the  oullara  of 
their  overcoats  to  avoid  detection  in  their 
assaults  on  the  people;  that  a  youna' 
man,  named  Cotter,  when  knocked 
down,  was  brutally  kicked  while  on  the 
I  ground  b^  the  policemen,  because  he 
did  not  immediately  get  up  when 
ordered,  he  being  insensible ;  that  Con- 
stable John  NeUI,  of  Maoroom,  fc^owed 
a  young  girl  off  tite  street  into  a  house, 
beating  her  on  the  stairoase,  and  would 
have  dr^ged  her  into  the  etreettomore 
justifiably  beat  her,  but  was  prevented 
by  the  owner  of  the  house  ;  whether 
this  report  is  true;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  oider  an  investigation 
into  the  conduct  of  District  Inspector 
Smith,  and  the  police  under  his  com- 
mand, on  the  occasion  in  question  ? 

Thb  OHIEF  8BCEETART  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  It 
appears  that  the  police,  while  on  the 
way  to  the  station,  were  stoned  by  the 
mob  and  had'  then  to  use  their  batons, 
and  that  John  Murphy,  who  was  a 
member  of  the  crowd,  received  a  blow 
on  the  head.  All  the  other  allegations 
in  the  Question  appear  to  be  untme, 
and  the  GovOTument  see  no  reason  to 
order  an  inveetinition. 

Db.  TANNSIl:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  certain  about  Constable  John 
NeiU  not  beating  thia  nil  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOtTB :  I  am  in- 
formed, Sir,  that  the  atatemoit  is  un- 
true. 

BOYAL  IBIBH  C0K8TABITLABY  —  THE 
RIOTS  AT  LTTRGAN. 
Mb.  M'OAKTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretaiyto  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  during  the 
recent  riots  in  Lurgan,  District  Inspec- 
tor Bigley  assaultra  and  knocked  down 
a  Oa&ouo  drummer  at  M'Geown's 
Oom«r,  Lurgan,  and  stmok  the  drum 
with  a  blackthran  etiek  idlter  the 
drummer  had  fidlen;  whether  the 
assault  waa  conunitted  befm  Mr.  Big- 
1^  had  nvon  orders  to  the  police  to 
fire,  and  Aether  the  drummer  was  doing 
anytiiing  illegal  at  the  time  ;  whether 
Mr.  Bigley  aworo  at  thfi  maflpstMial  in- 
vestigation that  Shankhill  Street,  into 
which  the  police  fired  by  Mb  order,  was 
iiri  J  xilij'-ivoly  Catholic  street ;  whether 
tlifrt'  wH!^  ftiiy  oppoainff  crowd  in  the 
Htt^t  at  the  time  of  flzu^  ndi  vhe- 
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ther  Mr.  Bigley  took  the  advice  of,  or 
had  any  commanioation  Tntb,  the  Besl- 
dent  Mafi^trate  in  charge  of  the  dis- 
trict before  he  gave  the  ordera  to  fire  on 
the  people  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfovk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  During 
the  riots  referred  to,  a  dramming  party 
was  endeavoaring  to  force  its  way  into 
a  hostile  district.  The  poUee,  in  endea- 
vouring to  frevent  them,  were  severely 
■toned.  The  District  Inspector  may,  in 
self-defence,  have  struck  one  of  the 
rioters,  or  knocked  another  down;  but 
it  is  ridit  to  say  that  at  the  Assizes  now 
proooMing  16  of  the  rioters  were  tried 
and  14  of  them  oonvieted,  and  that  at 
no  time  during  the  trial  was  any  act  of 
imprudenee  or  illegality  imputed  to  the 
police.  The  answer  to  the  tbird  portion 
of  the  Question  is  yes,  and  to  the  fourth 
portion,  no.  The  Resident  Magistrate 
was  five  miles  away  on  the  occasion  of 
the  riot,  and,  th«efore,  could  not  be  con- 
sulted. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN  :  Can  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Centleman  whether  or  no 
the  drummer  assaulted  by  the  Inspector 
was  charged  with  any  iUiWtl  act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  i  I  presume  he 
was  part  of  the  crowd  who  were  acting 
illenlly. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  X  shall  put  a  fbr- 
tber  Question  on  this  subject. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  A0T8— THB 
HOTAL  ,C0MMISBI0N— EVIDENCE  AS 
TO  EVICnONS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  theFirst  Lord  of  theTreasux7,If  his 
attention  has  been  oaltod  to  the  Minutes 
of  Evidence  taken  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  tiie  Land  Acts  (Ireland),  on 
the  subject  of  evictions ;  whether  he  has 
noticed  the  following  Question  (16,460), 

Slit  by  Sir  James  C^ird  to  Sir  Redvers 
uller:— 

"Do  yon  dainre  some  Oomi  that  ahoold  Iwtq 
power  of  BUying  ariotioni,  or  tliat  discretion 
ihoald  bo  given  to  an  existing  Coort,  which, 
upon  isUsfootoTy  proof  to  it,  that  Ooort  should 
he  ansUed  to  stay  evictions," 

to  which  Sir  Redvers  Bailer  replied  in 
the  affirmative ;  and,  whetiier,  m  view 
of  the  suffering  entailed  on  helpless 
women  and  children  b^  being  evicted 
from  their  homes  in  winter  time,  some 
means  can  be  devised  to  put  a  rtop  to 
evictions  temporarily,  or  atleast  till  fine 
weatiicr  approaches? 

Mr.  itCurUm 


The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminstor) :  The 
Government  have  under  their  considera* 
tion  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  dealing  with 
certain  aspects  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion ;  but  they_  are  not  at  present  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  any  details,  or  make 
any  statement  on  the  subject 

RUSSIA  —  RUMOURED  ATTBUPT  017 
THE  LIFE  OF  THE  OZAB. 

Mb.  PULESTON  (Dovonport) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  Gtovem- 
ment  can  give  any  information  as  to  the 
reported  attompt  to  assasnnato  the  Oiar 
of  Russia? 

Thb  under  SEORETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jahbb  Feboussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have,  with  deep  regret,  re- 
ceived information  that  some  persons 
were  arrested  with  explosives  upon  them 
on  the  road  by  whicn  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  was  expected  to  go  to  the  anni- 
versary service  for  the  fate  Emperor ; 
but  I  am  glad  to  say  that  it  does  not 
appear  that  any  attack  was  made  up<m 
His  Miyesty. 

H0B8BB— SUPPLY  FOB  HIUTARY 
PURPOSES. 

Sib  WILLIAM  OROSBMAN  (Forts- 
mouth)  inquired.  Whether  the  Ctoveiii- 
ment  were  prepared  to  consent  to  the 
appointmmit  of  a  Select  Oommittee  of 
the  House  to  examine  into  theqnestion  of 
the  supply  of  horses  for  Army  purposes  F 

Thb  8E(3RETART  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle),  in  reply,  sud,  the  Depart- 
ment was  at  present  considering  various 
schemes  put  forward  for  improving  the 
horse  supply  of  the  Army.  They  had 
before  them  a  great  number  of  auggee- 
tions,  including  one  or  two  for  wmoh 
thev  were  indebted  to  tiie  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentieman  (Sir  William  Oroaa- 
man).  He  understood  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  by  hia  Question, 
rather  contemplated  a  more  general 
inquiry.  Before  ^ving  an  answer  on 
that  subject  he  must  ciwmlt  his 
Oolleagnes ;  and  perhaps  the  )i<m.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  postpone  his  Qasati<m. 

Qa.  WILLIAM  OBOSSMAN:  la 
oonsequenoe  of  tiie  answer  of  the  ri|^t 
hon.  Gentieman  I  will  postpone  ue 
Notice  of  Motion  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  in  my  name  for  to-night. 
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MEMORANDUM  OF  THE  SECRETART  OF  STATE 

BBLITIHO  TO  THB 

ARMY  ESTIMATES.  1887-8. 


{livHnud  to  ParUmuHt  by  Command  of  S»r  Mtg«*ty.) 


The  EsttmatoB  of  1886-7  showed  an  anticipated  expenditure  of  £15,156,900 
for  effeotiTe,  and  £3,076,300  for  non-effective  serrices,  making  a  total  of 
£18,233,200.  But,  in  introduein|^  them  to  the  House,  the  Secretary  of  State 
(Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman)  explained  that,  unless  the  Army  in  Egypt  oonid  be 
reduced  during  1886-7  to  8,000  men,  it  would  be  neoeasary  to  mk  ixa  a 
Snpplementary  Vote.  This  Army  waa  in  foot  mainti^ned  for  some  mcmtha  at  a 
foive  Qonaiderably  above  this  strragth,  and  aocordingly  Snpplementary  Estimates 
have  become  necessary.  The  ttrtal  amount  is  £409,000,  of  wmoh  nearly 
£200|000  is  due  to  the  increased  demands  of  the  Navy,  and  the  greater  part  of 
the  remainder  to  Egypt.  The  Estimates,  which  are  now  submitted  to  Parliament, 
show  an  expenditure  of  £18,393,900,  of  which  £15,305,700  is  for  effective,  and 
£3,088,200  for  non-effective  services.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that,  as  compared 
with  last  year's  original  Estimates,  the  amount  now  required  for  the  service  of 
the  Army  shows  an  increase  of  £160,700.  But  this  does  not  represent  the  true 
state  of  uie  case.  As  the  House  is  aware,  the  War  Office  supplies  the  armaments 
and  warlike  stores  of  the  Navy,  and  the  cost  is  borne  by  the  Army  Estimates. 
For  1887-8  the  An^  Estimates  have  to  provide  for  an  increase,  on  aoeonntof  tfie 
armaments  of  the  Navy,  of  £292,000  on  tiie  previous  year. 

Nor  is  that  all.  Certain  other  increases  in  charge  are  altogether  beyond  the 
eontrol  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  may  be  sununaruEed  as  follows 


(1.)  Indian  Oontribntion  to  Vota  1  (the  additional  stmitfth 
<tf  the  Indian  Army  hanng  bean  nsarljr  providea  in 

the  onmnt  year)  ie  redncedby  £100,000 

(2.)  Leap  year  caniei  an  additional  eaqMue  over  aU  tlie 

Totes  of   S0,000 

It.)  Defexred  Fay  baa  inoreased  by   20,000 

(4.)  Betized  Pay  by    45,000 

(6.)  The  Army  Reeerre— by  the  increase  of  nmnbers 

reqairet  In  addition    26,000 


£280,000 

These  two  soma,  amoonting  altogether  to  bo  leas  than  £512,000,  show  that, 
ukstaad  of  an  inerease,  the  present  Emmatea  show  a  rednotion  of  expenditure, 
«Tea  withoat  taking  into  aeoonnt  the  Bnpplementaiy  Votes  for  1886-7. 
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InoreaBM  have  also  been  caused  by  the  rise  in  the  estabUshments,  by  the 
new  grants  to  the  Yolnnteer  Service,  and  especially  by  the  demands  for  armamenta 
and  military  stores,  which  will  presently  be  referred  to. 

On  the  other  hand,  large  savings  hATe  been  accomplished  by  the  withdrawal 
oi  ht^  the  British  force  from  Egypt,  the  effect  of  which  is  mainly  to  be  traced  in 
the  Yote  for  Supplies  and  Transport.  The  Yote  for  the  Non*£nectiTe  Services, 
with  the  exception  of  the  large  automatic  increase  in  the  item  of  Betired  Fay 
(which  will  be  to  some  extent  checked  by  the  new  Boyal  Warrant),  ^ows  on  all 
points  a  diminution  of  charge. 

A  small  reduc^on  has  also  been  effected  in  the  Yote  for  Military  Education. 
The  general  improvement  in  the  education  of  the  country  will  soon  tell  upon  the 
special  charges  necessary  for  this  purpose  in  the  Army,  and  by  greater  recourse  to 
civil  schools,  and  the  redaotaon  in  the  establishment  of  Amy  schoolmasters.  I 
hope  that  in  future  years  greater  economies  can  be  effected  on  this  head. 

Some  steps  have  also  been  taken  by  my  predecessor,  after  reiy  careful 
examination,  for  the  reduction  of  the  General  ota£^  and  of  certain  permanent 
appointments. 

Leaving  these  details,  I  may  say  generally  that,  without  pretending  to  have 
been  able,  within  the  limited  time  at  my  disposal,  to  Berutiniie  personally  all 
parts  of  these  Estimates,  the  Yote  for  Armaments  has  undergone  a  renewed 
examination ;  and  I  have  satisfied  myself  that,  looking  to  all  the  carenmstanws  of 
the  present  time,  tiie  Esdmate  prepfu^d  by  my  predecessor  represented  only  titat 
necessary  demand  for  this  service  which  any  Secretary  of  State  would  be  bound 
to  make. 

But,  as  attention  has  been  specially  attracted  to  Uilitary  Expenditure,  it 
may  be  well  to  pass  in  review  some  of  the  great  heads  of  expenditure,  though  as 
time  has  not  enabled  the  Financual  Secretary  and  his  Department,  who  have  given 
much  trouble  to  the  matter,  to  work  out  the  figures  in  all  oases  from  the  present 
Estimates,  the  results  will  be  found  to  be  in  some  cases  founded  <m  the  figiues  of 
1886-7. 

Heads  of  Army  Expenditure  (figures  of  1886-7). 

The  whole  expenditure  of  the  Army  may  be  divided  into  three  heads,  the 
cost  of  the  "  personnel,"  of  general  administration,  and  of  sup^y.  The  sutgwied 
table  attempts  to  show  the  total  amount  under  each  head. 
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Abut  Estuatbs,  1886-87,  recakmlated,  allowing  approximately  the  Cost  of  the 
Personnel  o£  the  Regular  and  Auxiliary  Forces  as  (Ustingnished  hom  the 
remaining  Ezpenditiue. 


1.  Charges^  Personnel, 

BbOULAB  F0BOB8. 

EitlBUtted  aiiiiiul  coat  of  BeginiMital  Wiunnt  Offioen,  non-oommurioned  officers ' 
and  meo,  inda^g  Pay/Qood  Condaot  I^y.  Deferred  Tmy,  Eogiiieer  and 
Departmental  Fa;,  Clouiing,  BatioOB,  Foel  and  Light,  Transport,  Satiipment, 
Ammnnition,  Barracks,  Barrack  Stores,  with  cost  of  Medical  Attendaooe  and 
Uedidseat  Chaplains,  Prison  Sta^  Bdiools  and  Libraiies,  and  Regimental 
AiyiDMtfln  •*  ,(  .( 

139,360  nun.   A.Tengd  OMt»  £SSf  per  head. 
IKtto  Offleen  cUtto 

4.934  (Mem.  Ayenge^  £278}  V  luad 

Total  dB&c/&n  oott  td  "  penonn^  '*  of  tte  Army 
Total  non-effisotiTe  coit  of  "penmuwl*'  of  the  Azmy 

(AvMage  nte  per  head,  effeetiTe  nd  non-eSbotiTe,  £80  A  all  tanks). 

AvznJABT  FoBOBS. 


Arenge.  £11  lis.  H.  per  h«iid,  119,3^  eduolled  HiHtia 
„      £9  9*.  3d:        „        11,590     „  Teomaory 
„       £8  13*.  9d.       H      218,207  effloient  Yoliintem 
„      £7  Sr.  81;.        „       06,900  Baiem 


£ 

1,382»250. 
109,700) 
805,200  f 


£ 


7,201,000 


1,374,000 


8,575,000 
2,770,300 

11,345,300 


2,720,150 


Total  charge  for  FttMnmel  ..         ,.         ,.         ..  14,065,450 
2.  Charges  for  AdmniairaHoH. 


General  staff  (Tote  n  .. 

Commissariat.  Tranaport,  and  Ordnance  Store  Departnie&t(Vote0).. 
Army  Fay  Departmemt  (District  Staff  onlv) 

Educational  Serricfla   (exdndiBg  fiegnnantal  Sdioda,  £42JU0) 

(Vote  14)  .. 
MieeellapeoQs  Sffecttve  Serricea  (Vote  15) 
Allowances  and  Tranaport  of  above  (Vote  10) 


War  Office  Staff  (Vote  16) 


224,960 
149,850 
60,000 

01,370 
37,100 
216,900 

780,180 
255,500 

1,035,680 
806,000 

1,341,680 


NoB-tfbotiTeObugaaof  ebon  ..  .. 

Total  dhaqie  lor  Admlnlatntion. . 

3.  Supply  Ckarget* 

Porchaae  of  Uortea  (14,151)  and  Forage  at  £25  i^year  ..\  t,\n 
Veterinary  Depwtment   / 


Wagea,  &c.  (Vote  9) 
Rente  and  Water  (except  £34,000)  (Vote  10) 
l^ansport  (rf  Storea      . .       £68,000\  . 

J     Ac.,  %ypt  (exceae)  £130,000/ 
W^rUht  Stvret,  V^e  12.— 
hm  naonnt  eetimated  for  Barrack  Stores  £140,000 

„  Eqaipment  . .  150,000 
„             M            Auxiliary  Forces  202,350 

rchb  Mud  Building;  VoU  13— 
Leas  amount  estimated  tm  Bamekg  . . 
Maintenanoe  of  Local  Frace  at  Buakin  (Vote  1) . . 

Total  Supply  Chargce 


£2,569,000 


492,350 
925,800 \ 
437,000/ 


345.510 
88,000 

198,000 


2,076,650 

488,800 
58,000 

3,719,170 
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ESTIMATES,  1886-7. 

Bagnlu  Axn^,  tnzdlad  >•  ••  •>  141,284 
Bewrve 

Militia              „         ••         ■•  ••  . 
TMmanry  „ 

Vidimtoan,  ^eimfe         . .         •  •  •  • 


56,900 
119,366 

11,640 
218,207 


ToUofallfonwi  g47,337 

Perioimel  of  abore  foroM  . .  . .  . .  . .  £14,066,460 

AdminirtntiTe  Depaitmsnts   1,341,680 

Sopplv  BerviMS    £3,719,170 

LeJiSayy   1,000,000 

'   ,   2,719,170 

£18,126,300 

LeMBtdifui,  Colonial, and  Egyptian  oontribntiaM  liiolndsd  m 

»ppK^iiatlon»  ia  aid  of  vote  1        . .         . .         . .  908,000 

iei7,218,300 

Add  mall  nuu  not  inotndfld  in  foregi^  figures  ,.  14,900 

Totalagreeiag  vithNetEsUmateefor  1886-7,  Tia.,  £18,233,200 

lew  £1,000,000  lor  NaTj  £17,^88,800 

TkeM  taUes  show  prettv  clearly  that,  aaraming  the  maintenanoe  of  tha 
exiirtittg  eBtiUiHshment  of  the  Army  on  the  present  aoale,  any  substantial  rednotioa 
of  expenditure  nmst  be.  effected,  either  in  tiie  ooafe  of  administratim  or  in  the 
duffge  for  works,  armaments,  and  stores. 

Vote  12  (Stores). 

And  indeed  it  is  sufficiently  notorious  that  reductions  of  Army  expenditure, 
while  maintaining  our  existing  establishment,  have  largely  been  effected  in  past 
years  by  drawing  upon  our  reserve  of  stores.  There  have  been  occasions  when 
considerations  o?  economy  have  reduced  this  tO  a  dangerously  small  amount. 
But  indiscriminate  reductions,  effected  for  such  an  object,  are  neithw  safe  nor 
altogether  honest,  and  I  hope  that  the  time  may  soon  come  when  the  necessary 
reserve  of  stores  will  be  authoritatively  fixed  in  all  branches,  and  rigidly  main- 
tained  in  aU  circumstances:  It  is,  however,  to  be  observed  that  the  expenditore 
in  Tote  12  comprises  not  only  the  sums  necessary  for  the  maintenanoe  of  our 
armaments  and  our.  reserv.e.  of  stores,  but  .also  large  sunu  which  are  now  being 
annually  voted  to  strengthen  the  defences  of  the  ooimtry  all  round.  The 
estimate  for  the  supply,  manufacture,  and  repair  of  warlike  stores  (Vote  12)— 
that  is,  for  the  manufacturing  departments  of  tha  Army— amounts  next  year  to 
£2,943,500.  Of  this  £1,707,000  is  required  for  Navy  armaments,  system 
under  which  the  Army  Votes  at  present  bear  the  charge  for  nsral  annanwiito  has 
the  effect  of  ^ventinff  the  true  charge  ibr  the.  respective  serviees  from  being 
understood  b;^  the  pubuo,  bat  it  is  intended  next  year  to  make  annngements  for 
separating  this  expenditiue. 

The  following  table  iUustrates  the  normal  and  apemal  expenditure  nnderthia 
Vote :— 
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TOTE  12.— QxHSBAi.  OnTLnis  ot  Esmun. 


Hfltd  ofSerriM. 

(A.) 

OrdinaiT 
ntwmal 
expenditnre. 

(B.) 

Special 
Snricaa  in 
additioi  to  A. 

(C.) 

Total  amount  re- 
qoired  to  complete 

mentioned  in  B. 

No.  of 
yean  to 

IfuntoBince  of  armametita  and 

pnotioe,  mcloding  eqnipmsnta, 
transport,  smbnlutces,  fto.  . . 

Ammnnitioii   

CarUnM,  putola^  and  nrodi  . . 

Coaling  lUtioiit,  amuioentof,. 

Total,  nonnal  (A) 
Total,  ipecial(fi) 
Naval  teqiiirementa  to  "be  tram- 
fanred  n«xt  year  to  Navy  Eftt- 

Total  

Appiopiiation  in  aid 

£ 

■  200,000 

60,000 

20,000 
'  100,000 
120,000 

20,000 

80,000 

40,000 

21,000 

30,000 
242,600  (1) 

£ 

soiooo 

126,000  (2) 
80,000 
40,000 

20,000 
10,000 
31,600 
36,888  (3) 
126,680 

£ 

248^000  (4) 
1,190,000  (6) 
240,000  (6) 
60,000 

fiojooo 

368,310 

3 
8 
2 
1 

'2 
2 

923,000 

649,068 

2,136,310 

923,600 
649,088 

1,707,661 

•• 

'r 

3,180,129(7) 
236,629 

2,943,600  (7) 

(1.)  biolndet  aitaUidunanta,  exparinuDtal  Mrrioat,- camp  eqoipmenii^  War 
Department  Tem^  *e. 

(2.)  Leai  ilutn  preriouly  propoted  oving  to  delays  of  pattenu  htndaiing 
mannfaotare.   26,000  magaiine  rifles  only. 

(3.)  Ineladei  Teneh,  and  T^soellaneoas.   

(4.)  For  31  batteries  to  complete  60,  to  be  armed  with  B.L.  armament. 

(6.)  Include*  376,000  maguine  rifles. 

(6.)  To  g^  up  to  60,000,000  reserre  <d  *4  cartridges. 

(7.)  Bepaymenfs  not  indndad,  as  they  are  added  to  ifcmu  irf  Vote  and  dedaeted 

en  iloe. 

N.B. — The  purpose  of  this  statement  is  to  show  broadly  the  appropriationfl 
of  money  to  certain  general  heads  of  Service,  These  appropriations  vill  not  be 
traced  in  the  Estimates  which  are  necessarily  prepared  under  the  head  of  Wages, 
Materials,  Oontracb  Snpidiei^  fto. . 
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Vote  13,  which  deals  with  works,  buildings,  and  repairs,  may  be  analysed  in 
a  somewhat  similar  toxm. 


VOTE  18. 
GxnBAL  Absibaot  of  EsmuxK. 
Total  of  Tote    £86S,S00. 


Yotofor 
18S7-8 

Beqnindto 
■  oonqplflts. 

Bemarks. 

For  MAmteunott— 

£ 

3fS,190 

J?OT  MW  wOrKo  ^uniior  jaifWiif  w 

be  completed  in  this  year) 

117,689 

9  ■ 

IT  AW  watVa  in    II  ■  ilil  1  SUB  fhA0tin  Iw* 
J7  or  WOTKB  lU  pXvgXnB  ^vi^uu  uo* 

foie  1887-8)— 

.  111,249 

316,066 

TP-  -uf  tfl.MHjiJi  ■    an  J  OmlnAniUl 

J:vW tmowwHWiB  aua  vninwiiHw* 

store  InuldlDgs 

61,227 

/ 

200,407  \ 

Of  this,  ifil33,000  Is  tot 
sabmarine  mining  works 
at  tnilitaiy  and  meroaa- 
tile  ports. 

Mannfactating  establiduaenta 

40,600 

4,110 

New  wrato  (orer  £1,000  to  be 

29,700 

46,120 

Fotfifleatiau  and  Oidnanoe 
Siovo  bnSdingi  .. 

88,067 

60,70«" 

llMMfactniing  wfaiMiAiniinte 

12,760 

27,860 

Tor  ooaling  stations       . .      . . 

77,200 

201,210 

Total 

842,862 

866,467 

Salaries  and  misoellaneoiu  En- 

126,802 

..  { 

Annual  charges,  aubheads 
A  to  K,  of  Tote  18. 

968,184 

■  ■ 

Lees  ap^i^riations  in  aid 

106,864 

862,300 

866,467 

*  Of  the  £60,705,  the  following  items  are  each  of  £5,000  and  upwards,  Tis.:— 
York— New  Ordnance  Store  EatablishoMnt       . .         . .  £16,600 

Portsdown  Hill— maintenanos  of  ceretmentfl     .,         ..  11,000 
Woolwich  Aiasnal— means  for  lifting  and  Uniiiiig  gnns  np 

to  240  tons  . .  . .  . .  . .  10,200 

Fort  Augusta— new  powder  magawne  .,  6,000 

The  object  of  this  analjsis  of  these  Votes  will  now  be  clear.  I  am  anxious 
to  bring  prominentlj  forward  the  fact  that  the  manufacturing  and  engineering 
departments  necessarily  enter  into  contract  engagements  extending  over  seTeral 
years,  and  that  a  sudden  curtailment  of  Estimates  may  often  mean  not  only  the 
stoppage  of  a  particular  work,  but  the  loss  of  a  large  part  of  the  money  already 
expended,  or  it  may  involTo  a  breadi  of  taiih,   lue,  for  instance,  the  expendi- 
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tare  upon  our  coaling  stations,  which  is,  and  ought  to  be,  regulated  by  the  Qeneral 
Scheme  laid  down  in.  1884,  accepted  hy  the  Treasury,  and  at  that  time  submitted 
to  Parliament.  Upon  the  fiuth  of  Uiat  scheme  we  have  induced  some  of  our 
Oolonies  to  vote,  and  to  entoid  la^  sums  of  money,  on  the'understanding  that, 
if  th^  would  undertake  the  cost  of  the  works,  the  Imperial  Parliament  would 
find  the  armaments.  In  more  than  one  case  the  Colony  has  kept  its  part  of  the 
bargain,  while  the  Imperial  QoTeniment  has  not  obtained  the  necessary  funds  to 
do  w.  In  all  these  cases  the  faith  of  Parliament  is  deepl;^  pledged,  and,  quite 
independentiy  of  the  great  intwests  involved,  we  are  bound  in  hcmomr  to  jnovide 
the  necessary  funds  at  least  upon  the  scale  l^d  down  in  1884. 

Or  take  the  large  expenditure  occasioned  by  the  introduction  of  the  new  lifle 
and  of  Uie  new  field  gun.  It  has  long  been  admitted  that  the  reannament  of 
our  forces  in  these  respects  is  a  matt^  of  urgent  necessity.  The  above  table 
shows  the  large  sums  required  to  accomplish  this  result,  am  soon  as  a  step  of 
this  sort  has  been  decided  upon  by  the  militaxy  authoritiM,  a  comparatively  small 
Vote  is  proposed  to  Parliament  for  the  expenditure  during  that  financial  year ; 
but  the  House  becomes  practically  pledged  to  continue  similar  votes  from  year 
to  year  until  the  whole  sum  has  been  provided.  To  suspend  it  for  a  single  year 
is  to  cause  great  waste  of  public  money,  or  to  inflict  losses  upon  the  trade  only  to 
be  satisfied  by  pecuniary  compensation.  The  system,  indeed,  has  great  disad- 
▼antagee ;  and  it  is  well  worthy  of  consideration  whether  some  scheme  could  not 
be  devised  which  would  on  the  one  hand  guarantee  proper  Parliamentary  control 
at  the  initiation  of  such  expenditure,  and  at  the  same  tmie  secure  the  completion 
of  the  works  or  of  Uie  armament  witiiout  being  exposed  to  the  fiuctations  of  Par- 
liamentary opinion.  In  the  time  of  Lord  OardweU,  whose  Army  Estimates  have 
often  been  taken  as  a  standard  by  economists,  some  part  of  this  expenditure  was 
outside  the  control  of  Parliament  and  not  shown  in  the  Army  Estimates,  and  waa 
from  time  to  time  borrowed  under  the  head  of  "Defence  and  Localization 
Works."  Works  of  predsely  the  same  character,  but  in  these  modem  daya  of 
far  greater  cost,  cause  the  large  increase  in  Votes  12  and  IS.  Ferha{w  I  may  be 
allowed  to  give  an  illtistration  of  this  increase  of  cost  The  Commission  on  the 
I)efences  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  thnr  Bepwt  of  1860,  which  proposed  works 
at  the  cost  of  1 1  millions  sterling,  thus  dealt  with  the  armaments : — 

"  Upon  a  general  estimate  we  are  led  to  believe  that  the  works  herein  pro- 
posed wiU  require  for  armament  not  less  than  2,500  pieces  of  artillery,  in  addition 
to  any  Ukat  are  now  mounted,  or  already  demanded  for  works  which  have  been 
sanctioned  previous  to  this  report.  Taking  them  al  an  avtrafft  of  £200  «aeh,  on 
the  suppoation  that  a  portion  oi  them  inll  be  rifled  ordnance,  the  estimated 
expense  under  this  bead  will  be  £600,000." 

It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  observe  that  the  sum  then  named  as  tiie  average 
price  of  the  guns  required,  is  now  about  the  cost  of  a  single  shot  from  one  of  our 

(War  Office  Administration.) 

8o  much  for  the  question  of  armaments  and  stores.  Coming  now  to  admi- 
nistration, I  may  observe  that  the  cost  of  administering  the  War  Office  shows  an 
increase  of  £2,600  due  to  the  increments  of  salaries,  most  of  the  clerks  appointed 
at  the  reorganization  of  1857  having  now  reached  their  maximum.  It  may  be 
not  uninteresting  to  trace  the  history  of  this  Vote.  It  shows,  as  estimated  for 
1886-7,  on  increase  of  £6,700  since  1864-5,  and  of  £33,800  since  1857-8.  But 
in  1857-8,  tiie  Axmj  Beserve,  and  the  Volnnteers  did  not  exist,  and  the  Begular 
Army  wossnuller  by  £25,000  men.  Since  1857-8  the  Intelligence  Department, 
which  cost  £12,300  in  the  current  year,  has  replaced  the  small  military  Topo- 
graphical Department,  supervised  bpr  the  Director  of  the  Ordnance  Survey.  Yet 
the  cost  of  administration,  which  in  1857-8  was  about  £1  18«.  id.  to  every 
£100  administered,  had  fallen  in  1886-7  to  £1  1<.  2d.,  'a  decrease  of  17«.  2d. 
per  £100  expended.  In  1864-5,  the  charge  for  clerks  was  higher  by  £10,000  than 
in  1886-7,  though  the  work  has  largely  increased  in  the  intorval.   The  reduction 
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has  been  mainly  caused  by  the  employment  of  cheaper  labour.  The  oitU  clerks 
hare  been  reduced  by  13,  while  the  militaiy  clerks  have  been  increased  by  65. 
By  these  savings  the  expenditure  on  the  Intelliffenoe  Bnmoh,  the  increase  of 
technical  staff  i^m  2 1  to  43,  and  of  the  Works  from  IS  to  20,  Jam  pro- 

duced a  net  increase  at  £6,800  only  in  22  years. 

(Establishment.) 

Haring  thus  examined  the  Estimates  upon  the  assumption  that  our  present 
establishment  is  maintained,  it  becomes  necessary  to  oonsider,  shortly,  tiie  reasons 
for  the  retention  of  that  establishment. 

The  following  table  shows  the  force  which  we  are  now  maintaining 
abroad  and  in  the  Ookmies  (ndnding  the  "Rojtl  Enginews,  who  are  aeparately 
treated): — 


Oavaliy 

AitilkiylMttarieh 

Infaotry 
battaliiHU  at 
the  Line. 

regimeots. 

Horse. 

Field. 

Gaxriaon. 

Egypt  ». 

1 

2 

OolODiW  .» 

I 

1 

3S 

19 

India  ... 

9 

11 

43 

29 

63 

ArtiUery 


Infantry  bettalioni 


S 

n 

89 
4 

8 
S8 

38 
3fi 
60 

r 

65 


The  force  in  India  is  incapable  of  rednctaon,  and  it  is  hardly  possible  that 
any  substantial  diminution  could  take  i^ace  in  Uie  force  maintained  in  our  Ooh>- 
nies.  This  leaves  ns  with  Uie  following  diaposaUe  fnrce  at  home,  according  to 
the  latest  arrangements : — 

'  Uouehold 
Une 

TKMDSiny  .. 
'  ToL  Light  Uwmt  fto. 

fHone  (Batteries) 

Field  „ 
GhuriBon  „ 
Militia  (bri^tdes) 
.  YolimteerB  (oorpfl) 

iFoot  Onardi    . . 
Line      , .       . . 
Militia  13S 
Volunteers      ..  207 

But,  in  estimating  the  military  value  of  these  battalions  of  Yolonteers,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  the  event  of  any  prolonged  anxiety  it  would  be 
impoBsibie  to  keep  in  the  6eld  the  full  strength  of  our  Volunteer  Army.  A  very 
large  deduction  must  be  made  for  men  who,  being  engaged  in  civil  occupations, 
will  neoeasarily  be  absent,  except  in  cases  of  great  emergency.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  number  of  the  Army  Beserre  is  gradually  growing  towards  the  ftall 
number  which  is  required  to  bring  up  our  Armv  to  its  full  fighting  strength 
when  necessary.  At  thepreaent  timeitnumbers  about  47,000  men.  Owing  to  the 
change  in  the  term  of  colour  snvice  in  1881-3,  there  wiU  be  a  decrease  in  the 
Beserve  in  1888  of  no  less  than  9,000,  unless  we  can  adopt  other  means  for 
adding  to  it;  but  after  that  date  it  will  egjun  eteadily  increase  under  present 
conditions  until  it  reaches  60,000  in  1894.  The  desire  to  utilize  this  disposabfe 
force  to  the  fullest  advantage  has  led  to  the  adoption  of  various  sohemee  of  mobi- 
lization, of  which  I  proceed  to  give  a  short  aoeonnt. 

(Mobilization.) 

The  success  of  the  Prussian  oi^anization  in  1870  for  tiie  fir&t  time  drew  the 
attention  of  this  oountty  to  the  question  of  the  locoMHticm  ot  oar  Amms  in  peaoa 
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time,  and  to  the  means  of  mobilizing  them  with  rapidity  when  war  was  antici- 
pated; and  aeoordingly,  in  1874,  a  plan  for  the  localization  of  the  forces  was 
worked  out  and  adopted,  followed  shortly  afterwards  by  one  for  the  mobilization 
of  the  Army.  The  former  praotioally  applied  only  to  onr  Infantry.  Under  it 
our  whole  Infantry,  whether  Kegulars,  Militia,  or  Volunteers,  was  formed  into 
brigades,  each  attached  to  a  certain  portion  of  the  countnr,  and  each  having  a 
general  head-quarters  at  the  d^tot  of  tne  Line  regiments  belonging  to  the  brigade. 
The  tie  between,  these  Line  regiments  and  their  district  was  at  first  slight,  and 
oonnrted  only  in  the  fact  that  their  depot  was  situated  dierein ;  bat  the  Auziliai? 
troops  vera  really  and  genuinely  looal,  aad  belonged  entlraly  to  the  district  with 
wbiek  the  localixatiffli  scheme  aasoeiated  them. 

The  next  step  taken  was  to  arrange  for  the  pK^«r  mohnization  of  our 
foroet  when  war  was  apprehended ;  that  is,  for  Hieir  assembling,  receiving  their 
reserves,  their  stores,  and  their  fighting  equipment,  and  for  ^eir  classification 
into  Army  Corps,  each  ready  to  move  to  the  point  where  its  services  might  be 
required,  as  an  organized  fighting  body  complete  within  itself  in  all  arms  of  the 
Service.  It  was  with  this  object  that  the  mooilization  tables  of  1 875  were  drawn 
out,  under  which  the  whole  of  our  land  forces  were  divided  into  definite  brigades, 
divisions,  and  Army  Oorps,  each  with  its  local  head-quarters  and  its  staff  organi- 
sation ;  and  also,  speaking  broadly,  these  tables  indicated  the  place  at  which 
each  unit  was  to  receive  its  reserves,  its  arms,  and  its  stores. 

This  scheme  of  mobilization  was  very  carefully  devised,  but  it  had  the  serious 
defect  of  aiming  too  high.  It  assumed  as  its  starting  point  that  the  whole  of  the 
UQlitia,  as  well  as  the  Begular  Army,  was  available  for  mobilization,  and  it  passed 
over  the  fact  that  the  strength  of  our  Cavalry,  Artillery,  and  other  branches  of 
the  Service  was  much  below  what  it  should  have  been,  to  correspond  to  the 
strength  of  our  Infantry.  It  was,  I  believe,  hoped  at  the  time  the  scheme  was 
framed  that  the  deficiencies  in  these  former  arms  would  be  gradually  made  good, 
and  on  this  basis  the  constitntion  of  eight  Army  Corps  was  arranged  for,  in 
addition  to  the  garrisons  of  our  fortresses.  The  materials  to  complete  tiiese 
Oorps  were,  howerer,  not  forti»>oming,  and  hardly  any  attempt  was  ever  made  to 
fill  up  the  gaps  existing.  The  result  was  that  the  mobilization  scheme  of  1875 
never  had  more  than  a  paper  existence.  A  partial  mobilization  of  two  Corps  took 
place  in  1876,  but  the  occasion  never  arose  of  testing  any  one  of  them  at  a  war 
strength ;  and  after  remaining  for  some  years  as  a  sort  of  academic  exercise  in 
military  oivanisation,  the  scheme  dropped  out  of  the  pages  of  the  Army  List  and 
disappeared.  When  in  1878  it  was  considered  desirable  to  make  pr^arations  for 
placmg  an  Army  Owps  in  Uia  field,  the  selection  of  the  troops  to  constitute  it 
was  not  goTemed  by  the  soheme  at  1875,  hut  was  determined  by  independent 
oonsiderations. 

The  next  endearour  to  make  our  standing  arrangements  in  jpeoCe,  preparatory 
tot  wari  was  made  hj  Mr.  Chiles  in  1881.  He  carried  the  localization  of  our 
fbroes  considerably  nirther  than  had  been  done  by  Mr.  Cardwell.  The  whole  of 
our  In^try,  except  the  Guards,  the  Rifle  Corps,  and  the.  Bifle  Brigade,  was 
definitely  territorialized,  and  local  designations,  and  sometimes  names  of 
unnecesauy  length,  were  substituted  for  the  old  titiea.  The  Militia  and 
Volunteers  were,  of  course,  already  local,  and  from  1881  it  may  be  said  that  our 
Army  has  had  a  dutinetive  twritonal  constitution. 

The  preparations  for  mobilization  made  by  Mr.  Ohildere  Only  extended  to 
providing  one  Army  Corps,  which  it  was  intended  to  be  ready  to  take  the  field  at 
any  time,  in  any  of  the  small  wars  in  which  we  are  so  often  engaged.  It  was  to 
consist  entirely  of  Regulars,  and  to  furnish  it,  and  at  the  same  time  meet  oon- 
riderations  of  expense,  the  establishments  of  our  battalions  were  carefully 
graduated  so  that  those  first  for  foreign  service  stood  at  the  highest  strength. 
Twelve  of  these,  together  with  six  battalions  from  the  Mediterranean  and  three 
battalions  of  Guards,  were  to  form  the  Infantry  of  the  Army  Corps,  which  it  was 
considered  we  should  be  able  to  put  into  the  field  at  any  moment. 

This  sohfflne,  being  mainly  intended  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  small  wars 
i&  which  thieoountry  is  so  often  engaged,  wae  inadequate  to  meet  the  real  and 
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permaneDt  requirements  of  onr  pontion ;  vliile*  on  the  other  hand,  the  abortiTe 
soheme  of  the  eight  Army  Corps  in  1876  had  required  larger  numbers  than  our 

foroee  at  our  highest  strain  couM  furnish. 

The  result  of  all  this  was  that,  until  1886,  we  were  no  further  advanced 
toward  actual  mobilisation  in  the  OTent  of  an  European  war  than  we  were  when 
the  Prussian  sucoMses  first  compelled  a  oonsideration  of  the  question.  But  it 
may  be  fairly  said  that  although  untU  recently  the  arraogements  for  combining 
our  different  military  units  into  larger  organizationi  for  the  purposes  of  defence 
had  not  materiidly  advanced,  the  military  value  of  those  units  is  very  different 
now  from  what  it  was  in  1875.  The  AuxtUary  Forces  have  been  steadily 
approatihing  more  and  more  to  the  standard  of  eflociency  of  Beg;nlar  troops,  and 
shcnrt  service  has  given  as  a  strong  and  available  reserve  on  which  we  can  place 
our  bands  at  short  notice. 

It  was  under  these  conditions  that,  in  1886,  a  third  attempt  was  made  to 
grapple  with  the  question  of  mobilization.  The  method  followed  on  this 
occasion  was,  however,  somewhat  different  from  that  which  had  previousljr  been 
adopted.  In  the  first  attempt  to  deal  with  this  problem,  the  proposisd  ozvanuation 
required  larger  forces  than  were  realty  available  for  mobilication.  In  the  second, 
the  exigencies  of  our  smaller  wars  had  chiefly  been  taken  into  account.  In  1886 
the  calculations  began  with  a  careful  examination  of  our  actual  military  assets, 
and  the  endeavour  was  made  to  see  how  these  could  be  best  put  into  an  effective 
fighting  organization  with  the  least  possible  disturbance  and  the  fewest  additionB. 
The  problem  attempted  to  be  solved  on  this  oooaaion  was  not  what  army  we  ongbt 
to  be  prepared  to  put  into  the  field  in  the  event  of  a  big  war  ;  but,  how  we  oonld 
get  toe  Tn#T*"i""^  result  out  of  our  existing  force  wiu  the  mintmntn  of  change 
and  of  expense. 

This  examination  brought  very  clearly  to  light  one  essential  defect  which 
has  hitherto  prevailed  in  our  system.  In  every  army  the  various  arms  and  the 
various  serrices,  such  as  the  Cavalry,  the  Artillery,  the  Infantry,  the  Engineers, 
the  Commissariat,  and  the  Medicu  Department,  should  bear  to  each  other  a 
certain  proportion ;  and  this  proportion  has  been  so  thoroughly  worked  out  by 
military  exnerienoe,  that  withm  very  narrow  limits  it  may  be  said  to  have  been 
practically  aetormined. 

But  our  composite  Army  has  grown  up  piecemeal,  and  no  real  endeavour 
has  ever  yet  been  made  to  introdooe  into  it  any  proportion  betwem  its  various 
branohea.  It  was  at  once  evident,  when  stock  was  taken  of  oar  miUtaxy  strength, 
that  in  OTder  to  extract  the  full  value  from  our  material,  a  certain  amount  of 
oonversion  was  neoeasaxv.  Then  was  too  moch  of  one  arm  and  too  Uttle  of 
another.  But  making  ulowance  for  this  convmion  and  for  some  comparatively 
minor  additions,  the  results  arrived  at  were  as  follows : — 

Subject  to  these  changes  and  additions,  our  present  forces  might  be  so 
arranged  that  they  would  be  sufficient  to  jwovide  men  for  all  our  home  and 
OolonM  garrisons,  and  also  to  furnish  two  Army  Cor^  of  regular  troops,  each 
stronger  by  four  battalions  than  those  contemplated  in  1875,  together  with  a 
strong  Cavalry  Division,  and  the  necessoiy  troops  to  guard  thnr  line  of  oom- 
munication.  After  doing  this,  there  would  still  remain  a  balanoe  of  disdpUned 
troops,  which  would  form  a  nndeua  round  which  a  further  army  might  be 
collected. 

The  details  of  the  measares  by  which  the  above  results  would  be  arrived  at 
an  mlmoat  completely  worked  out  at  the  War  Office ;  and  I  hope  before  long  lo 
bo  ftl^  to  show  to  eve^  unit  of  our  home  forces  the  precise  functions  it  will 
'^kcwe  to  fulfil  should  this  country  be  either  threatened  with  invasion,  or  called 
npoB  to  take  part  In  a  serious  war.  I  feel  assured  that  when  our  Auxiliary 
Xvmee  reaHco  what  an  integral  part  of  our  national  defence  they  will  form  under 
'  lbs  new  schenti?,  tbey  will  cheerfully  submit  to  any  modifications  in  their  present 
bondttion  tliat  it.  may  require. 

I  tiiii  not  i^i'iiig:  to  assert  that  our  land  forces  have  in  all  respects  reached 
tiou  niukQiX  at  by  these  measures.    But  there  ore  two  great  point* 
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which  may  be  urged  in  faTOur  of  the  mobilization  scheme  of  1886,  In  the  first 
place,  the  aim  is  one  well  within  our  reach,  without  any  substantial  increase 
of  our  forces,  or  of  our  expenditure.  And,  secondly,  if  this  aim  can  be 
accomplished,  it  will  give  us  an  enormous  advance  in  the  defensiTe  powers  of 
the  country.  It  must,  however,  be  remembered  that  this  scheme  oaa  only 
succeed  if  a  certain  amount  of  finality  be  attached  to  it.  If  it  be  accepted, 
as  I  hope  it  may  be  (and  it  is  for  this  purpose  that  it  is  described  in  this 
statement),  as  the  standard  up  to  which  our  military  arrangements  have  to 
work,  all  these  roust  steadily  be  made  to  fit  in  with  it.  The  establishment  of 
onr  Infantry  battalions,  the  raising  of  a  Militia  or  Volunteer  regiment,  the 
■trsDgth  of  all  branehes  ot  our  ArtiUery,  must  all  be  considered  and  dealt  with 
M  put  of  a  general  aehame.  And,  above  all,  by  establishing  the  standard  at 
which  we  ought  to  aim,  it  will  stru^^en  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  tJtate  for 
the  time  bein^  in  resisting,  on  the  one  hand,  any  attempt  to  enlarge  any  branch 
of  onr  establuhment  beyond  the  strengtii  so  declared  to  be  essential,  and,  on 
the  other  hftud,  in  pressing  upon  Parliament,  as  circumstances  permit,  the 
additions  to,  or  altentions  in,  our  existing  system  whidi  are  sull  ui^;ently 
required. 

This  scheme  of  mobilisatiott  having  been  generally  aooeptsd  1^  my  prede- 
eessor  (the  present  First  Lord  of  the  TrMsniy),  the  steps  whioh  are  neoessary,  or 
an  being  taken  to  make  it  a  reality,  may  be  best  deeoribed  by  a  short  reference 
to  each  branch  of  the  Service. 

I  take  first  those  services  in  which  the  mobilization  scheme  mainly 
contemplates  tiie  ntilizalion,  and  not  the  extension  or  oonveision,  of  our  existing 
forcss. 

(Oavaliy.) 

It  is  satisfactory  to  learn  that  this  country  already  possesses  sufficient 
regiments  of  Cavalry  to  satisfy  all  the  requirements  of  the  new  scheme,  though 
in  this,  as  in  other  branches  of  the  service,  the  necessary  supply  of  horses  is 
one  of  great  urgency  and  importance.  Both  as  regards  efficiency  and  popularity, 
I  am  informed  that  the  Oavalty  never  stood  higher  than  at  the  present  moment. 
On  the  1st  of  January  last  the  Oavaky  of  the  line  was  no  less  than  627  in 
sxcaas  of  its  establishment,  and  we  have  been  compelled  to  suspend  reomiting 
tax  this  arm  of  the  Service  in  more  than  one  district. 

(Infantiy.) 

Nsither  is  any  considerable  change  centemidated  in  our  present  force  of 
liluitij.  After  providing  for  the  reinforcement  of  Home  and  Oolonial 
garrisons,  there  stiU  remain  more  than  sufficient  battalions  of  Infantzy  for  the 
pn^oeod  establishment  of  two  Army  Corps  and  the  necessary  line  of  communica* 
tioos.  The  present  Estimates  provide  for  a  small]  reduction  in  the  numbers  of 
•nty  Infantry  r^ment  from  750  to  730.  This  reduction  is  in  consequence  of 
th*  fiwt  that  the  abnormal  demand  for  the  increase  of  the  British  Army  in 
bdift  baTin|[  besoa  nearly  stti^ed,  tiie  necessity  for  so  large  an  establishment 
BO  longer  exists. 

Por  this  branch  of  the  Service  also  the  reports  of  recruiting  are  satisfactory. 
The  Inspeetor-Gsneral  states  that  thegreat  advance  made  in  1865  has  been 
tmAj  maintained  during  last  year.  The  total  number  of  recruits  tested  and 
finally  approved  is  39,409,  which,  though  less  than  in  1885,  was  considerably 
man  than  in  any  other  year  dnce  the  introduction  of  short  service.  The  report 
also  shows  that  an  increasing  number  of  the  men  recroitad  fw  Infiintry 
ngiments  were  bom  in  the  regimental  district. 

The  effect  of  the  new  mobilization  scheme,  as  regards  the  Cavalry  and  the 
lafantiy,  may  be  deaBiibed  as  a  readjustment  of  existing  forces,  but  in  respect  to 
the  Aimimv  and  Enj^nsMa,  <nganio  changes,  and  a  groat  deal  of  new  material, 
•ve  entailea  1^  the  leqniremento  of  thq  new  ^tem, 
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(Boyal  Artillery.) 

In  the  event  of  war,  the  demands  upon  the  Boyal  Artilleiy,  according  to 
the  new  scheme  of  mobilisation,  would  be  as  follows : — 

(a.)  For  Horse  and  Field  Artillery  to  furnish  artiUoj  for  two  Army  Oorpi, 
a  OaTaury  IHvision,  and  their  line  of  communioation : — 

8  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  of  six  guns  each. 
24  batteries  of  Field  Artillery  of  six  guns  each. 
14  Ammunition  Oolumns  formed  from  Field  battwies. 

The  total  number  of  batteries  required  being  46,  and  the  total  nombw  of 
guns  192. 

It  may  be  observed  that  the  proportion  of  guns  to  Infontiy  is  laiger  than 
that  which  prevailed  in  the  German  Army  daring  the  war  of  1870.  fa  peace 
time  five  of^  the  Horse  Artillery  batteries  and  13  of  the  Fi^d  batteries  wul  be 

maintained  at  1st  Army  Corps  strength,  with  six  guns  each;  U  batteries  of 
Field  Artillery  will  be  kept  at  2nd  Army  Corps  strength,  with  six  guns  each, 
while  the  three  Horse  batteries  of  the  2nd  Army  Corps,  and  the  remaining  14 
Field  batteries  will  be  kept  up  with  only  four  guDs  each.  In  war,  of  course, 
these  Horse  batteries  will  take  the  field  with  six  guns  each. 

Comparing  this  establishment  with  that  of  our  existing  organization,  it 
represents  a  reduction  of  two  batteries,  and  the  conversion  of  four  batteries  of 
Horse  into  Field  Artillery.  Ko  doubt  these  two  additional  batteries  would  have 
been  valuable  for  home  defence,  but  they  are  not  required  for  the  two  Amy- 
Corps  which  alone  we  could  hope  to  mobilize,  nor  for  service  with  the  existing 
Army  in  India;  and  for  purposes  of  home  defence  their  reduction  is  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  large  increase  in  the  number  of  guns  which  will 
be  issued  to  the  Volunteers,  and  for  which  provision  is  made  in  the  Estimates. 

The  conversion  of  the  batteries  of  Horse  into  Field  Artillery  has  been  the 
subject  of  much  comment.  It  involves,  I  need  scarcely  say,  no  diminution  of 
that  feeling  of  admiration  for  the  condition  of  this  splendid  force — a  condition 
which  has  always  done  so  much  credit  both  to  Officers  and  to  men ;  but,  as  was 
pointed  out  by  Lord  Napier  of  M^dala  in  a  recent  debate,  the  existing 

Sroportion  in  our  Army  of  Horse  to  Meld  Artillery  is  larger  than  that  in  the 
erman,  and  slightly  larger  than  that  in  the  French  Army.  The  real  value  of 
Horse  Artillery  batteries  is  to  be  found  wherever  extreme  rapidity  is  required, 
and  in  all  other  cases  they  possess  disadvantages  in  the  large  cost  which  they 
involve,  and  in  the  increased  number  of  horses  which  are  necessary,  and  which 
require  far  more  food,  forage,  and  transport  in  time  of  war ;  and  when  it  is 
remembered  that  the  weight  of  a  horse's  daily  ration  is  about  tiie  same  aa  that 
of  six  men,  both  having  to  be  carried,  the  importanoe  of  saving  every  unnecessary 
horse  becomes  apparent — all  the  more  when  the  special  difficulty  of  horse  supply 
in  our  own  country  is  borne  in  mind.  It  is,  moreover,  represented  that  the 
tendency  of  modern  Artillery  tactics  is  against  the  frequent  moving  of  Artillery 
when  once  in  action ;  and  therefore,  except  in  the  oase  of  the  batteries  which  are 
attached  to,  and  move  with.  Cavalry,  extreme  rapidity  of  movement  ia  not 
required. 

The  simple  fact  is  that  we  have  at  present  more  Horse  Artillery  than  is 
required  for  two  Army  Corps  and  a  Cavalry  Bivision,  while  we  have  not  enough 
Field  Artillery.  If  Parliament  is  prepared  to  sanction  a  large  increase  to  thia 
latter  foroe,  then  it  may  be  readjr  i^so  to  leave  intact  the  former.  But  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified  in  asking  the  country  to  bear  the  additional  expense 
this  would  cause  while  the  excess  of  Horse  Artillery  above  the  requirements 
of  two  Corps  and  a  Cavalry  Division  remains  as  now.  And  short  of  this 
— if  the  mobilization  scheme  is  to  have  any  real  existence — there  is  no  alternative 
but  tixe  conversion  already  decided  on. 

(b.)  In  the  event  of  war,  the  Koyal  Artilleiy  will  also  be  required  to  provide 
garrisons  for  the  fortresses  at  home  and  abroad  for  our  coaling  stations,  and  for 
some  of  our  seaports,  besides  filling  up  the  batteries  in  India  to  fall  strength. 
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The  careful  examination  which  has  taken  place  has  revealed  a  serious  deficiency 
of  men  for  these  purposes,  even  including  the  First  Glass  Aimy  Beserre,  which 
can  at  present  furnish  only  one  thousand  men.  This  is  a  matter  of  extreme 
urgency,  as  to  which  no  avoidable  delay  can  possibly  be  defended.  For  home 
garrisons  the  Militia  and  Volunteer  Artillery  nave  been  utilized  to  the  fullest 
extent  possible ;  but  the  latter  are  not  available  for  foreign  service,  and  the 
former  only  partially  so,  while  the  necessity  for  the  increase  in  the  Garrison 
Artillery  is  mainly  caused  by  the  garrisons  necessary  for  the  coaling  stations  and 
military  ports  abroad. 

It  has,  therefore,  been  proposed  to  raise  the  establishment  of  the  Garrison 
Artillery  at  home  to  40  batteries,  exclusive  of  depots,  and  to  keep  those  40 
batteries  up  to  a  fiiU  strength  of  128  non-oommissioned  Officers  and  men.  This 
Tepresents  an  inorease  of  about  1,800  men  over  those  nov  servingf  vith  an 
addition  of  only  18  officers.  If  carried  out  it  would  fill  up  the  great  defint  and 
fafulitate  the  increase  of  the  Beaerre.  This  reoommendation  is  now  being  acted 
upon,  so  far  as  is  possible,  bearing  in  mind  the  present  condition  of  recruiting 
for  Garrieott  ArtiUery,  and  the  probable  increase  which  can  be  obtained  during 
the  coming  year.  Estimating  the  total  deficiency  at  1,800  men,  it  is  not  expected 
that  we  can  get  more  than  half  that  number  this  ;ear,  and  accordingly  provision 
ia  made  in  the  Katimates  for  that  inorease. 

Before  quitting  the  subject  of  Artillery,  I  may  mention  that  while  all  the 
Volunteer  ArtilteTy  living  within  a  certain  distance  of  our  seaports  has  been 
utiliied  for  the  defence  of  our  fortresses,  there  are  21  inland  corps,  some  12,000 
strong,  situated  so  far  from  the  forts  to  be  defended  that  they  have  not  been 
included  in  the  garrisons.  These  it  ia  proposed  to  eqmp  with  more  guns,  and  in 
time  of  emergency  thiiy  will  form  a  most  valuable  supplement  to  our  regular 
Field  Artillery. 

(Bqyal  Engineers.) 

The  effect  of  the  mobilization  scheme  upon  the  Hoyal  Engineers  is  very 
difficult  to  explain,  espemally  as  some  of  the  questions  which  regulate  it  have 
not  yet  been  decided.  It  may;  however,  be  shortly  stated  that  fliere  is  a  la^ 
deficient^  of  Engineers  for  field,  as  well  as  for  forfoesa  parposes.  In  the  former 
case  we  should  require  for  two  Army-Corps  and  their  line  of  communication,  an 
addition  to  our  pontoon  troops,  our  telegraph  battidions,  our  field  oompanies~in 
fact,  to  almost  every  branch  of  Uie  corps.  , 

The  Estimates  of  1887-8  make  provision,  for  the  first  time,  for  such  an 
inorease  of  the  Engineers  as  will  meet  the  requirements  of  two  Army-Oorps,  wiUi 
the  exception  that  in  the  case  of  tiie  Second  Pontpon  ixoag  the  necessary  ca^ 
on^  has  been  provided. 

The  exact  extent  of  the  defldency  in  reqwot  of  Fortress  Engineers  depends 

upon  certain  questions,  of  which  I  will  here  mention  only  the  most  important. 
In  the  defence  of  our  home  forts,  the  one  essential  condition  is  that  there 
should  be  absolute  unity  of  command,  bo  that  in  the  presence  of  danger  there 
may  be  no  risk  of  divided  responsibility  or  of  difference  of  opinion.  In  this  view 
both  the  Admiralty  and  Uie  War  Office,  I  need  scarcely  say,  heartily  concur,  knd 
a  Committee  is  now  sitting  to  consider  the  best  means  of  promoting  this  unity, 
without  unduly  interfering  with  the  land  defence  on  the  one  hand,  or  on  the 
other  with  that  portion  of  the  sea  defence  which  sailors  are  best  qualified  to 
conduct  against  a  hostile  fleet.  Upon  this  point  I  have  no  doubt  that  a  satis- 
factory solution  will  be  arrived  at,  but  until  it  is,  there  will  remain  the  question 
as  to  wUch  is  ti^e  force  to  be  dbarged  with  the  supervision  of  our  submarine 
mining  defences,  upon  the  solution  of  which  depends  the  amount  of  inorease  that 
will  become  necessary  in  the  Corps  of  "RajtX  Engineers.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
possible  at  present  to  1^  down  the  anwignments  wt  this  corps  in  the  same  detail 
thai  has  been  done  with  others. 

While  upon  this  point,  I  may  mention  that  a  great  deal  has  recently  been 
accomplished  in  submarine  mining,  especially  at  our  miUfaty  and  mercantile 
ports,  iat  which  money  has  been  taken  in  the  Estimates  of  recent  years.  This 
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Serriod  is  now  being  rapidly  poshed  forward,  and  forms  one  of  the  moat 
important  of  our  means  of  defence. 

The  ultimate  result  produced  by  the  change  of  establishment  now  contem- 
plated is  shown  in  the  folwwing  table : — 

STATXia»T  sliowing  variaUon  in  numbers  for  1887-8. 


Ikcrsabes : — 
Boytd  Artillery 
I,  En^iMm 
Ittbntry  Tran»port . . 

Colonial  Corps  (Local 

Artilleiy^  . . 
CommieaanEtt  k  Trans- 

port  Corps  . ,       . . 
Iliscallaneoafl 

Total  InereaMS.. 


Decriabbs  : — 
Caralry  of  the  Line . . 
Boyal  Hone  ArtiUray 

„  Artilleiy 
lanuitty  .. 

Total  Deereaws. . 


Ket  InoreaM 
NrtBeoreaie 


Officers. 


37 
2 


46 


7 
29 

187 


173 


Warrant 
Officers. 


128 


Se^^eanta. 


84 
33 


12 

51 
12 


192 


13 
45 

206 


264 


72 


Drammere, 


5 
17 


36 


1 
10 

ii 


22 


14 


Bank 
and  File. 


876 
306 


194 

140 

6 


1,621 


604 

8.360 


3,854 


2,333 


All 
Banks. 


1,006 
347 


217 

208 
18 


1,795 


22 
688 

3,704 


4,314 


1  Decreaie 
/  2,519 


Hones 

and 
Mules. 


82 

240» 


68 


390 


50 
328 
6 
2 


386 


IncTflMe 
i 


*  Isianiry  fanuupwt. 

Taming  to  the  Auxiliary  Vonoa,  no  change  is  proposed  either  in  the  HUttift 
or  in  the  Yeomanry. 

(HiUtU.) 

^nie  Uilitia  has  been  gaining  in  numbers  since  1888,  showing  on  Ist 
Jannaiy,  1887,  an  increase  of  2,303  in  enrolled  strength  compared  widi  the 
previons  year.  To  oomplete  the  establishment  14,000  men  are  still  wanted,  bat 
this  force  gare  nearly  that  number  of  recruits  to  the  Army  during  last  year. 
There  is  stiU  a  large  d^dency  of  Officers,  Uiongh  it  is  satisfactory  to  note  dut, 
in  spite  of  the  large  number  passing  into  the  Anny,  there  hHs  been  a  gain  of  119 
Officers  during  the  year.  The  Militia,  indeed,  not  only  fulfils  the  important 
function  of  bemg,  under  the  Territorial  system,  the  oonduit  pipe  to  the  Army, 
but  the  mobilisation  scheme  assigns  to  erexy  one  of  our  Miutia  regiments  a 
necessary  ]^aoe  in  the  home  and  ouonial  garriscms. 

(Yeomanry.) 

The  Yeomanry  holds  its  ground  fairly  well,  although  no  dass  has  snfEered 
to  a  greater  extent  horn  Uie  agricultural  depression  thu  that  hom  whioh  this 
loroe  IB  recruited.  Thnr  eSi»ts  deserve  encouragement  and  support,  and  I  maj 
mention  that  witii  Ihe  assistance  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fin  War,  whoea 
interest  in  the  fme  is  well  known,  I  am  at  jpresent  considering  wheUier  it  would 
be  posnble  to  afford  to  Yeomen  greater  fisoiuties  at  the  dose  ^  th«r  permanent 
duty  for  finding  a  ready  sale  for  snoh  of  their  horses  as  are  suitable  for  Cavalry 
remounts.  If  such  a  system  can  be  devised,  it  would  in  itself  afford  sorao 
encouragement  to  the  fone. 
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(Yolnnteets.) 

I  come  now  to  the  Yolnnteere,  amongst  whom  it  has  long  been  a  grievanoe 
that  too  little  attention  has  been  paid  to  tiiem,  and  that  too  low  a  value  has  been 
placed  upon  them  by  military  authorities.  That  complaint,  if  ever  well  founded, 
no  longer  exists. 

The  Yolnnteer  Force  has  now  been  included  in  the  mobilization  sdieme  for 
the  genoral  defence  of  the  country.  In  the  event  of  any  necessity  arising,  every 
corps  within  a  fixed  distance  of  tiie  harbours  and  forts  to  be  defended,  will  be 
called  upon  to  join  the  othw  land  services  in  garrisoning  those  places ;  whilst  the 
remaining  Tolunteers  outside  those  limits  will  be  mobiuzed  at  such  points  as  the 
eiroumstances  of  the  case  require.  "No  greater  compliment  could  have  been  paid 
to  the  Volunteer  system,  than  that  it  should  have  come  to  be  recognized  as  on 
int^^  and  essential  part  of  the  organized  defence  of  the  country.  But,  if  the 
Volnnteere  are  really  anxious,  as  I  for  one  feel  sure  that  they  are,  that  the 
services  they  are  prepared  to  render  should  be  turned  to  account  at  such  a  crisis 
to  the  ^eatest  advantage,  they  must  be  prepared  to  co-operate  with  the  milita^ 
authorities  in  supplying  the  deficiencies  which  at  present  exist,  rather  than  in 
Bopplementing  toose  branches  of  the  Service  of  which  the  numbers  are  already 
adeqaate,  if  not  excessive. 

It  was  for  this  reason  that  my  predecessor  decided  to  entertain,  this  yeur,  no 
appticBtions  tor  any  increase  of  Volunteer  Infantry.  The  enrolled  strength  of  this 
force  last  November  was  otw  226,000  of  all  arms,  leaving  only  a  margin  of  about 
27,000  before  the  authorized  establishment  is  reached. 

It  was,  in  his  opinion  (one  in  which  I  entirely  concur),  wise  to  arrest  the 
inereaae  of  Yolnnteer  Infant^  until  it  was  determined  whether  an  increase  in 
other  arms  could  not  be  brought  aboat,  which  would  render  Uie  defence  of  the 
eoantry  more  perfect.  In  some  parts  of  the  country  thne  exists  a  strong  denre 
to  ttdae  Bubmarine  Mining  or  Medical  Staff  Oorps,  which  deserves  every 
eneourM^ement,  and  a  most  interesting  experiment  is  about  to  be  tried  at  Orewe 
iu  the  formation  of  a  Baitway  Oorps  thoroughly  fit  to  render  service  in  the 
defence  of  the  country,  and  to  furnish  a  force  of  Engineers  fit  to  lay  a  military 
railway  in  any  part  of  the  world.  A  certain  proportion  of  this  Oorps  will  be 
passed  into  the  1st  Olass  Army  Beserve,  and  will  be  placed  on  precisely  the 
same  footing  as  the  Post  Office  Oorps,  who  have  done  such  good  service  in 
the  field. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  some  parts  of  the  oountiy,  the  mobilization  scheme  has 
rerealed  a  d^denoy  of  ArtillOTy,  of  Engineers,  or  of  Submarine  Miners. 

Our  first  duty,  then,  appears  to  be  to  see  whether  the  same  loyal  spirit, 
which  has  produced  the  Volunteer  movement  and  given  it  that  continuity 
which  has  so  surprised  its  enemies,  will  not  enable  us  little  by  little  to  supply 
the  gap  now  existing  in  our  system  of  defence,  without  largely  adding  to  the 
total  establishment  of  the  force.  In  the  same  spirit,  %k«t  of  recognizing  the 
Yolnnteer  Force  as  an  inteml  and  essential  element  in  the  defence  of  the 
country,  we  ought  to  approaui  the  report  of  Iftie  Oommittee  on  l^e  Oapitation 
Onuit 

That  report,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  discloses,  on  the  face  of  the  retams  which 
have  been  made  public,  a  most  unsatisfactory  financial  condition.  It  is  only 
fair  to  say  that  the  alleged  insufficiency  of  the  grant  of  public  money,  which 
was  the  main  reason  for  the  appointment  of  the  Oommittee,  is  confirmed  by 
the  report.  But  it  shows,  in  addition,  a  very  large  expenditure  upon  unneces- 
sary ol^ects,  which  has,  in  many  cases,  imposed  a  burden  of  debt,  threatening 
the  existence  of  some  of  our  moat  effective  battalions,  and  which  makes  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  Officers  a  great  and  a  growing  one.  It  appears,  further, 
that  many  Oommanding  Officers,  who  have  long  foreseen  the  danger  which  is 
threatening  them,  find  themselves  powerless  to  restrain  this  expenditure,  or  to 
find  any  successor  to  themselves  willing  to  assume  the  burden  of  a  growing 
deibt. 

VOL.  OOOXII.    [ctxbd  nniEe.]  I 
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Iff  therefore,  Parliament  is  to  be  asked  to  increase  the  Capitation  Grant, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  opportunity  should  he  seized  to  evtoblish  a  proper 
examination  of  the  expenditure  of  all  Volunteer  Corps.  For  this  purpose  a 
form  will  annually  be  issued  from  the  War  OfiBoe  which  will  be  returned  by  each 
corps  at  the  close  of  the  Volunteer  year,  showing  its  expen^tare  under 
different  heads.  This  will  afford  an  opportunity  of  examinins^  not  only  the 
items  of  "  necessary "  expenses  as  defined  by  the  Committee,  which  may  fairly 
be  charged  to  the  Parliamentary  Grant,  but  will  also,  as  I  hope,  enable  the  "War 
Office  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  Commanding  Officers  in  checking  unnecessary 
expenditure,  and  in  gradually  reducing  the  existing  debts.  Some  forms  of 
expenditure  must,  however,  be  in  future  absolutely  prohibited,  as,  for  instance, 
any  extra  payment  for  camp  allowance,  or  extra  pay  for  the  Permanent  Staff. 

With  these  preliminary  stipulations,  I  am  prepared  to  propose  to  Parliament 
to  increase  the  Capitation  Gh-ant  to  Volunteers,  but  in  a  form  somewhat  different 
from  that  recommended  by  the  Committee.  Their  recommendation  would 
establish  two  rates  of  grant,  one  of  30«.  for  each  efficient,  and  another  of  35«. 
for  those  who  shoot  out  of  the  third  dass.  This  system  would  in  practice  be 
somewhat  cumbersome.  Reference  to  the  Musketry  Betums  of  the  two  previous 
years  would  be  rendered  necessary  in  every  case  of  a  Volunteer  failing  to  pass 
into  the  second  class,  in  order  that  the  proviso  suggested  by  the  Committee, 
'*  tiiat  those  who  fail  to  pass  out  of  the  third  class  during  the  course  of  any  three 
years  should  cease  to  draw  any  grant  whaterer,"  may  be  obserred. 

I  prefer  to  adhere  to  the  present  system  of  one  rate  of  Capitation  Grant, 
and  to  make  its  amount  35a.  But  in  return  for  titis  we  are,  I  think,  justified  in 
endeavouring  to  obtain  from  the  Volunteers  even  a  higher  rate  ot  efflcienoy  with 
the  rifle  than  that  demanded  by  the  Committee.  It  will  not  be  forgotten  that 
w  to  the  present  time  no  accuracy  with  the  rifle  has  been  demanded  of  the 
Volunteers.  As  long  as  each  man  m«d  off  60  rounds  of  ball  cartridge,  he  might 
shoot  into  the  ground  or  into  the  air,  and  yet  remain  efficient  as  regards 
musketry.  The  great  improvement  in  mat^  shooting  which  has  been  so 
marked  in  recent  years  does  not  appear  generally  to  extend  to  the  bulk  of  the 
force,  but  it  is  confined  to  those  who  are  really  anxious  to  improve  themselves 
as  marksmen.  The  first  condition  of  improvement  in  the  volunteer  Force, 
then,  appears  to  be  a  geueral  efficiency  with  the  rifle.  I  propose,  therefore, 
that  the  first  year  (1887-8)  shall  be  a  year  of  grace  and  training,  when  the 
Capitation  Grant  of  S5t.  can  be  earned  by  all  men  who  hit  the  target  12  times 
in  their  60  rounds,  but  that  in  subsequent  years  it  shall  be  paid  only  to  those 
who  pass  out  of  the  third  class,  with  the  exception  of  the  recruits ;  and  lest 
anyone  should  suppose  that  the  test  imposed  la  altogether  excessive^  I  may 
add  that  even  at  the  present  time  90  per  cent,  of  the  effiotents  pass  out  of  the 
third  clasa.  This  will  enable  all  oorps  to  earn  a  large  sum  this  year,  and  to 
prepare  themsdves,  by  weeding  out  those  Volunteers  who  have  no  effldenoy 
whatever  with  the  rifle,  jtor  greater  steingeni^  in  the  fdtnre  omditiona  of  the 
grant. 

I  may  add  that  special  oiroumstances  as  to  Artillery  and  Engineers  jnstify 
me  in  recommending  the  increased  grant  in  their  case  without  Bay  such 
mnditions. 

Closely  connected  with  this  subject  is  that  of  ranges,  the  closing  of  which 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  is  placing  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  earning 
the  Capitation  Grant.  Unfortunately,  as  the  country  becomes  more  densely 
populated,  this  difficulty  is  not  likely  to  decrease,  and  some  remedy,  even  if  to 
some  extent  an  artificial  one,  becomes  urgent.  Safety  screens  have  been'  erectad 
on  several  ranges  by  Mr.  Morris  and  the  Boyal  Engineers,  with  the  effect  of 
making  them  nractically  safe.  The  ohanoe  of  a  bullet  missing  the  screena  or  the 
butt  is  reduced  to  a  minimum. 
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Unfortuoatriy,  there  are  two  objections  to  their  use :  one  the  expense  (£60 
per  firing  point),  and  tiie  other  that  whilst  the  erection  ot  a  safety  screen  makes 
the  range  safe  (say)  at  200  yards,  it'  obrioosly  renders  the  range  useless  at 
longer  distances,  owing  to  the  interposition  of  the  screens.  It  has  been  suggested 
that  the  only  way  of  overoomiog  this  difficulty  is  to  allow  the  Volunteer  to  shoot 
his  course,  in  these  exceptional  oases,  at  the  safe  distance  only,  the  figures  on 
the  target  being  reduced  in  proportion  to  the  distance  at  which  he  is  supposed  to 
be  shooting.  This  is,  of  course,  an  artificial  expedient,  to  be  justified  only  by 
the  necessities  of  the  esse.  But  we  are  making  experiments  in  the  matter,  and 
it  may  be  desirable  to  adopt  some  such  system  rather  than  to  throw  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  Volunteer  F<nne  or  upon  the  pnUio  fonda  a  diarge  for  ranges  of 
a  very  serious  character. 

Further  facilities  will,  however,  be  also  aflbrded  to  Volunteers  by  the 
adoption  of  the  recommendations  that  allowances  be  paid  to  Volunteers  having 
to  trarel  long  distances  to  their  places  of  firing.  Provision  is  made  in  Uie 
present  Estimates  for  these  allowances,  as  well  as  for  grants  for  marching 
columns,  and  for  knowledge  of  tactics  and  sigualling  amongst  Officers. 

I  am  not  able  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Committee  for  the  general 
mnision  of  greatooafa,  whioh  would  obriously  be  liable  to  abuse ;  but  I  hope 
uat  Farliament  will  approre  the  items,  which  we  have  induded  in  the  Vote, 
for  giving  a  grant  of  3«.  Ibr  eaoh  greatcoat  of  approved  pattern  produced  at  an 
inspection. 

There  remain  a  few  special  questions  without  a  reference  to  which  this 
Memorandum  would  be  even  more  inomnpleto  than  it  is. 

(Field  gun.) 

Satisfactory  progress  is  being  made  in  supplying  the  Artillery  with  the  new 
field  gun.  1 :  Further  experience  tends  to  confirm  the  very  favourable  estimate 
which  has  been  formed  of  it.  It  possesses  the  advantages  of  rapidita  of  working, 
a  low  trajectory,  and  great  velocibr.  By  the  close  of  the  present  miandal  year 
19  batteries  will  have  been  furnished  with  it.  The  Estimates  now  presented 
make  provision  for  9  more  batteries,  thus  completing  the  equipment  of  the  two 
Army-OorpB. 

(Magarine  rifie.) 

After  a  snies  of  exhaustive  experiments  with  every  description  of  magazine 
rifle,  Uie  Oommittee  specially  charged  with  this  question  have  found  themselves 
able  to  recommend  two  forms  of  rifles  (the  Lee-Burttm  and  the  Lnproved  Iiee) 
for  final  tneA.  If  this  should  prove  to  be,  in  either  case,  satUfiutory.  as  tiiere  is 
every  reason  to  hope,  the  o(mstruotion  of  the  new  magoane  rifle  will  be  proceeded 
with  as  quickly  as  possible. 

(Coaling  stations.) 

It  will  be  observed  that  pr<nriaioiL  is  made  in  the  Estimates  for  earning  on 
the  works  of  defence  at  oar  coaling  stations,  and  for  pnmding  them  with  guns ; 
beside  the  amount  to  be  voted  for  the  work  of  sabmazine  mining.  Tke  sum 
taken  is  somewhat  in  excess  of  that  whidi  has  for  the  last  two  years  been 
included  in  the  Estimates.  It  will  enable  the  defences  of  Hong  Kong,  Sierra 
Leone,  and,  approximately,  those  of  Singapore,  to  be  completed.  Some  advance 
will  be  made  in  other  cases  also,  but  it  cannot  be  denied  that  an  acceleration  of 
this  work  beyond  the  rate  of  progress  laid  down  in  1884  would  be  eminentiy 
desirable,  especially  as  it  is  well  known  to  everyone  who  has  looked  into  the 
subject  that  more  than  one  station  of  primary  importance  still  remains  unde- 
fended.  But,  at  any  rate,  no  Qovemment  oonld  possibly  justify  to  itself  any 
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leas  expenditare  for  this  object,  because  it  woald  inrolre  the  neglect  of  pre- 
oaations  aa  to  the  neoeseify  of  which  thwe  has  hitherto  existed  a  rery  geoend 
agreement. 

EDWABB  SIAKHOPB. 

Wax  Offiob, 

28M  FOruarf^  1887. 
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ORDSnS  OF  THE  JO  AT. 


STTPFLT.— OOMUITTEE. 

Ordor  fbr  Oommittee  read. 

Ifotioa  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  sow  leaTe  the 
Ohalr." 

COAIJT  DEFENCES  AND  COALINO  STA- 
TIONS—THE PROTECTED  BABBETTE 
ST8TEU  OF  FORTIFICATION. 

BUOLUTIOir. 

CoLOVBL  DTTNOAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom),  in  risiiig  to  call  attention  to  the 
heavy  expenditure  oaused  by  neglecting 
to  employ  the  protected  barbette  or  dis- 
appearing (^tem  in  coast  fortifications ; 
and  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committoe  be  appomted  to  in- 
qoire  into  the  beet  my  of  atUizing  the  protected 
barbette  or  difaj^tearing  ijatem  in  ooast  de- 
fences  and  coaling  atatiooB," 

eaid,  that  in  theee  Military  Estimates 
there  was  nothing  which  was  in  any 
way  a  mysten,  or  into  which  the  com- 
mon sense  of  a  Parliamentary  Onn- 
mittee  was  not  competent  to  inquire. 
Ifilitaxy  affairs  owed  much  to  the  Volun- 
teer moTemeot,  which  had  made  all 
classes  in  the  ooantiy  familiar  with  such 
qneetions.  It  was  the  duty  of  Farlia- 
ment  to  I^slate  not  merely  for  the 
laws  and  liberties,  bat  also  fur  the  Utss 
of  the  people,  and  he  thought  that  if  he 
oovld  show  that  tiie  adoption  of  the 
mtem  he  advooated  would  mimmize 
ue  risk  not  only  to  our  soldiers,  but  to 
the  whole  population  in  time  of  war,  he 
would  be  justified  in  brinffiog  forward 
this  Motion.  He  thought  uiat  he  might 
take  it  as  a  postulate  that  we  were  no 
longer  able  to  feed  our  people  without 
importing  food  from  abroad.  That  im- 
plied the  existence  of  a  Naval  Force  to 
protect  the  food- bringing  ships;  because 
the  interruption  of  even  one  day  in  our 
supplies  would  give  rise  to  panic  and 
distoess.  But  a  Fleet  for  tM  poxpoae 
•which  he  had  described  would  hare  but 
an  ^themeral  value  if  it  had  not  a  pro- 
tected base.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
b«  fw  South  l^dington  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill),  in  his  t^ologia,  had 
said  that  we  flung  ourselves  into  the 
aims  of  engineers.  We  certainly  had 
done  BO  some  score  of  years  a^o,  and 
the  engineers  had  created  frowning  for- 
tressee,  which  had  merely  invited  notice, 


and  the  lyetdm  of  which  had  become 
obsolete  before  the  mortar  was  dry. 
Time  bad  passed,  until  the  demands 
of  the  country  and  the  resources  of 
our  manufactures  showed  that  it  was 
necessary  and  possible  to  make  some 
change,  although  every  obstacle  had 
been  for  many  years  put  in  the 
way ;  and  in  spite  of  the  opinion  of  a 
Oommittee  in  favour  of  some  system  of 
giving  invisibility  to  our  fortifioations, 
and  in  spite  of  the  opinions  of  the  ablest 
engineers,  every  dimoulty  was  put  in  the 
way  of  Ooionel  Moncrieff,  as  tu  the 
merits  of  whose  invention  there  could 
be  no  doubt,  and  which  oonusted  in 
this— and  he  thought  it  was  the  prin- 
cipal— tiiat  its  adoption  would  neatly 
minimize  the  risk  to  irhick  lufe  was 
exposed  by  the  present  system.  The 
omoial  mind,  however,  was  an  interest- 
ing, but  very  irritating  study;  and  the 
officials  of  theWarOfflce  hadstarted  with 
the  assumption  that  allohangemustbe  de- 
precated, and  detested  the  very  presence 
of  an  inventor.  But  circumstances  some- 
times proved  stronger  even  than  per- 
manent officials,  and  the  recent  develop- 
ment in  machine  and  quick-firing  guns 
had  shown  the  absolute  necessi^  of 
making  a  change.  That  necessity  had 
now  given  weight  in  the  official  mind 
to  arguments  umg  n^lected,  and  the 
angel  of  oommon  sense  had  at  last 
troubled  the  waters  of  the  pool  of 
officialdom.  In  to  make  a  man 
stand  at  a  gaa  in  open  barbette,  in  an 
embrasure  or  eleewhero,  exposed  to  the 
fire  of  these  machine  and  quick-firing 
guns,  waa  an  utter  impossibility,  with 
any  regard  to  the  end  to  be  attained ;  for 
it  was  simply  to  pronounce  upon  him  a 
sentence  of  certain  death.  It  might  be 
asked  why  he  wished  for  a  Farliamen- 
taxy  Committee  and  not  a  professional 
one.  His  answer  to  that  was,  that  al- 
though a  professional  Committee  might 
be  very  useful  for  advice,  and  evm  aa 
an  Executive  Bo^,  a  PazUamentaiy 
Oommittee  had  more  power  as  an  ex- 
mession  of  the  opinion  of  that  House. 
He  should  like  to  see  Committees  of  that 
House  studying  questions  oC  design  and 
principle,  and  not  only  that  of  Piling 
the  bill ;  he  thought  that,  in  such  mat- 
ters, the  Bepresentatives  of  the  pec^le 
ought  to  take  some  share  of  responsi- 
bility. The  question  which  he  bad 
brought  up  was  becoming  more  and 
more  important.  In  various  parts  of  th« 


Digitized  by 


235        Caui  Det^eei  and       {COlfMOKS}  Cealinff  Siaitom.  236 


world  besides  the  Coasts  of  our  own 
country,  on  which  there  were  over  1,600, 
we  had  muzzle-loading  guns  which 
might  be  efficiently  and  economically 
worked  by  means  of  this  system,  by 
which  the  guns  were  absolutely  safe, 
being  only  exposed  at  the  moment  of 
firing.  The  system  was  not  only  appli- 
cable to  small  guns,  as  had  been  thought 
at  one  time  to  be  the  case ;  it  was  ap- 
plicable to  all.  All  that  was  wanted 
now  was  a  little  wind  to  fill  the  sails  of 
the  War  Office  officials,  such  as  could 
only  be  given  by  that  House.  The 
adoption  of  the  protected  barbette  or 
disappeuing  system  would  save  the 
mon^  which  was  spent  upon  the  main- 
tenance of  the  old  fortinoationS;,  and 
Ihere  would  also  be  a  aaving  as  re- 
gards garruwtts.  Qreat  intweet  was 
undoubtedly  taken  by  Members  of  that 
House  in  such  matters,  but  this  interest 
must  not  cease  with  criticism  ;  they 
must  also  accept  some  responsibility  for 
the  oonsideraiion  of  these  questions.  As 
a  soldier,  he  wished  to  see  Parliament 
inquiring  into  such  matters.  For  two 
years  a  movement  had  been  going  on 
quietly  in  the  right  direction ;  but  a 
uttle  incentiTe  was  required,  and  every- 
thing should  be  done  to  insure  that  the 
plan,  unlike  those  of  (General  Troohu, 
should  not  be  only  a  plan  upon  paper. 
When  things  were  done  in  a  scare  and 
a  panio  tb^  were  always  done  at  ^eat 
expense ;  and  by  ttie  House  and  war 
Office  offltnols  working  deliberately  md 
haud-in*haiid  the  oountry  would  be  en- 
abled to  get  mose  value  for  its  money. 
Al(hou^  the  Ocmtinent  was  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  quiet,  it  was  a  matter  of 
serious  concern  to  think  what  the  posi- 
tion of  England  would  be  in  the  event 
of  a  European  war,  when  they  looked 
at  the  huge  armaments  of  other  nations. 
If  a  Oommittee  such  as  he  now  asked 
for  were  appointed,  the  country,  for  the 
first  time  in  its  history,  would  be  under- 
taking the  consideration  of  our  fortifica- 
tions without  panic.  It  was  stated  that 
£8,000,000  sterling  would  have  been 
saved  if  this  system  had  been  adopted 
some  years  ago ;  and  he  thought  that  an 
inquiry  by  a  Parliamentary  Oommittee 
into  a  system  of  defence  admirably 
suited  to  the  oraditiona  of  modem  war- 
fere  might  obviate  the  spending  of  per- 
haps many  millions  more.  Let  them,  at 
all  events,  avoid  the  risk  of  spending 
more  money  usdessly,  uid  tms  Ihej 


would  do  by  the  adoption  of  the  system 
whuh  he  had  refeirm  to.  In  contusion, 
he  begged  to  move  the  Besolatiou  which 
stood  in  hu  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  void  **  That "  to  the 
ead  of  the  QaestioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"a  Select  Committee  ho  appointed  to  mqnin 
into  the  host  vay  of  utiming  the  protected 
Wbette  or  dtuppearing  mtem  in  coatt  de- 
fences  and  coaling  stationSf"— (CMdmcI  Jhmew^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

The  SURVETOB  GENERAL  of 
OBDKANOE  (Ur.  Nobthooib)  (Exeter) 
said,  he  wished  to  take  the  earliest 
oi^rtunity  of  stating  to  ^  House  the 
reasons  why  the  Qovemment  were  not 
able  to  accede  to  the  request  just  pre- 
ferred by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
with  so  much  abilify.  As  regarded  one 
point  touched  upon,  he  would  only  say 
that,  while,  he  had  no  exception  to  take 
to  the  praise  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  bestowed  upon  inventors,  he 
could  not  but  remember  that,  when  last 
Thursday  the  claims  of  a  valuable  inven- 
tion were  voted  upon  by  the  House,  tiie 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  vote  with  the  opposite  Parly. 
With  regard  to  the  alleged  neoessify  for 
Parliamentary  inquiries  in  order  to  filt 
the  sails  of  ue  War  Office,  he  thought, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  War  Office  was 
already  scudding  under  quite  a  suffi- 
cient press  of  canvas.  In  fact,  it  was, 
if  farther  overweighted,  in  danger  of 
foundering,  and  none  of  its  officids 
had  any  disposition  to  whistle  for 
a  breeze.  The  Government  were  un- 
able to  accept  the  Motion  for  several 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  they  could 
not  accept  it  for  the  same  considerations 
which  prevented  them  accepting  the  sug- 
gestion to  refer  the  Brennan  torpedo  to 
a  Parliamentary  Oommittee  —  namely, 
that  there  must  be  a  limit  to  the  devo- 
lution of  Executive  authority,  and  when 
the  whole  question  had  already  beoi 
considered  by  competent  and  respon- 
sible officers,  th^  must  throw  upon 
them  the  responsibility  for  the  advice 
they  gave  to  tiie  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  Li  the  second  place,  it  was  al- 
ready proposed  that  a  Farliamentaiy 
Oommittee  should  be  appointed  to  go 
thoroughly  into  the  question  id  rae 
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Army  and  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  it 
was  possible  that  the  matter  which  had 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  come  within  its  pur- 
view. And,  in  the  third  place,  there 
was  a  special  reason  why  a  Special 
Committee  should  not  be  appointed,  in 
the  fact  that,  generally  speaking,  the 
War  Office  had  practically  accepted  the 
view  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  put  forward.  The;^  had  ac- 
cepted the  principle,  as  a  principle,  of 
the  protected  barbette  or  disappearing 
system  of  emplacements  as  against  case- 
mates; and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  out  of 
•48  guns  ordered  for  coaling  statioos,  32  , 
were  on  disappeariog  mountings,  and 
16  on  the  barbette  system.  At  present, 
as  the  House  might  be  aware,  there 
were  in  the  Service  two  classes  of  disap- 
pearing moantings — the  Moncrieff  coun- 
ter-weight carriages,  and  hydro-pneu- 
matio  moiuitings,  the  former  being  the 
old  type  of  mounUng,  the  latter  the 
new.  Of  the  ootinter-weight  type  they 
bad  79  in  position,  and  five  in  store  at 
"Woolwicb  unappropriated.  Of  the  79, 
34  were  in  the  Western  and  Southern 
Districts  of  England,  one  in  the  South- 
Eastem  District,  11  in  Ireland,  19  at 
Bermuda,  12  at  Malta,  and  two  at  Hali- 
fax. Of  the  hydro-pneumatic  mount- 
ings, the  War  Office  had  ordered  six 
6-inch  muzzle- loading  guns  and  28 
6-incb  breech-loading  guns.  Eight  of 
those  were  allotted,  temporarily,  at  all 
ereatfl,  to  Home  Stations,  1 2  to  Aden, 
nine  to  Hong  Kon^,  two  to  Jamaica, 
and  one  to  at,  Lucia.  It  had  not  yet 
been  deoumstrated  that  these  hydro- 

Eaeumatio  mountings  were  suitable  tot 
eavy  guns;  but  two  experimental 
mountings  were  under  ordor  from  Els- 
wiok  and  Messrs.  Easton  and  Anderson 
for  9*2-inch  breech-loading  guns — the 
gun  from  Elswick  would  be  ready  this 
month— the  latter  was  complete— and  if 
they  were  successful,  furtherorders  would 
probably  be  given.  Two  orders  for 
lO-inch  mountings  had  also  been  given  to 
the  same  firms.  There  was  a  proposal 
now  under  consideration,  made  by  Colonel 
Moncrieff,  to  apply  his  counter-weight 
eastern  in  substitution  for  the  fixed 
ffloontings  of  the9<inch  and  10- inch  rified 
muzzle-loading  guns  now  in  the  Service, 
and  the  Inspector  General  of  Fortifica- 
tions and  the  Director  General  of  Artil- 
lery were  now  considering  the  pos- 
■iluUty  of  oanying  out  Colonel  lion- 


crieCTs  idea.  Such  was  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  the  Service  as  regards  the  dis- 
appearing mounting  lystem;  and  he 
might  be  allowed  to  add  that,  as  between 
barbetto  and  hydro-pneumatio  mount- 
ings, the  former  was  50  per  cent  cheaper. 
The  cheaper  way  of  mounting  was,  gene- 
rally speaking,  used  wben  the  guns  were 
placed  in  an  elevated  position;  when 
they  could  be  more  or  less  concealed 
from  the  eight  of  an  enemy — the  hydro- 
pneumatic  mounting  was  employed 
when  guns  could  not  be  so  withdrawn. 
Already  all  questions  regarding  fortifi- 
cations, including  the  mounting  of  guns, 
went  through  a  seven-fold  process  of 
inquiry  and  report  —  surely  a  good 
reason  for  not  adding  an  eighth  in 
the  shape  of  a  House  of  Commons 
Committee.  It  was  upon  that  ground, 
and  on  the  further  grounds  that  he  was 
unwilling  to  relieve  officers  from  all 
Executive  responsibility,  and  ttiat  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  to  Inquire  into 
the  Estimates  was abont to  beproposed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  War,  that 
he  ventured  respectfully  and  regretfully 
to  say  that  the  Government  were  not 
able  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Frioid. 

Question  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

DEFEKCE9  OF  THE  EUPIBE-COAST 
DEFENCES  QF  GREAT  BBITAIN. 
0BSEBTATI0K8. 

Sib  EDWABD  HAMLET  (Birken- 
head), who  had  the  following  Notice  on 
the  Faper : — 

**That  there  U  urgent  necoasity  to  sot  ia 
operation  a  complete  system  for  protectiog  thia 
Coantry  from  an  enemy's  onterprizcs,  and  to 
pfov^  for  it  financially  means  ntMfl  ada- 
qoate  than  axe  to  be  lonnd  m  the  Anneal  Esti- 
mates," 

said,  he  was  going  to  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  defences  of 
the  Kingdom,  and  in  doing  so  he  might 
be  allowed  to  observe  that  the  Memo- 
randum just  put  forth  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  appeared  to  him 
the  most  satisfactory  statement  of  the 
kind  that  had  been  issued  in  his  time, 
for  it  recognized  the  necessity  of  a  com- 
plete scheme  of  defence,  and  implied  an 
intmtioa  to  provide  for  it.   In  dealing 
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vith  the  subject  he  would  like  to  begin 
by  conciliatiag  possible  objectors.  Many 
hon.  Membere regarded  all  proposals  for 
an  increase  of  our  armaments  vith  dis- 
trust, as  in  their  minds  tending  also  to 
increase  &e  probabilities  of  war.  He 
wished  to  assure  them  that  he  would 
deal  only  with  matters  absolutely  and 
purely  defensive,  which,  far  from  in- 
oreaein^  those  probabilities,  would  tenc 
to  diminish  uieni  by   lessening  the 
ohanees  of  invasion,  tat  the  most  for- 
midable enemy  would  think  tvioe  be- 
fore invading  a  prepared  Great  Britain. 
He  would  also  ask  those  hon.  Members 
who  attached  to  all  military  plans  a 
bellicose  and  provocative  d^racter  to 
believe  that  officers  who  occupied  them- 
selves with,  measures  of  defence  must  be 
actuated  hj  the  desire  to  preserve  the 
people  of  England  &om  those  very  evils 
which   the  most  peace-loving  of  our 
citizens  desired  to  avert,     ^ey  had 
lately  heard  proposals  from  a  very  in- 
fluential Member  of  Uie  House  to  cut 
down  expenditure  by  the  simple  method 
of  making  it  conform  to  the  standard  of 
some  fwmer  year.  But  he  would  remind 
hon.  Memben  that  material  of  war  was 
becoming  eveiy  year  more  and  more 
costly,  and  also  that  when  expenditure 
on  necessary  armament  bad  been  for  a 
series  of  years  less  than  it  ought  to  be, 
there   would  inevitably  come  a  time 
when  it  would  look  greater  than  it 
ouffht  to  be.   Therefore,  endeavoxirs  to 
rule  present  and  future  expenditure  by 
the  standard  of  the  ^last  were  absolutely 
irrational  and  fallacious.  The  situation, 
then,  as  it  impressed  itself  on  his  mind 
was  this — a  small  Island  on  the  one 
side,  a  whole  Continent  of  possible  ene- 
mies on  the  other ;  the  Island  having  a 
Ooaat  line  which  offered  to  the  enemy 
many  imperfectly  defended  ports  and 
BumerouB  favourable  landing  places, 
and  opponte  to  it  impregnable  har- 
bours, where  Fleets  could  assemble,  and 
whenoa  invading  Armies  could  issae; 
the  Island  with  a  large  population  in- 
deed, affording  plenty  of  willing  de- 
fenders^ but  these,  for  the  most  part, 
AO  imperfectly  equipped  that  they  would 
b«  absolutely  unable  to  take  the  field 
Aven  for  a  few  days — and  even  when 
they  sent  forth  an  Expeditionary  Force 
it  could  only  be  made  complete  by 
iiiilliiif^  to  pieces  the  Be^lur  Forces 
left  at  ijuuiQ;  while  opposite  they  saw 
tbf>  CoutLiifeiut  absolutely  iwarming  with 
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Gonscript  Armies  burning  for  action, 
kept  at  all  points  fit  for  immediate  war, 
in  equipment,  in  training,  in  organiza- 
tion, in  transport,  in  means  of  concen- 
tration— the  fact  that  each  was  always 
in  presence  of  tremendous  antagonists 
binding  all  under  the  heaviest  penalties 
to  maintain  themselves  in  the  completest 
readiness  for  action.   And  when  they 
remembered  that  this  Island  contained 
immense  weal&,  and  that  that  wealth 
would  be  looked  on  by  the  enemy  as  the 
legitimate  rewud  of  victory,  it  was  no 
wonder  that  the  situation  inspired  many 
experienced  soldiers,  many  experienced 
sailors,  and,  he  might  add,  experienced 
War  Ministers,  with  absolute  dismay. 
Economists  argued  that  because  Eng- 
land had  never  been  invaded  in  our  time 
it  never  would  be.   He  was  not  aware 
that  the  Bank  of  England  had  ever  been, 
broken  into  in  our  time ;  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  the  Directors,  while  con- 
tinuing to  pour  ^old  into  their  cellars, 
shonla  dispense  with  bolts  and  bars  and 
police.  Now,  if  he  referred  for  a  moment 
to  the  Navy — which  he  did  with  great 
deference  to  the  Naval  Members  of  that 
House— it  was  because,  it  being  often 
and  justly  styled  our  first  line  of  de- 
fence, that  phrase  was  taken  to  mean 
that  it  ooula  be  relied  on  for  the  de- 
fence of  our  Coasts.   Bnt  experienced 
sailors  and  other  naval  authorities  had 
lately  assured  us  that  its  many  Imperial 
duties  would  not  leave  it  to  be  relied  on 
for  this  task,  and  that  such  an  allianoe 
of  Qreat  Powers  against  us  as  we  often 
hear  talked  of  might  well  deprive  us  for 
a  time  of  the  command  of  the  Channel. 
It  was  for  such  an  opportunity,  and  for 
that  alone,  that  Napoleon  was  waiting 
in  1805,  when  it  was  to  be  noted  the 
naval  power  of  England  was  at  its 
height.  Hie  Army  of  Invasion  was  ready 
at  Boulogne— transport  flotilla  preparM 
for  insteat  embarkation— all  taat  was 
wanted  was  the  presence  of  the  Frendi 
and  Spanish  Fleets  in  the  Channd  for  a 
few  days,  when  a  powerful  Anny,  com- 
manded by  Napoleon  himself,  would 
have  descended  on  our  shores,  and  no- 
thing but  a  series  of  fortunate  events, 
leading  to  the  victory  of  Trafalgar,  pre- 
ventea  this  plan  from  being  realizod. 
They  must,  then,  take  it  for  certain  that 
if  we  were  to  be  secure  we  must  render 
our  Coast  independent  of  our  Fleet ;  and 
he  now  turned  to  the  question  of  insular 
defence,  which  might  be  considered  ae 
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of  two  kinds— Erst,  the  means  of  repel- 
ling an  enemy's  ship  from  the  Cooat; 
secondly,  of  opposing  anioTading  army. 
So  dependent  were  we  on  our  communi- 
oations  with  other  lands,  that  it  was 
difficult  to  say  which  of  our  many  ^eat 
Forts  we  could  lose  without  sustainiog 
Tital  injuiy.  But  the  great  Military 
Forts  having  Dockyards  and  AraenaU 
were  of  prime  importance.  It  was  on 
these  that  our  ships  of  all  sorts  must  rely 
for  secure  harbourage  against  on  enemy 
superior  at  the  moment.  And  aa  soon  as 
our  Fleets  were  at  sea,  it  was  on  those 
Forts  they  must  rely  for  indispensable 
supplies  of  all  kinds.  It  was  to  them 
disabled  ships  must  look  for  repairs ;  it 
was  in  them  new  ships  must  be  built  to 
replace  the  waste  of  war.  They  were, 
then,  indispensable  to  our  Navy.  On 
the  other  hand,  should  an  enemy  seize 
one  of  these  Ports,  imagine  what  a 
footing  it  would  give  him  for  invasion, 
with  a  safe  harbour  in  which  to  laud 
his  troops  and  material,  on  which 
to  rely  for  supplies  of  all  kinds,  and 
in  which  to  mature  his  plans  before 
marching  on  London.  A  {^neration 
ago  the  Qoremmoat  of  that  time  (Lord 
Palmerston's)  was  aroosed  to  a  sense  of 
oar  weakness,  and  fortifled  the  most 
important  of  these  Ports  against  the 
ships  and  artillery  of  that  time.  But 
ships  and  guns  had  since  made  progress 
at  a  fabulous  rate,  so  that  now,  while 
the  works  then  constructed  might  be 
ruined  by  the  armament  of  some  foreign 
iron-clads,  we  had  not,  so  far  aa  he  was 
aware,  a  single  gun  mounted  on  the 
works  that  would  pierce  the  armour  of  a 
first-class  war  ship.  Since  those  times, 
however,  a  new  kind  of  defence  had 
been  devised— that  of  torpedoes  end 
submarine  mines;  and  these  were  in 
coarse  of  being  applied  very  completely 
for  the  defmce  of  our  Forts.  Placed 
under  water  at  certun  points  and  in 
saffident  numbers,  and  exploded  by 
electricity  from  the  shore,  the  mines 
woold  iimict  ruinous  injury  on  the  most 
formidable  ships.  But  in  dark  nights 
or  fogs  they  were,  of  course,  less  to  be 
relied  on;  and  it  was  a  regular  branch 
of  naval  tactics  to  send  light  craft  to 
destroy  them,  or  nullify  their  efieot. 
Oonsequently,  these  defences  required 
themselves  to  be  defended,  and  the  ap- 
propriate means  was  found  in  light, 
qaick-firing  guns,  and  machine  guns  to 
fire  on  the  light  craft.   But  if  the  iron* 


clads  could  stand  in  with  impunity,  they 
would  crush  these  light  weapons  with 
their  huge  shells.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  keep  them  off,  it  was  necessary  that 
the  defence  should  possess  guns  capable 
of  piercing  the  armour  of  first-class  war 
ships.  Here,  then,  they  had  all  the 
requirements— the  snbrnnrine  defences, 
the  light  artillery  to  protect  them  from 
the  boats,  and  Uie  heavy  artilleiy  to 
keep  off  the  iron-clads.  What  was 
needed,  theo,  was  artillery  of  the  binds 
mentioned,  and  suitable  forts  to  hold  and 
protect  it.  Now,  he  would  not  convey 
the  idea  that  because  we  were  still  unpro- 
vided with  guns  and  works  the  officials 
whose  business  is  was  to  provide  them 
were  in  fault.  They  had,  one  and  all, 
for  years  boen  persistent  in  their  repre- 
sentations. Indeed,  considering  the  great 
interests  involved,  it  was  almost  pathetic 
to  read  the  remonstrances  uttered  by 
these  War  Office  officials  and  War  Mi- 
nisters and  their  reception  by  the  Trea- 
sury, Scarcely  inferior  in  importance 
were  our  great  Commercial  Ports,  on 
which  we  relied  not  only  for  the  main- 
tenaooe  of  our  trade,  but  for  the  means 
of  feeding  our  population.  Betting 
London  aside  as  of  a  paramount  im- 
portance that  we  all  recognized,  what 
would  be  the  effect  in  this  country  if  the 
telegraph  should  announce  that  a  hostile 
iron-clad  was  approaching  Liverpool  ? 
Should  its  enterprize  be  successful, 
should  it  with  impunity  set  on  fire  or 
hold  to  ransom  that  great  city,  the 
example  would  inspire  incessant  depre- 
dations on  our  Ck)asts ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  sinking  of  an  iron-clad 
or  two  in  such  attempts  would  be  a 
warning  that  the  enemy  could  not  afford 
to  neglect  Now,  such  of  these  Ports 
aa  were  situated  on  rivers  or  estuaries 
were  more  easy  to  defend  than  those 
which  lay  open  to  the  sea,  and  which 
might,  therefore,  be  bombarded  at  long 
range.  It  was  very  satisfiuitoEy  to  know 
that  our  chief  river  harbours  were  being 
now  put  in  a  condition  of  submarine  de- 
fence ;  but  it  was  still  necessary  to  sup- 
plement that  kind  of  protection  with  ar- 
tillery, generally  by  guns  placed  in 
earthworks.  Some  Ports,  like  Liverpool, 
had  expanded  so  greatly  towards  the 
sea  that  they  were  now  within  range  of 
ships.  Therefore,  the  chief  requisite — 
though  in  less  degree  than  for  the  Mili- 
tary Ports — still  was  light  artillery,  to 
protect  the  submarine    mines,  and 
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annonr-pieicing  ^ns  to  keep  off  iron* 
clads.  These  gune  might,  according  to 
ciroumBtances,  be  placed  in  existing 
works,  adeqnately  strengthened,  or  in 
earthworks  on  conunan£nff  points,  or 
in  floating  batteries.  In  »ct,  he  was 
certain  that  the  statement  of  oor  exigen- 
cies by  those  whose  business  it  had  been 
to  consider  these  matters  would  confirm 
his  Tiew — namely,  that  our  require- 
ments were  mainly  limited  to  guns  of 
the  classes  he  had  named,  and  to 
sufficient  works  in  which  to  place  them. 
Now,  the  estimate  of  cost  of  guns,  of 
Gompletiog  the  submarine  defences,  and 
of  the  works  for  the  whole  system  of 
Kilitaiy  and  Oommercial  Ports  through- 
out the  Kingdom,  was,  in  round  numbers, 
under  £5,250,000.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  cost,  it  seemed  to  him  well 
worth  consideration  whether  the  great 
Ports  whose  property  and  trade  and  the 
safety  of  whose  inhabitants  thme  mea- 
sures were  designed  to  secure  might  not, 
on  due  appeal,  see  fit  to  contribute  to  the 
expenses.  It  was  true  that  the  question 
was  a  national  one;  but  they  had  the 
paramount  interest  in  it,  and  by  taking 
A  special  part  in  their  own  defences  the 
necessary  works  could  proceed  simul- 
taneously, and  be  all  the  more  accept- 
able, because  giving  large  employment 
to  labour  in  their  respective  localities. 
Another  consolation  was  afforded  by  the 
fact  that  the  problem  of  defence  was  no 
hasty  scheme  inspired  by  panic,  but  had 
been  long  and  carefully  considered  by 
experienced  officers,  and  that  nothing 
but  money  was  wanting  in  order  to 
begin  at  once  to  put  it  in  execution.  And 
there  was  yet  another  circumstance 
which  might  bring  us  comfort.  We 
were  often  told  that  when  implements  of 
war  were  undergoing  constant  changes, 
BO  that  the  weapon  or  the  ship  of  one 
year  was  obsolete  in  the  next,  it  was  not 
worth  while  to  provide  ourselves  with 
them  till  finality  should  be  reached.  The 
argument,  though  fallacious,  as  tending 
to  render  our  armaments  inferior  to 
those  of  Powers  which  kept  abreast  of 
the  times,  was  easily  turned  to  powerful 
account.  But  what  he  would  point  out 
was  that  finality  was,  in  an  important 
particular,  now  in  sight.  For  it  was 
evident  that  if  ships  were  to  keep  the 
sea  and  to  possess  nigh  speed — ^both  in- 
dispensable requisites  in  war  ships — 
there  must  be  a  limit  to  the  weight  of 
armour  they  should  carry ;  and  if  the 
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limit  was  orer-pacsed,  they  became  means 
of  destruction,  not  to  the  enemy,  but  to 
their  own  crews.  That  limit  must  now 
be  nearly,  if  not  ^nite,  reached,  bo  that 
the  armonr-pieHnng  guns  of  to-day 
would  remain  permanently  effective,  and 
we  need  not  hesitate  to  provide  our- 
selves with  them.  And,  finally,  he 
should  point  out  that  in  a  competition 
in  defensive  strength  between  ships  and 
shore  batteries  the  batteries  could  always 
be  made  stronger  than  the  ships,  and 
could  also  be  provided  with  appiances 
for  screening  the  guns,  which  a  ship  did 
not  admit  of ;  and  we  might  thus  feel 
confident  that  we  could  render  our  Mili- 
tary and  Commercial  Forts  absolutely 
secure  if  we  chose  to  set  about  it.  He 
now  came  to  the  question  of  our  internal 
defences  against  invasion — ^that  was,  the 
Army  with  which  we  could  meet  an  in- 
vading Army;  and  he  conduded  that 
everyone  would  agree  that,  if  we  had 
an  Army  at  all,  it  should  be  sufficifflit 
for  that  purj^ose.  We  might  remember 
that  no  less  influential  a  person  than  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Itandolph  Churchill)  su^ested 
that  we  should  dispense  with  cosuy  de- 
fences, and  rely  on  a  substitute  of  un- 
paralleled cheapness — our  "  undying 
historic  memories."  It  was  unfortunate 
that  the  only  historic  memory  applicable 
to  the  case  should  be  our  subjugation 
by  William  the  Conqueror.  But,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  he  could  imagine 
the  perplexity  of  a  hostile  Army  landed 
and  looking  to  be  met  with  a  storm  of 
shot  and  shell  and  a  forest  of  bayonets 
on  finding  itself  confronted  only  by 
"  undying  hietorto  memories."  He  was 
inclined  to  think  lliat,  on  recovering 
from  its  pleased  surprise,  it  would  re- 
sume its  march  upon  London,  while  we, 
on  our  part,  would  have  to  console  our- 
selves with  the  advantages  which  the 
noble  Lord  said  our  refusal  to  spend 
money  on  armaments  would  have  secured 
to  us — namely,  cheap  beer,  and  tea,  and 
tobacco,  and  an  Income  Tax  still  not 
exceeding  8rf.  But  he  feared  the  beer, 
and  tea,  and  tobacco  would  be  for  the 
refreshment  of  the  enemy,  who  would 
also  undertake  the  control  of  the  Income 
Tax  along  with  all  the  rest  of  our  Na- 
tional JRevenues.  Happily,  we  had  some- 
thing more  substsnti^  to  rely  on.  In 
conjunction  with  the  Begular  Forces  in 
the  country,  the  Militia  and  Ydunteera 
formed  an  immense  Army^  fit  in  nnm- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


U,  mi)  ike  Mmpire.  346 


bers  and  in  quality  of  men  to  oppose 
any  Armies  which  could  land  on  our 
shores.  But  those  Armies  would  consist 
of  trained  and  disciplined  troops,  while 
our  Auxiliary  Forces  could  give  only  a 
fraction  of  their  time  to  military  exer- 
cises. Moreover,  they  could  not  take 
the  field  for  want  of  equipment.  The 
first  step  was,  then,  to  equip  them. 
Supposing  them  to  be  as  complete 
in  field  equipment  as  the  Begular 
Army,  there  were  circumstances  which 
would  be  much  in  favour  of  our 
national  troops  defending  their  own 
soil  against  even  a  profession^  Army 
which  crossed  the  sea  to  attack  us.  In 
the  first  place,  we  might  be  prepared 
beforehand  to  such  a  degree  that  it 
might  almost  be  said  every  soldier  would 
know  his  ova  i^oe  in  the  system  of 
defence.  For  in  Great  Britain  we  had 
a  very  compact  and  not  extensive  theatre 
of  war,  in  which  the  points  at  which  an 
enemy  could  land  and  the  groups  of 
roads  by  which  he  would  march  inland 
were  all  ascertained,  as  wore  also  the 
positions  in  which  in  each  case  the  Field 
Army  could  be  concentrated  to  oppose 
him.  And  troops  oould  act  efficiently 
on  the  defensive  with  much  less  training 
than  if  they  had  to  manoeuvre  and  at- 
tack. After  being  trained  in  their  own 
exercimng  grounds  in  the  construction 
of  hasty  intrenchments,  such  as  all 
troops  were  expected  to  assist  in  making, 
and  in  the  occupation  of  them  for 
battle,  they  oonld,  in  the  place  of  the 
present  annual  exercises,  reneorse  what 
would  be  their  part  in  case  of  war — 
whether  the  defence  of  their  own  par- 
ticular section  of  coast  line,  their  share 
in  a  pitched  battle,  or  the  duty  of  gar- 
risoning fortresses.  For  instance,  it 
being  known  beforehand  where  a  bat- 
tery would  be  placed  near  the  Coast  for 
the  defence  of  the  Mersey,  the  Lanca- 
shire Volunteers  might  be  trained  in 
occupying  ground  for  the  defence  of 
that  battery  against  troops  or  seamen 
landed  to  attack  it.  Again,  the  line 
bein^  known  beforehand  of  a  position, 
say  in  Sussex,  to  oppose  an  invading 
Army  coming  from  Brighton,  the  troops 
to  form  the  Field  Army  being  all  as- 
signed to  their  corps  in  it,  might  be 
encamped  in  their  plaeea  for  their  Au- 
tumn exeroiaes  in  parts  of  the  line 
they  would  occupy.  And,  lastly,  all  the 
troops  destined  to  garrison  the  fortresses 
in  thdr  own  localities— those  of  l>eTon 


and  Cornwall,  for  example,  for  the  de- 
fence of  Plymouth— should,  as  a  regular 
annual  exercise,  form  the  actual  gar- 
rison of  that  place  for  a  time  sufficient 
to  make  them  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  their  duties.  That  was  specially 
necessary  for  Volunteer  and  Militia 
Artillery,  who  would  thus  become  fa- 
miliar with  the  many  appliances,  the 
magazines,  and  stores  of  lul  kinds,  and 
the  actual  guns— and  that  was  most  im- 
portant— which  would  be  in  their  charge 
in  resisting  an  attack.  And  whatever 
bodies  of  Artillery  were  disposable  for 
Coast  defence  or  for  the  Field  Army 
should  receive  at  once  the  guns — and 
practise  with  them — which  they  would 
use  in  the  field.  A  step  had  already 
been  made  in  that  direction,  with  the 
beat  effect,  in  giving  the  Volunteer 
Engineers  who  were  located  on  the 
banks  of  our  great  rivers  an  important 
share  in  taking  charge  of  and  working  the 
submarine  defences  of  the  neighbouring 
ports.  Besides  thus  assigning  the  troops 
to  their  own  ground  we  should  possess 
another  kind  of  advantage,  for  while 
an  enemy  must  bring  everything  with 
him — horses,  forage,  provisions,  trans- 
port— we  should  possess  ample  supplies 
of  these  all  over  the  country,  and  by 
keeping  a  constant  raster  of  them— 
horses,  wagons,  wagoners,  and  forage — 
in  each  district,  they  would  be  always 
available  on  the  shortest  notice.  We 
had  already  gone  so  far  as  to  make  con- 
siderable progress  in  a  military  study  of 
the  country  by  instracted  officers.  (Hiat 
should  include  the  registration  he  spoke 
of;  and  also  the  precise  use  of  every 
road  and  portion  of  railway  for  any  in- 
tended concentration  should  be  laid  down 
beforehand  and  exact  calculations  of  all 
movements  prepared.  Such  matters 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  best  intrusted 
to  a  specially  selected  staff  under  ex- 
perienced direction,  and  their  work 
might  be  periodically  submitted  for  ap- 
proval to  a  military  council,  also  spe- 
cially selected.  Besides  men,  and  ma- 
terifd,  and  equipment,  there  would  still 
be  another  matter  indispensable  to  the 
efficiency  of  our  Field  Army,  and  that 
was  the  building  of  stores  and  maga- 
zines at  points  where  they  would  be 
ready  for  tiie  snpfdy  of  the  troops  with 
equipm«at  and  stores  and  ammunition 
and  guns  when  taking  the  field.  la 
this  way  the  whole  scheme  of  opera- 
tioDS  for  our  Home  Army  might  be  laid 
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out  in  all  its  particulars ;  and  what  would 
else,  on  the  approach  of  an  enemy,  be 
a  scene  of  hopeless  tumult  and  confusion, 
would  become  one  of  orderly  and  prompt 
action.  And  as  nothing  so  demoralized 
troops  as  apparent  want  of  purpose  of 
tbose  who  directed  them,  so  nothing 
gave  them  Bucb  assurance  of  victory  as  to 
that  all  their  movements  were  tending 
to  the  execution  of  a  well-conndered 
plan.  And,  in  the  meantime,  the  im- 
mediate effect  on  the  Auxiliary  troops 
themselves  could  not  be  but  most  en- 
couraging— everyone  would  know  and 
feel  that  he  had  certain  dutdee,  and  that 
he  was  fitting  himself  to  perform  them, 
and  a  Volunteer,  instead  of  that  some- 
what vague  entity  which  he  now  felt 
himself  to  be,  would  know  that  he  had 
a  distinct  part  in  that  design  of  defend- 
ing the  country  for  which  alone  the 
Yolunteers  were  called  into  existence. 
Lastly,  in  all  schemes  of  defence,  it  was 
necessary  to  secure  the  safety  of  London 
by  forces  independent  of  armies  in  the 
field,  so  that  no  corps  suddenly  cast  upon 
the  Coast  for  the  purpose,  or  which 
should  have  succeeded  in  evading 
for  the  moment  our  Field  Armies, 
should  be  able  to  clutch  ns  by  the 
throat,  a  move  which  might  be  itself 
decisive  and  bring  us  to  our  knees.  The 
plan  he  advocated  to  prevent  this  was 
the  most  inexpensive,  and,  he  would 
add,  the  most  easily  practicable  that 
had  yet,  as  far  as  he  knew,  been  pro- 
pounded. It  was  to  raise  the  Volunteers 
of  London  from  25,000  to  60,000,  and 
to  train  them  specially  for  its  defence — 
by  laying  down  the  positions  which 
they  must  occupy  on  any  side  threatened 
in  order  to  keep  an  enemy  at  arm's 
length — ^and  to  give  the  London  Artil- 
lery Volunteers,  alreadpr  sufficient  for 
their  putpose,  the  requisite  number  of 
guns  of  position.  Thus  a  line  north 
from  the  Thames  at  Barking  would  bar 
the  approaches  from  the  Essex  Coast ; 
one  by  I^ith,  through  Chislehurst  to 
Bromley,  would  dose  the  approaches 
from  the  Coast  between  the  mouth  of 
the  Thames  and  Hastings ;  other  posi- 
tions would  complete  the  circuit  around 
London,  and  the  capital  would  be  secure 
against  a  sadden  rush  from  any  side. 
And  these  guards  of  Loudon  would 
always  be  kept  instructed  and  prepared 
for  this  service  of  its  defence.  He  cal- 
culated that  all  these  steps  necessary  to 
put  our  National  Forces  in  this  oondi- 

Sir  ^iward  Hamley 


tion  of  defence — the  equipment,  the 
leases,  and  construction  of  all  magazines 
and  stores,  the  execution  of  the  military 
plan  of  defence,  and  the  raising  of  cer- 
tain additional  Volunteers,  especially 
Artillery — for  they  were  not  always  most 
abundant  in  the  localities  where  most 
needed— wouldoost  less  than  £  1 ,000,000. 
He  had  now,  in  as  few  words  as  he 
could  employ,  endeavoured  to  plaoe  be- 
fore the  House  the  requirements  for 
Home  defence.  He  bad  spoken  only 
of  Qreat  Britain,  because  he  wished  to 
confine  the  first  view  of  our  defences  to 
what  most  nearly  concerned  us,  what 
was  most  vital,  and  what  could  be  most 
easily  taken  in  at  one  view.  It  needed 
no  words  of  his  or  of  anybody  to  enable 
hon.  Members  to  imagine  what  weight 
and  consideration  we  should  derive  in 
the  Councils  of  Europe  from  a  recogni- 
tion of  the  fact  that  this  Island  was 
practically  impregnable.  Many  plans 
of  invasion  now  reposing  in  many 
foreign  war  bureaux  might  then  be 
torn  up.  Commercial  enterprize  of  all 
kinds  would,  he  imagined,  receive  a 
fresh  im^tiu  from  the  feeluag  of  secu- 
rity a^unst  recurring  pantos.  And  all 
this  might  be  realised  for  the  sum  he 
had  stated— that  was  to  say,  in  round 
numbers,  £6,250,000.  It  might,  per- 
haps, be  asked  why  so  smau  a  sum 
could  not  be  spread  over  a  term  of 
years,  and  provided  for  in  the  Annual 
Estimates?  He  answered,  first,  be- 
cause that  plan  had  been  so  often  found 
a  total  failure.  As  an  instance,  he 
might  quote  that  the  defence  of  our 
Commercial  Ports  was  provided  for  in 
this  way— the  cost  was  to  be  spread 
over  five  years;  lost  year  was  to  be 
the  first  of  those  years,  when  £100,000 
was  to  be  taken  for  the  purpose  in  the 
Estimates  as  the  instalment  of  that 
year.  What  was  the  result?  The 
sum  was  cut  down  in  the  Estimates  to 
£10,000.  If  this  work  was  to  be  done  b^ 
means  of  the  Annual  Estimates,  then  if 
it  were  ever  done,  of  which  he  was  se- 
riously doubtful,  it  would  be  certiun  to 
be  spread  over  a  period  vastly  in  excess 
of  that  originally  estimated  for.  Ho 
would  ask,  then,  that  it  should  be  raised 
by  a  loan,  and  set  apart  for  the  purpo(» 
intended,  and  for  no  other,  and  thus 
made  secure  from  the  exigencies  and 
temptations  of  the  Budget.  Auotlter 
advantage  would  be  that  the  w<»rk 
might  proceed  at  once  all  over  th« 
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Kingdom,  and  be  finished  in  a  compara- 
tively  brief  time — two  years  might  see 
it  accomplished ;  a  period  surefy  long 
enough  for  us  to  remain  with  our  de- 
fences incomplete.  Also,  in  considering 
the  comparative  smallness  of  the  sum, 
he  would  point  out  that  it  was  only  a 
part,  though  a  vitally  important  part, 
of  the  Imperial  scheme  of  defence.  The 
defence  of  Ireland  must  be  provided  for 
when  the  proper  time  arrived,  and  of  the 
Colonies  uso ;  the  coaling  stations  were 
already  in  progreaSt  but  that  progress 
might  be  grea^  accelerated  by  includ- 
ing them  in  the  loan ;  and  notwith- 
Btfuiding  the  progress  of  the  Navy,  the 
Admiralty  would  not  objeot,  he  pre- 
sumed, to  be  endowed  with  tiie  financial 
power  to  raise  the  Navy  to  its  proper 
^toh.  And  it  must  be  remembmed 
thi^  of  all  modes  of  expenditure,  the 
Tariotts  defimces  of  the  Kingdom  were 
the  most  satis&otory,  as  at  once  giving 
a  vast  impetus  to  employment  at  our 
great  centres  of  population.  This  plan 
of  a  loan  had  already  been  tried  on 
former  occasions  with  success,  and  on 
occasions,  he  might  say,  not  comparable 
in  ui^enoy  to  the  present  crisis.  There 
was,  then,  no  novelfy  in  what  he  pro- 
posed, nothing  which  had  not  already 
been  agreedto  and  found  to  answer.  We 
should  thus  have  a  guarantee  against  the 
tendesu^  of  all  Ooronments  in  this  ooun^ 
try — a  natural  tendency,  but  one  never- 
theless Ten  dangerous — to  be  so  solicit- 
ons  to  disdurge  their  duty  as  guardians 
of  thepublio  purse  that  ^ey  were  apt 
to  neglect  their  other  duty  as  guardians 
of  the  public  safety.  From  this  cause, 
and  also  because  of  the  vast  means  of 
o£Fence  which  other  nations  had  accu- 
mulated, we  had  fallen  far  below  the 
requirements  of  our  position.  We  were 
fond  of  boasting  that  we  had  an 
Empire  on  which  the  sun  never  set ;  but 
we  forgot  that  Empire  was  a  luxury  ex- 
pensive in  proportion  to  its  extent,  and 
that  the  boast  would  be  indeed  a  vain 
one  if,  when  the  time  came,  we  should 
be  found  unprepared  to  defend  our  Pos- 
sessions. 

Oaptain  COLOBIB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.)  said,  the  scope  of  the  question 
of  defence  could  not  be  limited  purely 
to  the  United  Kingdom.  The  danger  of 
invasion  from  a  {pven  Power  was  largely 
influenced  by  its  carrying  power  — 
in  other  words,  its  Meroantile  Hariue. 
He  eotirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 


gallaut  U^bw  for  Birkenhead  (Sir 
Edward  Hsmley)  that  if  this  country 
went  to  war  with  a  Maritime  Power 
there  would  be  a  scene  of  disastrous 
confusion,  due  more  to  moral  causes 
than  to  a  hostile  landing  being  ef- 
fected. It  was  hard  for  bim,  at  Teaet, 
to  realize  that  any  Power  could  throw 
100,000  men  on  our  shores  unless  we 
had,  more  or  less,  lost  command  of  the 
sea.  Moreover,  it  would  puzzle  any 
European  Power  to  concentrate  carry- 
ing power  for  such  a  force.  The  great 
danger  to  this  country  would  lie  in  a 
series  of  small  blows  delivered  at  its 
seaports,  and  for  that  method  of  attat^ 
we  were  unprmared.  We  had  for  years 
talked  much  of  the  defence  of  our  sea- 
ports,  but  had  done  very  little.  The 
value  of  the  export  and  import  trade  of 
London  and  laverpool  was  in  excess  of 
the  value  of  tiie  total  sea-borne  com- 
merce of  France,  which  meant  that 
if  we  were  unprepared  a  blow  could 
be  delivered  dv  a  small  force  at 
or  off  these  places  which  would  be 
equivalent  to  the  universal  destruction 
of  the  whole  sea-borne  commerce  of 
France.  Then,  again,  the  trade  of  the 
Port  of  London  alone  was  more  than 
double  the  value  of  the  whole  sea-borne 
commerce  of  Bussia.  The  effect  of  leav- 
ing our  Mercantile  Ports  undefended 
would  be  to  enable  a  French  or  Bossian 
cruiser  to  do  irreparable  damage  to  our 
commerce.  He  protested  agamst  any 
dela^  in  taking  the  oommon-sense  pre- 
cautions which  were  absolutely  necessary. 
Assuming,  however,  that  tbere  maritime 
or  coast  provisions  were  made,  no  com- 
plete  step  would  have  been  taken  for  the 
safety  of  the  people  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  in  vain  that  our  Ports  were  pro- 
tected,orourcoastlinesecured.  Wecould 
not  maintain  a  passive  defence  of  this 
Kingdom  for  more  than  a  few  weeks, 
because  the  people  could  not  live.  If 
our  arrangements  for  the  protection  of 
our  sea  communications  were  weak,  the 
effect  would  be  apparent  in  time  of  war 
almost  immediately.  The  sense  of  in- 
security would  at  once  affect  the  Stock 
Exdiange ;  there  would  be  the  stopping, 
first,  of  the  food  supply,  and,  secondly,  of 
the  importation  of  raw  materials.  The 
price  of  both  would  go  up,  the  factories 
would  have  to  close,  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  workpeople  would  be  turned 
on  the  streets,  where  they  would  be  met 
with  extremely  dear  bread.    In  fact, 
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Biich  a  Btate  of  confusion  and  disorder 
would  arise — with  which  it  would  be 
almost  impossible  for  the  authorities  to 
eope — that  the  results  would  be  irre- 
parable; and  under  the  pressure  of 
such  circumstances  no  QoTemmeat  could 
carry  on  even  a  passire  defence.  Fur- 
ther, he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  in- 
terests we  had  to  defend  were  drifting 
further  and  further  away.  The  task  of 
establishing  satisfactory  defences  was 
Tastly  more  complicated  than  it  was 
when  we  last  fought  for  our  supremacy 
at  Trafalgar,  when  we  had  a  popula- 
tion in  the  United  Kingdom  of  only 
15,000,000  persons  to  be.  provided  for, 
and  when  the  food  supply  of  the  country 
was  provided  within  our  own  shores 
— wholly  independent  of  external  re- 
sources—but now  all  that  was  changed. 
In  those  days  one  ton  of  shipping  was 
sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  six  in- 
habitants, whereas  now  each  man, 
woman,  and  child  required  the  ser- 
vices of  a  ton  and  a-half  of  shipping 
during  the  year.  Then,  23-24th8  of  our 
external  trade  was  confined  to  European 
waters ;  now,  more  than  a  moiety  of 
it  was  thousands  of  miles  beyond 
European  waters.  It  would  not  matter, 
therefore,  whether  the  blow  was  struck 
in  the  Channel  or  thousands  of  miles 
away,  the  consequences  might  be  equally 
grave.  He  earnestly  trusted  the  House 
would  forget  for  a  moment  current  con- 
troversies and  Party  differences,  to  con- 
sider whether,  in  the  event  of  war,  in 
two  months,  under  conditions  which  it 
was  perfeoUy  possible  and  reasonable 
to  contemplate,  our  naval  and  nulitaxy 
preparations  were  adapted  to  our  r^ 
quirements.  If  not,  a  great  responsi- 
bility rested  upon  them  not  to  shirk  the 
question,  and  not  to  shirk  spending  such 
sums  as  were  reasonably  necessary.  It 
was  not  merely  or  primarily  a  question 
of  expenditure,  but  one  of  administra- 
tion; and  he  desired  to  say  that  he 
would  be  no  party  to  dipping  further 
into  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  unless 
the  present  system  of  administration  was 
entirely  changed.  Between  the  War 
Office,  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Oolonial 
Office,  a  great  deal  of  money  was  lost. 
With  constantly  changing  Heads  of 
Departments,  and  a  general  tendency  to 
get  rid  of  expert  authority,  there  was  no 
guarantee  for  economy  and  efficiency. 
While  cordially  supporting  the  Motion, 
his  contention  was,  let  naval  work  be 
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done  by  naval  men,  and  nuUiary  work 

be  done  by  military  men,  and  let  na 
appoint,  for  a  fixed  period  of  yean,  a 
capable  War  Minister,  who  should  be  re- 
sponsible to  this  House  and  the  oonntty, 
and  oontrol  the  war  expenditure  and  all 
war  forces. 

Me.  FICTON  (Leicester)  said,  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  some  sort  of 
protest  should  be  raised  from  that  side 
of  the  House  against  the  assumption 
which  had  pervaded  several  previous 
speeches — that  our  chief  businms  was 
to  spend  money  on  naval  and  military 
armaments.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had  just 
resumed  his  seat  (Captain  Oolomb)  say 
he  was  not  inclined  to  dip  more  deeply 
into  the  public  purse,  because  he  de- 
sired, in  the  first  insUince,  to  see  some 
improvements  in  admtntstralion.  He 
agreed  with  him  so  far,  but  he  oouldnot 

Xe  with  the  general  tone  of  aUurm 
ih  characteriwd  the  greater  part  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  speech. 
But  not  only  he,  but  other  hon.  and 

gallant  Gentlemen  who  qrake  before 
im,  complained  that,  do  what  they 
would,  and  do  what  their  Fredeoeseors 
would,  they  had  never  been  able  to  stir 
up  the  Administration  of  the  country  to 
a  proper  state  of  alarm  as  to  the  perils 
which  are  always  impending  over  our 
seaports  and  our  sea  coast.  He  was 
aware,  as  one  who  had  taken  an  interest 
in  public  affairs  before  he  became  a 
Member  of  that  House,  of  the  repeated 
eflforts  which  had  been  made  to  stir  up 
alarm  on  this  subject.  Every  few  years 
there  was  a  panic  excited,  uid  a  few 
millions  had  been  spent ;  then  the  panic 
eubnded,  and  the  people  became  in- 
different until  the  hot  fit  came  on  again. 
Why  oould  not  the  Government  be 
stirred  up  to  take  so  serious  a  view  of 
this  matter  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman thought  necessary  ?  He  thought 
it  was  because  the  Government  prac- 
tically believed  that  our  seaports  are 
safe.  And  why  ?  Because  they  thought 
that  it  was  not  for  the  interest  of  any- 
one in  the  world  to  attack  them.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  spoke  of 
this  country  as  an  Island  teeming  with 
wealth ;  and  he  seemed  to  think  that 
all  other  countries  were  teeming  with 
burglars,  and  that  their  one  idea  was  to 
come  and  rob  our  ports.  He  was  aware 
it  was  often  said  that  ^penditure  on 
military  and  naval  armaments  was  a 
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qawtion  of  policy;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that,  if  we  pursued  a  right  line 
of  policy,  our  seaports  would  never  be  in 
danger.  Why  did  tiie  United  States 
feel  so  tranquil  ?  It  was  because  their 
position  and  their  policy  kept  them  free 
from  the  entanglements  of  the  Old 
World.  It  might  be  said  that  we  should 
hare  a  difficulty  in  pursuing  an  isolated 

Slioy  like  that  of  the  United  States, 
e  admitted  that  we  could  not  take  up 

Suite  the  same  position  as  the  United 
tates ;  but  he  said  that  our  position  as 
an  Island,  separated  from  the  Coast  of 
Europe,  enabled  us  to  keep  clear  of 
moBt  of  the  difficultiest  the  petty 
jealounes,  the  international  riralries, 
and  the  dynastic  intrigues  which  con- 
stituted the  questions  which  were  per- 
petually threatening  war  on  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe.  For  if  we  could  mind 
our  own  business,  and  attend  to  the 
substantial  interests  of  the  country,  we 
should  never  be  in  danger  of  invaeion. 
In  that  way  we  could  secure  the  bless- 
ings of  peace.  They  had  all  heard  of 
the  difficulty  of  getting  more  money  out 
of  the  ^ready  over-burdened  taxpayers 
of  this  country.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  had  told  them  of  the  touching 
appeals  made  by  military  administrators, 
and  even  by  the  War  Uinister  himself,  to 
the  Treasury  to  {^re  them  a  little  more 
money  for  naval  and  military  armaments. 
But  there  were  appeals  far  more  pathetic 
than  these  appeals,  such  as  that  made 
by  the  Victoria  Univaraity  for  £2,000 
a-year  to  improve  the  education  of  the 
Nor&ern  l>istricta,  a^eala  far  free 
Bchools  and  for  technical  education  to 
keep  ns  abreast  of  other  countries  in  the 
world.  Those  were  more  pathetio  and 
interesting  appeals  than  appeals  for  in- 
creased armaments;  but  these  appeals 
on  behalf  of  the  higher  wants  of  the 
country  would  never  be  met  so  long  as 
we  lavished  our  treasure  on  the  means 
of  destruction.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
anyone  Uiat  our  land  should  be  kept  safe 
from  attack ;  but  the  taxpayers  could  not 
bear  the  two  burdens — ^that  of  the  old 
barbarism  and  of  the  new  ages  of  im- 
provement. They  could  not  afford  at  the 
same  time  to  lavish  our  treasure  on 
guns  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  said,  take  £200  to  fire  a 
■ingle  uiot,  and  at  the  same  time  supply 
pur  pec^le  with  free  schools,  technical 


instruction,  and  all  the  higher  needs  of 
this  age  of  progress.  We  could  not  bear 
the  two.  He,tlurefore,thottghtitwasthe 
duty  of  our  Ghivemment  so  to  frame  our 
policy  that  we  should  not  irritate  other 
nations  of  the  world,  and  not  invite 
attack,  confining  ourselves  to  minding 
our  own  business.  If  we  took  that  line, 
he  contended  there  would  be  less  expen- 
diture necessary  for  our  Fleet  to  protect 
our  commerce  and  Dependencies,  while 
for  our  military  strength  we  could  de- 
pend to  a  large  extent  on  our  Yolun- 
teers.  [Zau^Aiw.]  Hon.  Oeutlemen 
seemed  to  laugh  at  the  Volunteers. 
"No,  no!"]  Possibly,  then,  it  was 
iimself  they  were  laughing  at,  and  their 
laughter  had  more  justification.  Al- 
though the  Volunteers  misht  not  have 
in  ail  respects  the  value  of  long-trained 
soldiers,  yet  he  did  think  that  would  an 
enemy  invade  our  land — a  thing  to  his 
mind  almost  impossible— our  Volunteers 
would  be  able  to  give  a  very  good  ac- 
count of  him ;  so  that  for  purposes 
of  defence  we  might  rely  more  than 
we  did  on  our  Volunteer  Service.  He 
rose  to  make  one  protest  against  the 
assumption  that  the  chief  object  of  the 
House  was  to  prepare  for  war,  and  also 
to  urge  that  if  we  only  adopted  a  com- 
mon-sense, pacific  policy,  we  could  do 
with  much  less  expenditure  on  our 
Naval  and  Military  Services. 

Me.  TOT  rENHAM  ( Winchester) 
said,  he  believed  that  the  country  owed 
a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Heimier  who  had  introduced  the 
debate  (Sir  Edward  Hamley) ;  but  he 
thought  it  was  a  mistake  and  fatal  policy 
to  spread  over  a  term  of  years  a  work 
that  ought,  in  the  interests  of  the  nation, 
to  be  undertaken  with  the  least  possible 
delay,  in  order  that  the  country  might 
be  put  in  a  state  of  defence.  There 
were  two  subjects  to  which  he  desired 
specially  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House.  One  was  the  proposed  reduction 
of  the  Artillery  Force.  He  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  pause  before  com- 
mitting himself  to  the  mistaken  policy 
of  reducing  our  Forces  in  the  very  arm 
which  it  was  impossible  to  supply  at 
short  notice.  Comparing  the  numbers 
of  the  Artillery  Force  of  this  countiy 
with  those  of  the  Artillery  Forces  of 
Continental  nations,  he  found  that  Great 
Britain  had  612  guns  to  337,000  men, 
including  the  Native  Indian  Army, 
which  was  without  Artillery ;  France, 


Digitized  by 


£55 


I>efmet»of 


{COMMONS} 


SS6 


1,9;?&  gtiiis  to  565,(100  men;  Gonniiny, 
2,0JD  guDS  tt>  j(iO,O00  men  ;  and  Ifupsia, 
2,27.S  guns  to  871, COf)  raen  ;  go  tliat  the 
proportion  of  gucH  for  ovory  l.OOf)  itipn 
was  ia  Great  Bri'ftin  V81;  in  Franco 
3  43  J  in  Germany  4-4"j  ;  and  in  Russia 
2"fil.  Instead  of  ocoaomizini?  by  ta- 
dueing  the  Field  Artillery,  let  tlie  autho- 
ritifla  begin  their  ecooomiea  in  tliat 
Aogenn  Office— the  War  Office — and 
other  Departmental  OlTices,  including 

And  aweep  away  half  that  At^df^ill- 
dtiTing  officiala,  who  could  hot  Hwtin- 
guiah  acutlasa  from  a  piece  of  hewp  iron, 

or  a  properly  made  cartridge  from  oub 
that  would  j(im,  mid  who  "went  upon  llio 
principle  tlinL  b'.icauac  theee  tliic^^s  W'.  t  e 
ill  f.loro  thsy  had  got  to  be  iinod,  nnd 
■who  si^emod  to  think  if  their  iJen.H 

:i!ld  cilciilatiniiM  wfrO  Hot  carried  Olit 
till-'.  A]Hiy  miit.t  ga  to  tbo  dogs.  In 
IHMt  hp  insieted  upon  the  necpsBity  of 
the  Dumbera  of  the  Army  being'  in- 
creased, and  teceiTad  an  anewer  from 
ttie  Doble  Marquess  tbe  !Mi>mbt!r  for 
BoBQondale  (the  MarLj^iii:-^  uf  Hart- 
iogtoQ]  daujing  eucb  neoesHlty.  He 
W&A,  lu>w«rer.  glad  to  &ai  within 
two  Twn  of  fiooti  anawei-  his  right 
liOD.  SuooeSBor  at  tbe  War  Office  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Baunotaiati)  added  to  the 
numbera  of  the  Army  Bome  20,000  men 
—thp  nilmbora  being  in  1SS4  201,905, 
iind  in  ISBfi  2*20,06.3,  In  I88(  lio  also 
poicted  out  that  tlo  term  with  tbe 
Colcitira  ought  to  >»&  iiicrenj?!  d  :  cmd  he 
wn>  f;lad  tljitt  aomething  bad  bcon  ibmii 
in  tfii??  ilir'^rtiun,  Lcinl  Ain'y's  Com- 
mittf^i',  fuminf-nd  nf  ii.  di^liiigiii^ilied  body 
of  officeri*,  liiid  d-iwii  in  tliL-ir IvL'port four 
cardical  points — that  tliu  term  with  the 
Colours  ought  to  be  altered;  that  the 
numbers  of  the  Araj  onght  to  be  in- 
(naased;  that  the  tyatem  of  one  battalion 
feeding  another  ukould  be  abolished 
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mi?ntal  olSrors  and  non-comiiiiMTdni^ 
fdHuora  complained  of  tlji^  persi^^tent 
round  of  drill  and  chudgi-ry  without 
ever  buitjg  able  to  wee  their  battalion  ia 
iin  tlTicit^iit   jitale.    In  wboQ  a 

certain  regiment  was  sent  to  Eg-yjit,  400 
EoeervB  men  had  to  be  drafted  into  it 
to  fill  up  the  vacanoie*  left  by  400  re- 
cruits who  were  left  behind;  and  the 
officers  gave  a  pitiable  aocotmt  aa  to  tlie 
«tate  of  theii!  T^^imoot  foK  wtstwtX 
inoA^  iif^e^thd  Baaan-a  tern.  hsTijig 
been  away  some  time  &om  the  OqIowb, 
and  bmng  rather  lax,  and  there  Iniag 
no  Bu£&cieot  leareii  of  old  aoldiera.  The 
iisiti^  of  the  Keservo  in  thia  way  h^d 
tlie  further  obioction  that  it  was  using 
\\\>  s?e?oful  line  in  tin?  liret.  If  the 
i;es*'rv(i  iiii'ii  wore  talleid  upon  in  this 
w:iv,  tliert^  wDiild  bo  nothing  to  fall 
bflck  upon.  Next,  as  to  the  systtiii,  of 
sending  men  from  one  battali-in  to 
another.  It  vim  a  great  havdi^bip  on 
the  men,  who  Imd  thua  to  break  up  eld 
friendship!^,  and  were  always  in  a  state 
of  uni  ('rtainty  a»  tj  whether  they  oiiaht 
nat  the  next  day  be  moved  into  anolEw 
battalion,  and  be  made  to  aerre  under 
new  officer8,of  whom  they  knew  adthin^. 
ttf9a%  Meim«d  w  if  they  wtte  tandiag 
toward*  syitam  of  a  thiird  unit. 
There  were  at  present  nifie  double  ba.t- 
talion  regiments  with  both  battnliona 
abroad,  aod  with  depots  '.'I  fi.'^i  ini'n  nach 
at  home;  and  theCnmeron  ilii^rliliuidopa, 
which  is  D,  single  battalion,  with  a  dop6t 
of  ■'3'2l  men,  so  that  oat  of  the  i>3  deputa 
there  were;  10,  or  oue-sovrjnth  of  the 
whole,  under  the  Byatem  that  ho  adro- 
cated.  In  addition  to  this,  erery  dopdt 
was  in  exc^fis  of  its  strength,  Mue 
double  or  treble,  and  in  aowe  cftMiJbur 
times  the  number  of  ila  Mtftbllibttaikt. 
Taking  the  first  1 2  rt^AAta  lUi  thft  Kat, 
he  found  that  they  had  an  «fll»otiTe 
strength  of  Q,  VM  men,  against  an  aetntb- 
Uebtnent  of  828  men.  Two  of  thata  with 
277  and  2-t3  men  reapaotlTelj  agaioat 
establishments  of  6&  eaoh.  Taking  the 
wholra  Army,  tbo  numbers  were  U,97l 
pfrt;i:liv«,  :ii,';iiii't  an  ostaldlAlimonC  of 
lU,;5!>ii,  fjhr.w  rliL,'  ntl  GSCf^B  of  1,.'iTh'>,  It 
ETiuM  not,  i-)i'i-.'ri.)r(i,  be  aaid  ihjit  tiie 
ifi^fiiit  h^hU-in  wif;  not  capablu  ^d'  f-xpan- 
..ii.n,  ji-!  Iiore  ihey  had  it  aEn^fidy  oz- 
(Mudpd  by  nrnrly  4,fiOO  myq.  Why  not 
r  stend  it  boldly  ^till  fwrthur,  instoad  of 
allowing  it  to  iroep  ia  bj-  df||p«aa  in 
4^  end  I  (hs  facii  of  pp^i  etteblMuwMai  He 
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should  like  to  see  three  battalioiu  to 
every  regiment,  one  to  be  idways  at 
home,  and  to  act  as  depot.  Effeotive 
battalions  were  wanted  at  home  as  well 
as  abroad,  and  tinder  the  present  system 
they  would  never  exist  It  was  absurd 
to  appoint  Boyal  Commissions  and  Com- 
mittees of  Inqnity  oomposed  of  officers 
of  distinction  ana  practical  experience 
if  their  recommendations  were  to  be 
overruled  by  cirtlians  and  financial  con- 
siderations. He  hoped  that  before  the 
debate  closed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  would  be  able  to  give  the 
House  an  assurance  that  before  next 
year  the  whole  of  the  recommendations 
of  Lord  Airey's  Committee  would  be 
considered,  with  a  view  of  abolishing  or 
mitigating  a  system  which  was  fraught 
with  injury  to  the  Service,  and  a  danger 
to  the  country  at  large. 

0EMBBAL  FBASKB  (Lambeth,  N.): 
Permit  me.  Sir,  to  endeavour  to  put  for- 
ward a  clear  statement  of  a  question 
now  pending  of  mommtous  impcn^oe 
to  the  whole  nation,  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Arm^  in  general,  and  of  the  Cavalry 
Service  m  particular — namely,  the  pro- 
posed immediate  abolition  of  five  of  the 
batteries  of  Horse  Artilleiy,  out  of  a 
Home  Establishment  of  13  batteries.  It 
will  be  allowed  on  all  sides  that  no  re- 
duction in  any  branch  of  the  Service 
should  be  carried  out,  unless  it  is  dis- 
tinctly evident  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
Army  will  be  increased  thereby ;  or  else 
that  an  important  economy  will  be 
effected  by  such  reduction,  without  im- 
pairing that  efficiency.  I  request  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  whilst  I  prove, 
from  the  month  of  distinguished  soldiers 
accustomed  to  organize  and  command 
Armies,  and  by  not  complicated  statis- 
tics, that  the  effidencgr  of  the  Serrioe 
would,  on  this  oooaaion,  be  deeply  im- 
paired, and  that  the  cost  of  uie  re- 
establishment  of  these  batteries  at  a 
future  time  will  be  extremely  heavy.  I 
venture  to  claim  that  I  am  able  to  show 
that  sufficient  Horse  Artillery  is  an  es- 
sential and  most  important  element  in  an 
Army ;  that  its  conversion  to  Field  Ar- 
tillety  is  no  sort  of  compensation  for  its 
loss,  as  Field  Artillery  cannot  perform 
the  duties  of  Horse  Artillery ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  I  am  able  to  prove,  by  the 
simplest  calculation  of  nnmbers,  that  if 
the  proposed  abolition  of  five  batteries 
of  Horse  Artillery  takes  place,  it  will 
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only  be  possible  to  make  the  First  Army 
Corps  up  to  the  War  Establishment ;  that 
the  Second  Army  Corps  wonld  be  mythi- 
cal, and  that  all  Horse  Artillery  in  ludia 
and  elsewhere  will  be  d^ndent  for 
reinforcements  and  enpplyin  cases  of  any 
emergency,  and  even  for  relief,  to  the 
breaking  up  of  that  First  Army  Corps. 
The  reduction  of  the  five  batteries  out 
of  1.1  of  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery  would 
affect,  to  a  vital  extent,  the  operations 
of  the  divisions  and  brigades  of  Cavalry 
in  the  field,  in  which  Horse  Artillery 
bear  a  part  of  such  paramount  impor- 
tance ;  and  it  must  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Commander  in  campaigns  and  battles 
when  he  would  wish  to  throw  guns  up 
at  speed  into  important  positions.  Mar- 
shal Ton  Moltke  has  given  his  opinion 
that— 

"  Because,  id  modern  war&re,  the  long  range 
and  destructive  fire  of  Artillery  necessitates  a 
scattered  formation,  there  will  be  more  frequent 
opportamties  for  Cavalry." 

General  Sir  Edward  Hamley  says,  in 
his  Optration  of  War — 

"  Let  it  also  he  granted  that  Cavalry  pro- 
perly trained  and  led,  may  play  as  great  a 
part  as  ever  on  the  stage  of  war ;  combined 
with  new  and  larger  proportions  of  Artillery, 
its  action  may  he  aeoisiTe  of  the  fate  of  battlw, 
and  laimched  in  puvoit  <A  a  broken  foe  it  may 
finish  a  campaign  whidi  would  else  wade 
through  fresh  oaniage  to  its  woeful  end." 

Further,  he  says — 

"To  gain  from  Uiis  mobility  its  greatest 
effect.  Add  batteries  should,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, be  oonverted  into  Horse  Artillery,  by 
which  the  greatest  possible  rabidity  of  ma- 
noeuvre woohl  be  attained ;  batteries  would  con- 
stantly shift  their  position,  so  as  always  to  take 
the  line  diagonally  or  in  flank,  and  by  rapid 
retreat  would  baffle  a  counter  attack." 

In  1870  Horse  and  Field  Artillery  were 
ordered  to  pnsh  on  at  once  to  the  battle 
field  <A  Spicheien.  The  Horse  Artillery 
aooomplished  the  distance— 21  miles — 
in  three  honrs,  and  arrived  in  time, 
while  the  field  batteries  took  four  and 
a-half  ^hours,  and  only  came  up  when 
the  action  was  over.  The  same  hap- 
pened to  the  same  batteries  on  another 
occasion,  when  the  field  batteries  were 
again  too  late.  Marches  at  such  a  pace 
are  impossible  in  Field  Artillery,  and, 
Uierefore,  they  cannot  take  the  place  of 
Horse  Artillery.  Prince  Kraft  an  Hohen- 
lohe  desires  that  the  whole  of  the  Corps 
Artillery  ^onld  be  composed  of  Horse 
ArtiUeiy.  We  have  the  instance  also  of 
Sir  Drury  Lowe's  Cavalry  and  Horse 
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Artillery's  brilliant  adrance  on  Oairo 
after  Tel-el-Kebir.  Horse  Artillery  is 
an  arm  most  difficult  to  construot,  and 
impossible  to  improvise.  The  impression 
that  the  new  Horse  Artillery  gun  is  a 
heavy  g^n,  that  cannot  work  with 
Oaralry,  is  quite  erroneous ;  it  is  a  1 2- 
poander  breech-loader,  powerful  and 
accurate,  with  all  ranks  mounted,  and 
it  is  able  to  go  anywhere  with  CaTslry 
— wbose  right  arm  it  is — when  pushing 
out  miles  in  front,  on  outXKWt  duty,  in 
advance  and  reai^ard  duties,  tecon- 
naissance,  ooTering  the  deployment,  and 
concealing  the  movements  of  an  Army, 
keeping  up  communication  and  cutting 
off  and  threatening  those  of  the  enemy, 
protecting  the  fronts  and  flanks  of  an 
Army.  It  is  a  |H)werful  auxiliary  in  the 
attack,  and  a  friend  in  need  in  pursuit, 
and  in  the  hour  of  danger  and  defeat ; 
it  can  keep  pace  with  the  advance,  and 
by  pouring  a  destructive  fire  on  the 
enemy,  pave  the  way  for  the  Oavalry  to 
victory  ;  it  dislodges  the  enemy  from 
positions  in  which  the  sword  cannot 
reach  him,  and  it  does  fearful  execution 
when  the  enemy's  Infantry,  concentrated 
in  masses,  bids  de6ance  to  the  horsemen ; 
it  checks  pursuit,  and  gains  time, for  tlie 
Oavalry  to  re-form  under  fire  ;  it  is  of 
great  use  in  passing  defiles  and  bridges 
in  the  &ce  of  the  enemy,  in  defending 
broken  ground  against  odds,  and  in 
many  other  ways  it  is  Oavalry's  best 
assistant.  The  action  of  Cavaliy  and 
Horse  ArtilleTy  in  spreading  a  onrtain 
roand  an  Army  was  brilliantly  exempli- 
fied by  the  Germans,  in  the  War  of 
1870,  by  which,  often  without  bloodshed, 
their  sudden  appearance,  miles  in  &ont 
of  the  Army,  caused  towns  to  give  up 
their  keys  and  siirrender.  The  enemy 
felt,  the  touoh  was  never  left  go,  troops 
were  watched  and  their  movements  re- 
ported, Trhilot  the  main  bodiaa  were  ad- 
vaii>  iog  at  comparative  ease.  Cavalry 
and  Artjtlory  work  in  complete  harmony 
with  the  lafautry— the  principal  arm 
always— and  subordinates  its  action  to 
tliat  [jf  tho  latter.  TLo  rapid  advance 
to  tlu.  ^tMsflle  at  the  Cavalry,,  and  the 
MnwtiUMit  parnlyntton  of  the.  French 
plan  of  epmtioiu,  oontribnted  nut  a 
Uttlv  I*  the  «nnMM  ofthe Gorman  op-»ra- 
^  ..  aUy  and  Har«a  Artilierj  otin 
diMocialed.  Fi*H3..rick  iIj.. 
luJJy  roTDgnicinfif  the  iiK-cussiiy  oi  , 
^ajcidatioQ  \u  tlio  .'^lvt'h  Yflar*'  'VCar,  \ 
ittcriu*       Li^tt  Ajr^Iui-yj 
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capable  of  moving  at  the  pace  of  squad- 
rons, and  intended  to  support  all  their 
enterprizes.  The  Duke  of  Wellington's 
letters  from  India  describes  the  advan- 
tages  that  Lord  Lakederived  from  attach- 
ing quick-moving  guns  to  his  Cavslry. 
Aoiongst  numberless  instances,  let  it  be 
remembered,  that  Lord  Gough,  at  So- 
braon,  kept  his  Horse  Artillery  fresh, 
and  brought  it  up  at  speed  to  carry  an* 
nihilation  into  the  Sikh  Army,  retiring* 
acrossthe  Sutlej.  To-day  we  read  in  the 
Italia  JRomana,  in  a  letter  from  an  Itidian 
officer  in  Abyssinia — 

"  We  are  all  sore  that  tlie  oatutn^ie  would 
have  bean  averted,  if  the  oolamn  had  baaa  ac- 
companied by  a  Bmall  force  <d  Oival^  and 
guna." 

Valentine  Baker  Faaha  has  said,  that 
bad  a  Horse  Artillery  battery  been 
available  at  the  second  action  at  El  Teb. 
where  he  was  himself  severely  wounded, 
the  loss  to  the  British  Force  would  pro- 
bably have  been  greatly  diminished  as 
the  battery  could  have  taken,  from  its 
mobility,  the  works  of  Osman  Digna  in 
fionk  before  the  delivery  of  the  main 
attack  on  the  front.  Horse  Artillery  is 
essential  to  the  rapid  movement  and  the 
quick  tactic  of  the  present  day.  Field 
Artillery — to  whom  all  honour  in  their 
magnificent  service  is  due — ^in  oonse- 
quence  of  the  weight  and  the  impoasi- 
bility  of  carrying  the  detachment  men  on 
the  carriages,  the  difficulty  of  keeping 
up  a  supply  of  men  in  time  to  fill  op 
casualties,  and  the  slow  advance,  as  the 
men  who  work  the  guns  have  to  maroh 
on  foot — are  not  available  for  this  du^. 
A  true  and  well-known  axiom  is— 

"  Mobility  ii  an  easeotial  for  good  ArtiUary ; 
it  is  the  power  to  move  rapidly  when  roqaiiite, 
not  cootinnal  movement  that  u  repaired." 

Qeneral  Lord  Wolseley,  in  his  A«W 
Book,  lays  down — 

"Itmiut  be  remembered  that  bsttsries  of 
Fidld  Artillery  ore  not  supposed  to  move  bstar 
thim  a  walk,  as  ib»  gaoners  msnh  on  foot" 

Au  incident  at  the  Alma  may  be  men- 
tioned. Lord  Baglan  prayed  that  some 
guns  might  be  brought  to  a  particular 
knoll,  whence  they  could  dislodge  the 
encimy's  guns  on  the  causeway.  Two 
guns  of  Turner's  field  battery  were  at 
leDgth  brought  up^a  gun  horse  killed 
in  the  river  had  delayed  them — had  this 
'  m  a  Horse  Artillery  run  a  detaoh- 
ri!h-at  horse  would  at  onoe  nave  replaced 
it— then  two  guns  ultimately  reached 
the  spot  iqdicatedf  but  without  Ui'^ 
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detadima&ts,  who  had  been  tmaUe, 
being  on  foot,  to  keep  up*  the  Artillery 
officers,  induding  Colonel  (now  Sir) 
CoUingwood  Dickson,  and  Brigadier 
Qeoeral  Straagways,  who  bad  been  at 
Leipsie,  and  was  killed  at  Inkermann, 
and  who  was  uommanding  the  Artillery 
of  the  Orimean  Campaign,  diBmounted 
and  worked  the  guns  wiUi  their  own 
hands.  Had  this  been  a  Horse  Artillery 
battery,  the  detachment  would  not  have 
been  left  behind.  As  a  result  of  this 
incident,  the  number  of  Horse  Artillery 
batteries  was  speedily  and  importantly 
increased.  Are  we  to  expect  in  all 
future  wars  that  a  contingent,  suoh  as 
we  sent  to  Egypt,  will  suffice,  and  that 
no  further  batteries  of  Artillery  would 
be  required?  Turn  back  to  1854-.5.  Is 
no  experience  gained  by  the  unprepared 
state  of  the  Army  in  those  days  ?  The 
position  of  England  is  quite  exceptional, 
and  it  doee  not  do  to  compare  her  with 
other  nations.  Not  only  hare  we  to 
keep  up  the  usual  proportion  of  Horse 
Artillery  guns  reconiized  for  the  re- 
quirements of  our  Cavalry  and  Corps 
Artillery,  but  we  have  always  India,  for 
which  we  must  be  prepared  to  meet  an 
emei^ent  demand  at  any  moment  for 
more  guns ;  and  also,  looking  at  our 
numerous  Colonies  and  interwts  abroad, 
how  often  do  we  not  have  to  enter  into 
small  wars  where,  possibly,  Horse  Artil- 
lery are  required,  sometimes  without  a 
Cavaln^ Brigade?  I  would  instance  the 
case  of  the  Trmii  afilur  in  1862,  when  a 
battery  Horse  Artilleiy  was  placed 
under  orders  to  |»oceed  to  Canada,  but 
Bubieqnentlycountennanded.  There  has 
been  a  battery  of  Horse  Artillery  in 
Egypt  for  a  length  of  time  without  a 
Cavalry  Brigade.  Owiug  to  the  great 
mobility  of  Horse  Artilleiy,  it  has  fre- 
quently been  sent  on  service  to  accom- 
pany Infantry.  For  instance,  the  Chest- 
nut troop  with  the  Light  Division  in  the 
Peninsula  ;  0  Troop  with  Li^ht  Division 
in  the  Crimea.  Several  instances  in 
India,  especially  in  frontier  warfare. 
The  non-commissioned  officers  and  men 
are  speoiaUT  selected,  as  well  as  the 
officers;  and  it  is  their  pride  in  their 
work  and  efficiency,  and  in  the  know- 
ledge of  their  own  value,  which  has  kept 
l^em  olw^s  in  their  high  state  of  effi- 
cienf^.  ^e  oonteimplatod  reduction  of 
the  five  battraiee  of  Horse  Artillery  will 
seriously  affect  the  pay  ot  non-«>mmia- 
sioned  officers  and  men  of  those  bat- 


teries.  The  change  will  deprive  every 

non-commissioned  officer  andTartificer  of 
2d.  a-day,  gunners  l^i^.  a  day,  drivers 
^d.  a-day,  trumpeters  no  less  than  9^(1. 
a-day.  The  trine  that  Government  may 
save  by  such  economy  will  do  an  infinity 
of  damage  in  tiie  Recruiting  Depart- 
ment, and  to  the  confidence  in  the 
class  from  which  the  best  soldiers  are 
drawn.  I  have  it,  on  the  best  autho- 
rity; that  a  very  large  number  of  men 
who  enlist  for  the  Artillery  ask  to  be 
sent  to  the  Horse  Artillery.  They  are 
told  that  that  cannot  be,  but  that  they 
must  work  their  way  to  it  by  good  con- 
duct and  smartness.  B^rond  doubt, 
surplus  Artillery  is  worse  than  useless ; 
it  hampers  and  delays  the  columns,  keeps 
troops  out  of  action  for  escorts,  blocks 
roads,  and  impedes  a  retreat.  Have  we 
at  present  a  surplus?  No ;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  have  not  one  man,  one  horse, 
one  gun  too  many  for  our  absolute  re- 
quirements. To  supply  the  two  Horse 
Artillery  batteries  sent  to  Egypt  in  1882, 
the  batteries  left  at  home  were  so  crippled 
that  they  could  not  have  drawn  their  own 
guns  out  of  the  barrack  yard.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  has  spoken  of 
this  reduction  as  being,  in  part,  simply 
"a  conversion."  Deau  itself  is  simply 
a  conversion ;  he  admits  that  five  bat- 
teries of  Horse  Artillery  are  to  be  oblite- 
rated, which  loss  is  tantamount  to  death 
to  them,  and  to  the  Service ;  besides  this 
destruction  of  five  batteries,  certain  other 
batteries  of  Horse  Artille^  will  have 
on^  four  guns  instead  of  auc— namely, 
aftw  the  reduction,  there  will  be  five 
batteries  with  six  guns,  and  three  bat- 
teries with  only  four  ^uns.  The  reduc- 
tion of  certain  batteries  by  two  giins  in 
peace  time,  to  be  put  into  store,  is  most 
paralyzing.  In  Germany  the  batteries 
m  peace  time  are  reduced ;  but  men  are 
available  immediately  from  the  "He- 
serve,"  which  is  a  fact  there,  and  not  a 
fiction  as  in  this  country.  Artillerymen 
from  the  "Eeserve"  have  to  attend 
trainings  at  manoeuvres  a  certain  num- 
ber of  times,  so  as  to  keep  up  their 
knowledge.  Our  Reserve  Artillerymen 
never  have  this  practice.  Further,  the 
mode  of  draught  in  their  Artillery  is  the 
same  as  that  for  all  farm  purpoeea;  ours 
ie  quite  different.  The  horses  of  the 
country  are  all  available ;  ours  are  not. 
I^ey  are  aJao  registered ;  ours  are  not ; 
paira  of  horses  aoeustomed  to  work  to- 
gether, can  be  procured  and  put  into 

K  2 


Digitized  by 


263  mfmen  of  {COMMONS} 


iht  Empire, 


2A4 


batteries  at  rety  short  notice.  In  oar 
Service,  we  should  have  to  unman  and 
unhorse  other  batteries,  supposing  that 
they  exist.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  claims  that  the  increase  of  guns  for 
Garrison  Artillery,  and  for  the  Volun- 
teers, will  make  up  for  the  loss  of  guns 
that  should  be  in  the  fore-front  in  a 
campaign.  It  would  be  as  well  to  say 
that,  in  the  interest  of  India,  the  lUh 
Bffligal  Lancers  are  to  be  reduced,  but 
that  the  3rd  West  Lidia  Begimeot  is 
to  be  increased.  The  allotment  of  bag- 
gage animaU  to  Bifantry  regiments— 
namely,  240  horses  (see  Army  Estimates), 
cannot  be  ^ut  as  a  set-off  for  the  loss  of 
five  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery;  and 
the  arrangement  does  not  get  over  the 
fact  that  30  guns,  with  the  greatest  mo- 
bility, are  lost  to  the  Service.  "We,  at 
the  present  time,  have  of  Horse  Artil- 
lery— four  batteries  of  six  guns  for  the 
First  Army  Corps  ;  four  batteries  of  four 
guns  for  the  Second  Army  Corps ;  five 
batteries  of  four  guns  for  a  Bmerve.  It  is 
quite  safe  to  say  that,  to  complete  the 
batteries  of  the  First  Army  Corps  to  War 
Establishment,  every  gunner,  driver,  and 
horse  of  the  five  Seserve  batteries  would 
be  required.  If  these,  then,  are  abo- 
lished, the  batteries  of  the  Second  Army 
Corps  will  have  to  supply,  as  far  as  they 
can,  the  men  uid  horses  required,  and 
thus  the  Secood  Army  Corps'  batteries 
will  be  entirely  denuded  of  horses,  and 
almost  entirely  of  non-commissioned  offi- 
cers and  men.  It  is  only  by  keeping  up 
a  strong  force  of  Horse  Artillery  that 
we  can  hope  to  put  an  efficient  propor- 
tion of  it  in  the  field.  The  difficulty  in 
these  days  of  procuring  good  horses, 
sound,  and  of  proper  stamp  for  the 
Horse  Artillery,  is  great,  even  in  peace 
time,  when  there  is  no  hurry;  and 
what  may  we  expect  when  war  is  upon 
us?  Bemember,  a  single  unsaitable 
horse  may  mean  the  impotence  or 
loss  of  a  gun.  It  was  my  duty 
to  buy,  as  quickly  as  possible,  £00 
horses  in  Ireland,  during  the  Cam- 
paign of  1882  in  Egypt;  horses  for 
Hotie  Artillery  and  ^xmy  Vftre  most 
difficult  to  procure,  and  but  very  few 
iadeed  were  at  all  fit  to  send  out 
to  a  c6m|migiii  baggage  horees  were 
y  to  obtain.  Tha  power  af  Artillery 
the  field  is  in  tho  riurnlcjr  of  guns 
tly  put  iiitn  tliEi  fiolil ;  and  not  in 
nmber  of  men  cnpnblo  or  garrison- 
&rta  at  homo  and  in  tho  Colonics. 


If  it  became  necessary  to  increase  the 
Garrison  Artillery,  it  could  be  done  at 
any  time,  to  a  very  large  amount,  from 
the  Auxiliary  Forces — Militia  and  Volun- 
teers, Keserves,  &o.  Guns  put  into 
store  are  guns  reduced,  as  the  men  and 
horses  to  work  them  will  not  be  kept  up. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has 
not  explained  the  cost  of  the  proposed 
changes,  or  the  amount  of  saving  in  ex- 
peuditure ;  we  must  therefore  conclude 
that  the  saving  is  nt/,  or  else  that  the 
saving  is  to  be  expended  elsewhere.  He 
states  that  oil  the  Horse  Artilleiy  that 
will  be  required— that  is,  for  this  nev 
scheme  of  organization — will  be  eight 
batteries  of  sixguns  each  forthe  Firstand 
Second  Army  Corps ;  that  none  of  them 
will  be  kepton  warstrength,  and  five  only 
of  those  eight  batteries  will  be  main- 
tained at  First  Army  Corps  strength  with 
six  guns ;  that  three  Horse  Artilleir 
batteries  of  the  Second  Army  Corps  will 
only  have  four  guns  ,eaoh,  and  men  and 
horses  in  proportion— adding  that,  "in 
war  time,  of  course,  these  Horse  Artillery 
batteries  will  take  the  field  with  six  guns 
each."  He  does  not  explain  how  this  is 
to  be,  as  the  five  other  batteries  to-day  in 
existence,  and  able  to  supply  offloeret 
ntm-oommissioned  officers,  men  and 
horses  are  to  be  abolished  next  month ! 
It  should  be  understood  that  there 
are  to  be  three  Establishments  in 
the  Horse  Artillery  —  batteries  at 
war  strength,  at  which  there  are  to 
be  none — 175  men  and  163  horses  ; 
First  Army  Corps'  strength,  at  which 
there  are  to  be  five  batteries— 
162  men  and  104  horses;  and  a  low 
Second  Army  Corps*  strength,  at  which 
there  are  to  be  three  batteries — 130 
men  and  72  horses.  Therefore,  it  is 
evident  that  to  form  only  four  batteries 
at  war  strength  in  case  of  need  for  the 
First  Army  Corps,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  denude  the  whole  of  the  3nd  Army 
Corps,  with  the  exception  of  470  men 
and  84  horses,  and  this  without  etimin- 
atin^  tiie  men  and  horses  unfit  Anr  oetire 
service  from  any  of  the  eight  batteries 
that  it  is  proposed  only  to  retain.  Are 
the  two  Army  Corps — if  they  can  be 
formed— (which  they  have  never  been, 
except  on  pajper,  for  13  years)  to  be 
left  entirely  without  reserve  ?  Is  India, 
in  emergency,  to  be  dependent  for  a 
supply  of  Horse  Artillery  on  the  break- 
ing up  of  these  two  Army  Corps  f  If 
the  proportion  of  Horso  Aliill^fy  u  tOQ 
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large  for  onr  Army,  it  Trould  appear 
that  the  authors  of  thia  new  scheme  are 
the  verj  adriserB  who  are  responsible 
for  tlie  taxpayers  of  the  county  having 
been  for  years  post  heavily  burdened 
for  an  excess  of  force  in  this  arm ! 
Field  Uaxshal  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala, 
in  "  another  place,"  has  clearly  demon- 
Btrated  that  the  proposed  reductions  in 
the  Boyal  Artillery  in  general  are 
fraaght  with  extreme  peril— that  they 
irouM  cripple  efficiency  ;  that  30  guns 
vould  cease  to  be  Horse  ArtiUe^  guns ; 
that  more  than  600  trained  and  Bxilled 
Horse  Artillerymen  would  be  taken  from 
this  important  arm,  and  would  have  to 
be  sent  to  other  duties  which  require 
much,  less  skill ;  also  that  the  Imperial 
Forces  have  not,  by  an  immense  num- 
ber, their  proper  proportion  of  guns, 
according  to  the  proportion  recognized 
by  the  principal  Military  Authorities  of 
Europe.   That  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
took  the  numbers  of  batteries  of  Horse 
and  Field  Artillery,  assuming  that,  on 
an  emergency,  the  considerable  num- 
ber of   Datteries  that   have  already 
been  reduced  from  six  to  four  guns 
znight  be  completed  to  six  guns — 
a  process  most  exhausting  to  other 
batteries — and  proved  that  the  106 
batteries  of  636  guns  are  not,  in  any  way, 
in  proper  proportion  to  the  Imperial 
troops,  of  wbicb  Setums  give  a  total 
strength  of  289,960,  and  that  this  636 
guns  would  stand  to  them  in  the  propor- 
tion of  only  2-2  guns  to  1,000  men. 
Kapoleon  laid  down  three  guns  to  1,000 
meu — a  low  estimate  for  the  present  day 
— but  according  to  which  we  should  re- 
quire 869  gunS)  01^  233  more  than  we 
possess.   The  German  standard  is  now 
8-6  guns  per  1,000  men,  according  to 
whi^  w  e  should  have  1 , 04  3  gun  s, 
instead  of  636.    Jomini,  with  whom 
General  Lord  Wolseley  agrees  in  the 
JPoeietBeekf  says  this — "the  proportion 
should  be  three  guns  to  1,000."  Frede- 
nok  the  Great  be^an  wi^  this  propor- 
tion, but  quickly  lucreased  it.   In  India, 
in  1879,  a  proposal  very  similar  to  the 
-  present  scheme  of  reduction  was  recom- 
mended by  a  Commission  on  Army 
Organization.  The  Minutes  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  India  on  the  Beport 
is  so  mucb  to  the  point  that  I  venture  to 
quote  from  it.  The  Commander-in-Chiof 
wrote — 

"  It  is  proposed  by  the  CommiBeion  to  reduce 
the  ilone  Aitinery  in  India  from  16  to  10  bat- 


teries. In  this  BweejMog  redoction  I  cannot 
concur.  Tbo  CommiaBtott  eonsider  that  after 
proTiding  ibis  arm  iar  two  Army  Ck>rpe,  no 
more  is  required.  "So  Beserre  and  no  means  of 
keeping  complete  or  efficient  tiie  10  batteries  of 
Horse  Artillery  in  the  two  Army  Cotps  has 
been  provided,  nor  is  any  provision  wmtevor 
made  to  meet  the  coDtingoDoy  of  more  of  thia 
arm  being  required  elsewhere.  It  saffices  to  uy 
that,  in  Bengal,  with  six  Horse  Artillery 
batteries  in  &e  field  and  four  in  the  rear, 
these  latter  have  been  so  denuded  of  men  to  re- 
place the  casualties  in  the  former,  that  it  has 
been  found  absolutely  inexpedient  to  further 
denude  them  tsi  the  few  i^eotives  still  left ; 
and  ve  have  been  obliged  to  telegraph  home 
for  110  men  of  this  branch  to  meet  require- 
ments during  the  coming  season,  and  which 
will  cause  an  increase  in  the  present  fixed 
Ertablishment  of  this  arm  in  Bengal  of  70  men. 
Sadi  Isets  speak  for  thenudves," 

Now  these  were  ux-gun,  not  four-gun, 
battwies.  Again — 

"  No  Horse  Artillery  would  be  available  for 
external  uses  in  the  event  of  any  consideruble 
force  being  despatched  beyond  sea.  In  fact, 
this  branch,  which  pwbaps  requires  the  longest 
training  of  all,  is  entirely  overlooked,  not  only 
as  regards  Reserrea  for  that  portion  employed 
in  the  field,  but  also  with  reference  to  any  in> 
temal  or  external  contingencies  which  mi^ht 
arise  during  another  war.  such  as  that  in  which 
we  are  now  engaged.  ....  At  present,  Bom- 
bay, with  its  two  batteries  of  Hone  Artillery  in 
or  about  to  take  the  field,  has  no  Iteserve,  and 
if  the  casuidtie«  from  invaliding,  &c.,  in  these 
batteries  approach  those  of  the  Horse  Artillery 
batteries,  which  took  the  field  from  Bengal  in 
1878-9,  the  result  will  be  that,  after  completiog 
the  foremoBt  battery  from  the  one  in  rear,  the 
latter  will  be  anaUe  to  torn  oat  more  than  two 
guns,  if  it  be  not  rendered  entirely  tmflt  for 
service.*' 

The  Gommander-in>Ohie{  in  India  ex- 
plains— 

*'  To  place  a  battery  in  the  field,  the  first 
thing  to  be  done  is  to  transfer  to  it  men  and 
horses,  not  recruits  and  raw  horses,  but  men 
and  animals  trained  to  tho  work.  The  wear  and 
tear  in  the  field  is  excessive,  and  has  to  bo  mot 
from  batteries  in  the  rear.  The  history  of  I.  C. 
Uoyal  Horae  Artillery,  and  a  statement  of  the 
dnuts  required  to  keep  it  efficient,  and  the  ne- 
cessity under  which  it  became  obligatory  to 
relieve  it,  would  aBtonish  those  who  have  had 
no  concern  witii  the  details  of  such  affiurs." 

Sir  Frederick  Haines,  in  a  further  Ui* 
nute  on  the  subject,  remarks — 

"  In  my  Uinuto  of  tho  20th  March,  1880,  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  fact  that  Bombay  had 
but  two  batteries  of  Royal  Horse  Artillery,  that 
they  were  in  or  about  to  take  the  field,  and  that 
they  had  no  Reserve.   What  happened  ?  E-B 
buttery  suffered  severe  losses  at  Maiwand,  an 
it  was  necesaarv  to  repair  them  by  the  despatc 
of  a  complete  divinon,  men  and  horses,  hamcs 
and  guns,  from  a  battery  in  Bengal,  at  Umbal- 
lah,  Bombay,  having  no  reserves  either  in  men 
or  horses  trained  to  (bat  branch  of  the  eervico. '  * 
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He  further  explains — 

"  Oo  the  outbreak  of  war  it  would  be  neces- 
sary  to  complete  the  batterieB  selected  for  ser- 
Tice  in  the  front  from  those  that  remaia  in  rear. 
Thflie  axe  many  nwn  and  hoiwa,  though  oqnal 
to  the  ordinary  duties  of  peace  ^me,  are  quite 
unfit  to  stand  the  exposure  and  privaUon  of 
actire  service,  and  all  of  them  have  to  be  elimin- 
ated, and  their  places  filled  up  by  effective 
transfers  from  the  other  batteries.  This  same 
process  haa  to  be  continued  throughout  the 
campaign,  and  the  resnlt  is  that,  whilst  com- 
pleting and  maintaining  the  batteries  In  front, 
we  render  inefEdent  a  litfge  proportion  of  those 
in  rear,  and  this  to  an  extent  which  is  not  ap- 
parent from  the  mere  returns  of  tiie  casualties 
occurring  in  front — for  while  giving  away  these 
serviceable  men  and  horses,  the  rear  batteries, 
in  many  instanoes,  hare  been  receivinK  in  ex- 
change the  inefficienta  they  replace,  so  that  not 
only  are  the  numbers  reduoed,  but  their  quality 
hectnnea  seriously  deteriorated;  in  fact,  they 
can  no  longer  be  looked  upon  as  efficient  bat- 
teries. In  India,  in  1878,  to  complete  10  bat- 
teries to  a  war  footing,  it  required  105  transfers 
of  men.  To  complete  the  same  batteries  for 
service  a^ain  in  1879,  it  required  244  more  men. 
The  drain,  therefore,  on  the  rear  batteries  dur- 
ing one  year  alone  amounted  to  349  men,  which 
is  equal  to  the  strength  of  two  batteries.  To 
complete  I.O.  Royal  Horse  Artillery  in  the  field, 
for  the  period  of  the  war,  lasting  eight  months 
42  men  and  44  horses  were  requir^  ;  for  the 
second  period,  lasting  five  months,  41  men  and 
40  htmes  were  required ;  or,  in  the  whole  period 
of  16  months,  from  the  Ume  they  were  warned 
for  service  in  1878  un^  their  recall  in  1880, 
thoy  expended  83  men  and  90  horses,  which 
was  more  than  half  their  original  strength." 

The  Commander-ill- Chief  added  to  bis 
Uinates  these  words — 

"  The  advantage  of  Horse  Artillery  consiHtB 
in  its  mobility,  which  enaUes  it  to  act  with 
Cavalry.  Field  Artillery  is  less  mobile  and 
to  substitute  it  for  Horse  Artillery  would  be 
either  to  deprive  the  Cavalry  of  its  guns,  or  to 
reduce  its  mobility  to  that  of  a  Field  Artillery, 
the  r6le  of  which  is  to  work  with  Infantry-  ; 
and  also  it  appears  to  me  that  by  looldng  too 
much  to  the  saving  that  might  be  effected  in 
the  time  of  peace,  the  necessity  of  being  pre- 
pared for  war  has,  u  renxds  this  branch,  been 
W  dght  of." 

It  is  fully  recognised  abroad  that — 

"  Horse  Artillery  most  be  tnuned  and  kept 
MS^;  II  It  toe  iOv  »»  Wiia  ^m^^  war 

Uounted  Infantfy,  i&at  is 

moat  u!4&ful,  you  con  imprcmae.  Binoe 
the  Mutiny,  iif>  Worm  Artillery  m  lodla 
niu  muinod  Nativi'  ArtilUryinen; 
Din)Hi:qnao%,  tho  Horso  Artiller^r  faat- 
tanu  ar*  Qomjilcrtely  dopt<ud*jut  on  the 
Hema  Enlablisliinent  for  Iteservcs.  The 
Ijiiljiiii  (Juwririini'nt  ttMj),  at  itinwii  bx- 
4VMx>,  tvij  ^ninll  iti  jii^jtatn  Knj-lunJ,  con^ 
^  i10t4|f  vl  m mils  itiUiiidDd  to  va^in 


annual  reliefs  in  India  of  men  discharged 
and  invalided,  and  a  certain  number  of 
old  horses,  and  old  guns,  for  trunin^ 
purposes  only.  The  whole  of  the  Horse 
Artillery  throughout  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions  would  be  dependent,  in  case  of 
necessity,  on  the  breaking  up  of  the  First 
Army  Corps  to  fill  up  any  casualty  that 
might  occur.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  stated  that  he  would  not  place 
a  responsibility  on  the  House  that  he 
should  himself  bear.  That  responsi- 
bility  on  this  occasion  is  indeed  most 
onerous.  The  responsibility  of  de- 
ducting 80  swiousiy  from  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  arm,  most  difficult  to 
establish,  and  of  such  eminent  impor- 
tance in  war ;  and  this  res^onsibilitv  he 
must  take  in  direct  opposition  to  uose 
officers  who  have  had  immense  ex- 
perience in  organiiation  and  in  war, 
and  who  have  commanded  our  lai^eat 
Armies,  in  opposition  to  the  <n>inion  of 
officers  of  high  standing  in  the  Conti- 
nental and  English  Armies — inopposition 
to  statistics  which  prove  distinctly  that 
the  whole  fabric  of  me  First  Army  Corps 
must  fall  to  pieces  if  this  reduction  is 
persisted  in.  One  question  must  strike 
all  thinking  men.  What  is  this  First 
Army  Corps? — for  12  years  a  paper 
Army,  only  to  be  found  in  the  Arm^ 
Li8t--4t  cannot  exist  in  substance — it 
must  be  but  a  shadow  of  the  substance ; 
for  instance,  one  regiment  of  Cavalry 
that  helps  to  form  it  has,  out  of  aa 
Establishment  of  400  horses,  82  three 
year-old,  and  48  four  year-old,  and  SO 
wanting  to  complete.  I  may  here  say 
that  one  battery  of  Horse  Artillery  has, 
during  the  past  year,  been  raised,  at 
considerable  expense,  to  the  First  Army 
Coros*  strength.  It  is  now  complete 
with  men  and  horses,  and  the  latest 
equipment  throughout.  The  battery  it 
to  be  reduced  at  once,  or  converted  into 
somethiug  else.  Does  this  seem  to  be 
wisdom  ?  Thanking  the  House  for  the 
indulgence  extended  to  me,  permit  me 
to  say  that  it  has  been  my  duty,  for 
several  years,  in  India  and  at  home,  to 
instruct  Horse  ArtilletT  and  Cavalry 
combined ;  also  that  I  have  witnessed 
Horse  Artillery  so  enfeebled  and  re* 
duced  by  the  casualties  of  a  campaign 
and  climate  that  it  could  hardly  reply  to 
tlie  enemy's  fire.  I  feel  sure  that  it  ia 
the  wish  of  Englishmen  that  troops 
in  front  of  campaigns  may  be  sus- 
tained in  a  way  wwlhy  of  England. 
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No  doubt,  the  proposed  reduction  of  bo 
many  distinguished  batteries  is  a  source 
of  bittOT  disappointment  to  officers,  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  men.  Famous 
batteries  are  to  be  obliterated,  for  a  time 
at  least.  Who's  heart  has  not  thrilled 
at  the  story  of  the  deeds  of  t^e  Socket 
Troop — the  only  Eneliah  force  at  Ijeipaio 
—the  Battle  <^  the  Nations !  where 
80,000  men  irere  kUled— and  of  the 
glorioiu  histonr  of  the  Boyal  Artillery, 
which  splradid  corps  has  won  the  motto 
that  atands  pro-eminent  amidst  all 
trophies— "TIbique."  On  this  I  will 
not  further  enlarge,  I  have  avoided 
all  thought  of  sentiment.  I  represent 
the  ease  solely  on  practical  grounds.  In 
the  interests  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
Army,  I  do  earnestly  entreat  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  to  relinquish  this 
scheme.  As  to  the  question  of  expendi- 
tore.  In  the  recent  five  years,  under  my 
command  were  some  50  batteries  and 
battalions,  and  it  has  been  my  duty  to 
inspect  every  regiment  of  Cavalry  at 
home»  and  my  knowledge  of  soldiers 
tella  me  that  there  is  no  wish  that  the 
expenditure  of  public  money  on  the 
Army  should  be  increased;  but  that 
tiiere  ia  a  very  deepfelt  anxiety  that 
waste  and  extravagance  should  be  put  a 
stop  to,  that  tbe  money  should  be  well 
spent,  and  that  sudden  and  reckless 
blowB  should  not  be  struck  at  any  branch 
of  the  Service  which,  hitherto,  it  has 
been  accounted  necessary  to  maintain  in 
the  highest  state  of  efficiency.  In  the 
next  campaign  on  the  Continent,  that 
an  Knglish  Army  may  be  engaged  in, 
may  ue  Commander,  by  consummate 
atdU,  paralyze  his  enemy  by  gaining  his 
fiank,  by  cutting  offhiscommimications; 
then,  indeed,  will  the  bloodshed  be  com- 
daratively  small,  and  most  assuredly  in 
aoooeeding  in  that  grand  aim,  Cavalry 
and  Htose  Artilleiy,  with  its  mobility 
and  speed,  will  prove  itself  to  be  that 
Oommander'a  best  weapon  and  Eng- 
land's traeet  friend. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  said,  he  hailed  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  the  appearance  for  the 
first  time  of  a  lucid  statement,  which 
afforded  some  promise  of  a  consecutive 
and  well-thought-out  scheme  of  organi- 
sation in  our  Army.  He  hoped  that  it 
might  be  found  to  combine  efficiency 
with  economy,  and  with  those  strong 
military  features  to  which  previous 
^eakere  had  xelemd.  While  he  sud 


this,  however,  he  concurred  in  tho  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  (Qeneral  Fraser),  who 
had  stated  the  case  against  reduc- 
tion of  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery.  He 
should  like,  however,  to  put  the  case 
even  more  strongly,  and  to  say  that  he 
believed  no  possible  economy  which 
could  he  attempted  would  lead  to 
greater  extoavagance  ox  waste  in  the 
end  than  this  economy  which  had  been 
palmed  off  on  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive 
who  were  the  military  advisers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  was  almost 
inclined  to  think  that  some  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  advisers  had  been  at- 
tempting to  play  a  practical  joke  upon 
him ;  but  it  was  a  joke  which  would  not 
be  likely  to  be  successful,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  held  the  reins  of 
Office  for  12  months  more.  If  there  was 
any  real  military  weight  at  the  back  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion, 
where  was  it  to  be  found  ?  Who  was 
the  military  originator  of  the  scheme  ? 
Certainly  not  the  Adjutant  General 
(Viscount  Wolseley),  who  was  opposed 
to  it,  and  there  was  tiie  sbongest  possi- 
ble condemnation  of  it  hj  Lord  Napier, 
whose  authority  stood  onfy  second  to,  and 
whose  experience  was  in  some  respects 
more  varied  than,  General  Wolsefey's. 
But  it  was  not  only  in  regard  to  the 
Home  service  that  he  objected.  He  con- 
tended that  it  was  a  veritable  breach  of 
faith  in  regard  to  our  Army  in  India, 
and  of  the  contract  entered  into  with 
the  Indian  Government  in  1879-80. 
This  reduction  was  unwise,  not  only  as 
regarded  the  Army  at  home,  but  as  re- 
garded the  possibilities  of  augmentation 
in  case  of  war  in  Europe,  and  the  possi- 
bility of  our  having  considerably  to  re- 
inforce our  military  forces  in  India.  To 
his  mind,  the  proposed  economy  re- 
sembled the  economy  which  would  be 
practised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War,  if  he  were  to 
take  his  best  case  of  Sunday  razors  and 
apply  them  to  the  cutting  of  paving 
stones.  He  could  not  conceive  any 
greater  waste  or  misapplication  of 
money  than  that  which  would  even- 
tually be  caused  by  replacing  the  Horse 
Artillery,  a  splendid  arm  of  the  service, 
which  they  were  now  destroying  for  no 
purpose  whatever.  He  recognized  the 
necessity  that  we  should  have  two  Army 
Ooipa,  oapablo  of  being  placed  in  the 
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field  at  fihort  notice,  instead  of  one ;  and 
in  this  connection  he  supported  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  in  that  augmenta- 
tion. But  he  trusted,  before  the  debate 
closed,  the  House  would  have  an  indica- 
tion from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  reserved  an  open  mind  on  the  question 
of  reducing  the  Horse  Artillery,  and  that 
he  would  reconsider  the  subject  before 
tho  Estimates  were  finally  passed.  As 
an  instance  of  the  importance  of  Horse 
Artillery  at  certain  critical  moments,  he 
would  refer  to  an  illustration  partly  used 
by  the  hon.  and  eallant  Member  opposite. 
Tho  battiA  of  SoDraonhad  been  referred 
to,  an  action  in  which  the  regiment  in 
whioh  he  bad  the  honour  to  serve  had 
taken  a  leading  part  (the  lOtfa  Foot). 
The  battle  was  fimght  on  Febman  10, 
1846.  In  the  course  of  the  fight  12 
guns  in  all  of  Horse  Artillery  were 
brought  into  play  at  a  critical  moment 
of  the  action  on  the  1,000  of  Sikhs  then 
swarming  across  the  river,  and,  by  their 
aid,  the  neck  of  the  Sikh  army  was 
practically  broken  in  less  than  twelve 
minutes.  He  could  also  cite,  as  fur- 
ther examples  of  the  immenae  import- 
ance of  the  services  of  Horse  Artulery 
at  critical  moments  in  action,  the  case  of 
the  batUe  between  the  French  and  the 
Germans  at  Qravelotte,  where  he  was  a 

Sersonal  spectator  of  the  scene,  and  also 
le  experience  of  a  battle  fought  by  Lord 
Wolseley  in  Egypt,  at  Maaammah,  on  the 
24th  Angnat,  1882.  He  turned  next  to 
a  most  important  question  connected  wiUi 
the  p<^ularity(rf  recruiting.  As  a  magis- 
trate of  two  counties  he  had  obaerred 
^t  tiiere  eould  be  no  more  deplorable 
position  than  that  of  soldiers  passed  into 
the  Beserve,  who  were  often  obliged  to 
go  about  the  countiy  like  beggars, 
unable  to  find  the  means  of  obtaining  a 
decent  livelihood.  Something,  he  urged, 
ought  to  be  done  to  prevent  men  who 
had  served  the  Government  in  a  military 
capacity  from  becoming  reduced  when 
they  passed  into  civil  life  into  the  con- 
dition of  waifs  and  tramps,  who  had  fre- 
quently to  ask  for  ohari^  because  tiiey 
could  not  procure  suitable  civil  employ- 
ment. If  some  prospect  of  occupation 
in  civil  life  could  be  held  out  to  those 
men  it  would  be  of  very  great  advantage 
to  the  Army  and  its  recruiting,  and  idso 
to  the  employers  of  labour,  wao.  if  tibey 
Imew  that  all  the  men  were  not  liable  to 
be  taken  away  from  them  at  ^ort 
aotioe,  would  not,  as  they  did  now, 


think  the  Beserre  men  were  a  class 
who  ought  to  be  avoided  like  a  pe&ti- 
lence.    That  was  a  matter  in  which 
he  was  sure  that  all  economists  mi^bt 
concur,  and  he  hailed  with  satisfaction 
the  opportunity  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  held  out  to  him  of  having 
that  important  subject  discussed  fully 
when  the  Vote  for  the  Beserve  was 
brouebt  forward.    With  regard  to  the 
detauB  which  had  been  placed  before 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they 
were  not  only  useful  in  the  highest 
degree,  but  they  were  put  forward  in  a 
manner  which  offered  every  assurance 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
entering  on  a  career  of  usefulness  which 
would  correspondtothehigh promise  that 
he  had  givMi  in  tiie  offices  of  State  which 
he  had  hitherto  filled.  It  was  a  distinet 
advantage  that  he  had  now  laid  before 
them  an  o^anized  miUtary  system  and 
the  prospect  of  o^anizing  two  Army 
Corps  instead  of  one,  and  that  the  line  of 
communications  of  the  two  Army  Corps 
would  also  be  looked  to.    He  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
not  see  his  way  to  taking  steps  for  tlie 
improvement  of  the  organization  of  the 
Cavalry.    Since  1875  our  Cavalry  or- 
ganization had  been  truly  declared  to  be 
the  most  wretched  and  unsystematic  in 
the  world ;  and  no  greater  field  of  useful- 
ness  was  still  open  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  than  that  of  ^ving  a  me- 
thodic organization  to  our  Oavauy,  botii 
at  home  and  in  India,  which,  as  to  both 
horseB,  men,  and  offloers,  were  second  to 
none  in  the  world.   He  did  not  think 
the^  could  find  in  Great  Britun  one 
regiment,  and  not  half-a-dozen  in  India, 
wmch  they  would  send  into  the  field  at 
the  present  moment  with  a  strength  of 
600  effective  men  and  600  effective 
horses.     There  was  another  subject 
which  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
touched  upon,  that  of  Mounted  Infantry. 
He  was  very  much  disappointed  that  no 
mention  was  made  of  that  arm  of  the  ser- 
vice, which  used  once  to  be  sneered  at  by 
the  Cavalry,  but  was  now  acknowledged 
by  them  to  be  their  best  assistant.  Lord 
Wolseley  had  always  said  that  oar 
Cavalry  was  so  very  expenaiTe,  and  ia 
such  small  numbers,  that  we  ooutd  not 
spare  a  single  )um»  tax  Mounted  In* 
f an  try.    But  he  had  advanced  the 
opinion  that  Mounted  Infantry  could  b« 
improvised  whenever  a  campaign  took 
place.   Upon  that  subject  he  (Sw  Heniy 
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Havelock-Allan)  begged  most  respect- 
fully to  disagree  with  the  noble  General, 
who  formed  his  opinion  in  1882,  when 
we  had  the  nucleus  of  a  good  Mounted 
Infantry  which  had  gone  through  the 
two  Zulu  campaigns  of  1879  and  1880. 
He  understood  that  a  proposition  for 
teaching  men  of  the  Infantiy  some  part 
of  Cavalry  duty — about  50  in  each  bat- 
talion— set  on  foot  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  South  Hampshire 
(Sir  Frederick  FitzWygram)  had  been 
again  submitting  this  year  in  the  South- 
Eastem  Division  by  Sir  Baker  Bussell, 
and  especially  at  the  camp  at  Sbomcli£fe, 
and  that  it  had  been  rejected  beoanse  it 
would  cost  the  paltry  sum  of  £5,000.  If 
th^  oould  form  a  permanent  nucleus  of 
Mounted  Infantry  of  only  10  or  12 
squadrons  which  could  be  supplemented 
wken  necessary,  it  would  be  worth,  not 
JES.OOD,  but  £10,000  or  £12,000  a-year 
to  the  country  as  an  adjunct  to  the 
Oavalry.  There  was  one  other  subject 
upon  which  he  would  like  to  touch,  al- 
though as  a  regular  soldier  it  might  be 
considered  imjterttnent  on  his  part ;  but 
he  knew  that  many  Volunteer  Oolonela 
were  very  much  interested  in  the  matter, 
and  that  must  be  his  excuse  in  mention- 
ing it.  A  Committee  had  sat  on  the  par- 
ticular mode  in  which  it  might  be  desir- 
able to  increase  the  Capitation  Grant  to 
the  Yfdunteera.  He  was  glad  that  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  his  way 
to  increase  the  Grant  of  30<.  to  3d«.  all 
round,  but  he  himself  agreed  with  those 
Volunteer  officers  who  said  they  would 
rather  have  the  35«.  differently  distri- 
buted. The  present  system  went  very 
hardly  with  mose  men  who  were  bound 
to  shoot  out  of  the  third  class  before  they 
could  earn  any  grant  at  all.  He  believed 
there  had  been  a  very  strong  feeling 
expressed  that,  with  all  the  desire  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  undoubtedly 
had  shown  of  encouraging  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Volunteers  by  giving  them 
a  larger  money  grant;  still  that  grant 
had  been  made  in  a  way  which  did  not 
entirely  meet  their  wishes  and  require- 
ments, and  they  asked  for  a  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  matter.  If,  instead  of  there 
being  one  grant  of  30*.  and  one  of  35s., 
th«e  were  one  grant  altogether,  and 
there  were  a  relaxation  at  the  stnngency 
of  the  rules  relating  to  musketry  foi^  two 
years — after  that  he  would  like  to  see 
them  more  stringent— tho  efficiency  of 
the  whole  body  would  be  much  increased. 


To  revert  to  the  civil  employment  of 
reserved  soldiers,  he  trusted  he  might 
not  be  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  intended  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  discussing  at  the 
proper  time  that  important  question. 
He  took  it  for  granted  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  further  con- 
sidered the  matter  he  would  give  him  a 
Committee  on  that  subject,  for  he 
thought  that  would  commend  itself  to 
everyone  who  desired  economy  and  who 
wished  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 
Army. 

Captain  COTTONfCheehire,  Wirral) 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
him,  as  an  Artillery  Officer  who  had 
served  in  both  the  Boyal  Horse  Artil- 
lery and  the  Field  Batteries,  to  state  his 
opinion  on  the  proposed  conversion  and 
reduction  of  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery. 
He  congratulated  the  Government  on 
the  new  departure  which  they  had  taken 
in  endeavouring  to  render  effective 
the  paper  system  which  had  hitherto 
existed,  of  forming  two  Army  Corps  for 
our  home  Army,  and  of  placing  them  on 
such  a  footing  that  they  should  be  fit  for 
immediate  service.  They  all  remembered 
that  before  the  last  Franco-German  War 
Marshal  Le  Boeuf  in  1870,  told  the 
Emperor  Napoleon  that  the  Army  of 
France  was  complete  in  all  its  details, 
down  to  the  veiy  last  button  on  the 
soldiers'  gaiters.  No  doubt  the  buttons 
were  there,  but  no  one  could  place  their 
hands  on  tiiem  when  they  were  wanted, 
and  that  was  very  much  the  case  with 
some  matters  in  our  Army.  He  rejoiced 
to  think  that  the  Government  had  rea- 
lized the  grave  evils  which  existed,  and 
were  endeavouring  to  remedy  them.  But 
as  an  Artillery  Officer,  he  could  not  be 
silent  on  the  proposed  conversion  of  the 
Boyal  Horse  ArtUlery.  As  he  understood 
it,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  stated 
that,  as  there  was  a  deficiency  in  our 
Field  Batteries,  in  order  to  compensate 
for  that  deficiency  without  increasing  the 
expenditure,  he  wished  to  convert  cer- 
tain Horse  Artillery  batteries,  of  which 
he  had  a  surplus,  to  provide  for  the  want 
of  Field  Artillery.  That  was  an  intel- 
ligible proposition  enough,  but  he  would 
reply  with  two  others;  first,  thattheHorse 
Artillery  was  a  eorpt  d'iUtSj  one  on  which 
the  greatest  care  and  disdpline  waa  la- 
vished, so  that  it  was  the  most  difficult 
branch  of  tho  Army  to  reconstitute. 
The  next  proposition  was  that  if  they 


Digitized  by 


575  ])efenee9  of  jOOMMONs} 


the  J^mp%r4.  27d 


reduced  the  Horse  Artillery  batteries  to 
a  minimum,  the  time  must  inevitably 
come  on  active  service  when  they  would 
have  to  call  on  the  Field  Batteries  to  un- 
dertake the  duties  of  the  Horse  Artil- 
lery; and  that,  he  maintained,  they  were 
qiute  unable  and  unsuited  to  perform. 
Many  nations  were  not  deOTeasing.  but 
Btrengthening  their  Horse  Artillery. 
Belgium  was  doing  so,  and  also  Italy ; 
while  he  had  good  anthority  for  stating 
that  Spun  would  be  glad  to  do  the  same, 
could  she  afford  it.  While  he  did  not 
believe  we  intended  to  go  to  war  with 
anyone,  he  would  ask  whether,  if  we 
were  to  have  an  Army  at  all,  this  was 
a  time  to  mutilate  and  cripple  one  of  its 
moat  important  branches?  He  quite 
admitted  they  would  have  a  sufficient 
number  of  ^nas  in  comparisou  with 
those  of  foreign  nations ;  but  the  First 
Army  Corps  was  supposed  to  be  tho- 
xoughly  equipped  and  ready  for  service 
at  a  moment^  notice.  If  that  was  not 
80,  then  the  whole  raiton  (Titre  of  the 
new  scheme  went  away.  With  the  First 
Army  Corps  they  were  to  have  five 
Horae  ArtUlery  tiatteriea,  with  six  guns 
each ;  but  tJie  batteries  were  not  com- 
plete. They  had  no  ommunitioa  wag- 
gons. At  the  moment  they  were 
needed  for  service  the  Horse  Artil* 
lery  batteries  would  have  to  be  put 
up  to  the  war  strength  at  once.  Now 
the  present  full  strength  of  a  Horse 
Artillery  battery  was  104  horses,  but 
the  war  strength  was  168  horses ; 
BO  that  before  we  could  embark  a 
single  man  on  active  service  we  should 
have  to  increase  these  five  batteries  by 
64  horses  each— total  320.  The  only 
way  we  could  get  these  horses  would  be 
by  denuding  the  Second  Army  Corps  of 
its  horses.  That  was  a  venr  important 
poitttf  and  worthy  of  oarefnl  considera- 
tion. Then  the  men  of  the  Horse  Ar- 
tillery were  spedally  selected,  not  only 
on  enlistment,  but  also  on  transfer  from 
the  rest  of  the  Artill^.  Therefore, 
conndering^  what  the  Horse  Artillery 
was,  what  it  cmt  us  to  keep  up,  and  the 
core  there  was  to  midntatn  it  as  an  effi- 
cient force,  it  was  evident  it  would  be  a 
work  of  the  greatest  difficulty  to  recon- 
stitute it  if  once  disestablished.  Then 
there  was  the  privilege  of  slightly  higher 
pay,  which  the  Horse  Artillerymen  en- 
joyed, and  he  thought  that  the  loss  of 
eten  1«.  per  week  would  not  be  looked 
b7  tiie  men  with  faroor,  eepeoially 


by  tboae  who  were  married,  while  it 
would  have  a  doubtful  effect  on  the  re- 
cruiting. With  regard  to  the  proportion 
of  field  guns  per  1,000  men,  it  was  al- 
ready less  with  us  than  it  was  with 
some  of  the  foreign  nations.  Russia  bad 
always  had  a  strong  force  of  Artilleiy ; 
Germany  had  a  little  over  3  per  1,000 ; 
Uie  French  had  3f ,  while  we  had  undw 
3  per  1,000.  Theee  figures  were  only  at 
the  commencement  of  a  campaini ;  bnt 
very  often  cironmstanoes  ooounea  in  oam- 

Eaigns  when  the  Field  Artillery  in  ^aces 
ad  to  be  very  largely  increased.  When 
the  German  Army  invested  Paris  in 
1871,  the  number  of  Field  Artillery  guns 
was  increased  to  4  per  1,000  ;  in  Pnnoe 
Frederick's  campaign  it  was  also  in- 
creased to  4  per  1,000.  Then,  if  occa- 
sion did  occur  when  it  was  necessary  to 
lareely  increase  your  Field  Artillery  gen- 
ertuuy,  it  is  quite  conoeivable  that  occa- 
sions might  also  occur  when  there  would 
arise  an  increased  demand  for  Horse 
Artillery  in  particular.  They  were  told 
that  under  the  circumstances  of  modem 
warfare  it  was  not  very  often  necessary 
to  change  the  poution  of  Artille^,  and 
therefore  the  Hcnrse  Artillery  were  not 
of  so  much  use  as  they  were  fisnnerly. 
He  disputed  that  altogether.  With  a 
small  active  Army  like  ours  they  ought 
to  use  all  the  mechanical  means  in  their 
power  to  strengthen  it  in  every  respect. 
They  must  have  a  vety  large  number  of 
guns,  which  should  be  able,  not  only  to 
carry  ou  t  the  ordinary  duties  of  Field  Bat- 
teries, but,  when  required,  to  take  up 
new  positions  with  the  greatest  possible 
amount  of  mobility  and  celerity.  Thia 
could  only  be  done  by  Horse  Artillery. 
It  was  an  arm  of  the  service  which,  aa 
was  said  to  him  the  other  day,  had  to 
ride  25  miles  to  covert  before  it  began  its 
day's  hunting.  With  the  inferior  breed- 
ing of  the  horses,  the  severe  work  they 
had  to  do  would  most  eurely  tell  on  the 
Field  Batteries.  This  woiud  ha^en— 
either  the  men  would  have  to  dismoont 
when  g^ing  up  hills,  and  they  would 
arrive  at  the  scene  of  action  thoroughly 
exhausted,  or  there  would  be  no  gunnera 
at  all.  It  seemed  to  him  quite  impos- 
sible that  Field  Batteries  oould  ever  be 
a  complete  substitute  for  Horse  ArtiUeiy. 
The  Secretary  of  State  would  be  better 
advised  if  he  had  drawn  his  informatioa 
on  this  subject  from  practical  Horse  Ar- 
tillery and  OavalxT  officers.  Espaoially 
he  would  «ak  the  Housef  befm  he  tat 
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down,  not  to  be  misled  on  thia  Bubject  by 
what  had  boen  said  in  "  another  place  " 
hy  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  tiiat,  as  regarded  the  Artillery, 
there  was  not,  ta^ng;  the  whole  force, 
a  xednctioa,  but  an  increase ;  that  there 
was  a  reduction  in  field  and  horse,  but  a 
considOTable  increase  in  the  garrison 
artillery.  Why,  it  might  just  as  well 
be  said  that  there  was  no  reduction  of 
the  Cavalry  and  Infantry  of  the  Line 
if  you  took  500  men  from  them  and 
added  the  same  number  to  the  Marine 
Artillery.  Under  all  these  circumstances 
he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  could  not  see  his  way  to  re- 
consider the  question  of  the  conversion 
of  these  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery. 
There  was  one  battery  which  had  a 
glorious  history,  which  had  played  a 
glorious  part  in  corering  the  retreat  at 
Maiwana  and  prevented  it  being  a  rout ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  ^ause  and  see  if  he  could  save  it  from 
being  entirely  expunged  from  the  Army 
List. 

Oekkbai,  Bm  GEOKGE  BALK>UB 
(Kincardine)  said,  he  must  express  his 
acknowledgments  to  the  Secretary  for 
War  for  the  excellent  Memorandum 
which  had  accompanied  the  Army  Esti* 
mates  this  year,  and  hoped  its  publica- 
tion would  be  an  annual  one.  Satisfac- 
tory as  the  Explanatory  Statement  was 
in  many  of  its  details,  especially  in  re- 

fard  to  clearly  showing  the  large  sum 
ome  by  the  Army  Estimates  for  the 
cost  of  stores  for  the  Navy ;  there  was  one 
reference  to  the  cost  of  the  Artillery  bat- 
teries which  appeared  meagre,  for  it 
failed  to  afford  any  information  about  the 
relative  charge  for  Horse  and  Field  Ar- 
tillery, and  yet  advocated  economy  by 
breaking  up  Horse  ArtiUory  Batteries, 
in  order  to  raise  up  more  iield  Batter- 
ies. He  could  not  but  wonder  at  the 
partial  attempt  which  the  War  Office 
had  made  to  eEFeot  economy  by  reducing 
the  Horse  Artillery  five  Batteries  and 
replacing  them  by  Field  Batteries.  He 
was  no  admirer  of  an  undue  proportion 
of  Horse  Artillery;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  for  the  Secretary  for 
War,  if  he  desired  to  effect  economy  by 
changes  of  organization,  to  look  in 
other  directions  for  better  results.  We 
had  undertaken  the  defence  of  India, 
and  to  supply  that  country  with  a  suffi- 
cient force  of  Artillery ;  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saymg  that  the  AitiUerj 


Establishment  in  India  was  entirely 
below  what  it  should  be.  At  present 
we  supplied  India  with  1 1  batteries  of 
Horse  Artillery  and  42  of  Field,  in  all 
318  guns,  giving  about  three  guns  to 
2,000  Infantry  and  Oavalry ;  a  propor- 
tion far  below  the  number  which  the 
most  experienced  General  agreed  on  as 
necessary — the  Horse  Artillery  gnns,  66 
in  number,  being  far  less  than  the  num- 
ber needed  for  our  Indian  Cavalry.  He 
thought  the  House  was  entitled  to  ask 
that  the  views  of  thoso  who  had  ad- 
vised the  Secretary  for  War  to  make 
this  reduction  should  be  published,  and 
that  proof  should  be  given  as  to  whether 
higher  economies  had  been  advised  in 
other  branches  of  the  Service.  Those 
who  bad  studied  the  organization  of  the 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  could  point  to 
large  economies  being  possible  in  those 
two  arms.  For  instance,  the  Household 
Cavalry  of  three  regiments  and  24  troops, 
comprising  only  950  privates,  conld  lbs 
converted  into  one  re^ment  of  six 
squadrons  of  120  effective  privates  in 
each ;  the  surplus  200  privates  bein^  told 
off  into  band,  acting  non-commissioned 
and  employed  men.  So  also  with  regard 
to  the  Cavalry  of  the  Line,  consisting  of 
28  regiments  formed  into  224  troops, 
and  having  about  13,000  privates;  these 
might  be  formed  into  60  squadrons  of 
150  effective  privates  each,  leaving  4,000 
surplus  privates  for  band,  employed, 
recruits,  lance-corporals,  and  thereby 
needing  only  15  regimental  cadres,  each 
of  four  squadrons.  With  regard  to  the 
Infantry  of  the  Line,  consisting  of  141 
battalions  of  1,410  companies  and  94,500 
privates,  this  strength  could  only  yield 
about  70,000  effective  privates,  after 
deducting  band,  recruits,  lance-cor- 
porals, non-c(mimis8ioned  colour  guard, 
pioneers,  employed.  This  effective  num- 
het  could  be  formed  into  600  companies 
of  120  privates  eaoh,  and  requiring  about 
100  CMres  for  battalions  of  six  com- 
panies each.  These  were  economies  on 
an  effective  scale,  which  might,  on 
money  considerations,  be  enforced  with  a 
far  more  useful  end  than  that  resulting 
from  the  abolition  of  30  fully-equipped 
Horse  Artillery  guns,  of  such  good 
organization  as  could  not  be  equalled 
on  the  Continent. 

Sir  FREDERICK  FITZWYGRAM 
(Hants,  Fareham)  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Horse  Artillery  had  been 
very  fully  discussed  that  evening,  and 
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ho  wUhed  merely  to  refer  to  one  par- 
ticular point  which  he  thought  had  not 
been  sufficiently  pressed.  There  were 
two  distinct  uses  tor  Horse  Artillery ;  in 
the  6r8t  place  to  accompany  Cavalry, 
and  in  the  second  place  to  act  as  a  re- 
serve to  be  sent  to  any  point  which 
might  be  pressed  in  an  unforeseen  man- 
ner. WiUi  regard  merely  to  its  first 
use,  no  doubt  the  proposed  organization 
was  sufficient ;  but  as  regarded  the 
second,  which  was  becoming  of  more 
consequence  every  day,  he  thought  that 
it  was  utterly  insufficient.  In  former 
days  the  range  of  muskets  was  small, 
and  battalions  were  drawn  up  in  olose 
order,  so  that  the  line  of  fire  was  con- 
oenb-ated,  and  the  amount  of  ground 
covered  was,  comparatuTely  speakingi 
restricted.  Now,  on  tho  contraxy,  in  a 
great  battle  the  troops  covered  three, 
four,  or  five  miles,  Horse  Ardllery 
was  with  the  attack,  and  the  Field  Ar- 
tillonr  with  the  Oenerab  commanding 
the  (ufPerent  divisions.  On  a  sudden  at- 
tack upon  any  vital  point  it  would  be 
impossible  to  get  up  the  Field  Artiller; 
in  time.  If  the  General  commanding 
the  division  had  to  send  Artillery  to  a 
point  two  miles  and  a  half  ofif,  with  the 
ditour  behind  the  troops  which  would  be 
necessary,  it  would  take  Field  Artillery 
an  hour  before  it  could  get  to  the  spot, 
whereas  Horse  Artillery  could  get  there 
in  20  minutes.  For  this  reason  he 
thought  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  maintain  the  strength  and  efficiency 
of  the  Horse  Artillery.  Another  point 
connected  with  the  Artillerywhioit  he 
wished  to  bring  before  the  House  was 
the  organization  of  the  regiment  of  Ar- 
tillery. He  bad  not  a  word  to  say 
against  Artillery ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  credit  to  itself  and  to  the  nation ; 
but  he  had  for  a  long  time  past  thought 
that  its  organization  was  not  as  good  as 
it  might  be.  It  was  a  very  large  regi- 
ment, and  ought  really  to  be  divided 
into  two  corps,  one  concerned  with  field 
duties,  whether  Horse  or  Field  Artillery, 
and  the  other  having  to  do  with  garrison 
uns.  These  two  duties  were  now  totally 
ifferent.  In  former  days  there  had  not 
been  this  marked  distinction  ;  there  was 
only  one  form  of  gun,  which  was  a 
smooth  bore ;  the  mechanical  portion  of 
the  gun  was  the  same ;  and  the  largest 
was  a  68-poundor,  the  Horse  Artillery 
being  armed  with  a  6-iK>under.  Now, 
however,  the  two  olassos  of  gam  vere 
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very  distinct  from  one  another;  there 
was  the  small  dass  of  gun  used  by  the 
mounted  branch  of  the  Artillery,  uid 
the  enormous  gun,  the  mechanism  of 
which  required  a  life  of  study  to  under- 
stand it.  In  spite  of  diis,  all  officers  of 
Artillery  were  placed  in  one  corps,  and 
went  from  one  duty  to  another.  This 
system  was  not  good  training  for  the 
officers,  and  the  result  was  sometimea 
that  the  square  man  was  put  in  the 
round  hole.  This  did  not  conduce  to  the 
best  interests  of  tho  Service,  and  he 
thought  that  the  organization  ought  to 
be  such  as  to  avoid  this  evil.  He  would, 
perhaps,  be  tcdd  that  the  system  was  an 
advantage  in  allowing  a  certain  amount 
of  exchange  ;  that  those  who  were  fond 
of  riding  and  field  sports,  and  were  quick 
in  the  eye,  could  go  into  the  mounted, 
and  tbose  who  were  interested  in  soienoa 
and  mechanics  into  the  medumical 
branch  of  the  Artillery.  Ho  admitted 
that,  and  his  suggwtion  would  be  that 
the  Artillery  should  be  maintuned  aa  a 
general  corps  as  regarded  subalterns ; 
but  that  on  obtaining  his  captaincy  an 
officer  should  be  placed,  according  as  it 
seemed  best  to  his  superiors,  either  in  the 
mounted  or  in  the  dismounted  branch  of 
the  Service.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Cavalry,  his  opinion  was  that 
we  had  too  many  regmients  in  our 
Cavalry,  with  the  result  uiat  they  wereidl 
weak  and  therefore  ineffective.  If  there 
was  one  force  that  ought  to  be  kept  up  to 
its  full  war  strength  more  than  another  it 
wasOavalr^,  because  it  was  a  force  that  it 
was  very  difficult  to  organize  in  a  hurry. 
It  was  true  that  they  had  Cavalry  re- 
serve men,  but  it  was  his  experience  that 
when  they  were  in  the  reserve  very  many 
of  the  men  never  got  outside  of  a  burse, 
although  some,  no  doubt,  might  be  em- 
ployed in  stable  work.  The  consequence 
was  that  after  three  or  four  years  they 
were  not  fit  to  come  back  and  take  their 
place  in  a  regiment  which  was  ordered  for 
service  at  short  notice.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  every  Cavalry  regiment  ought 
to  be  kept  at  ul  times  up  to  its  full  war 
strength,  and  also  that  every  regunent 
should  bo  of  the  same  strength.  He  ob- 
jected to  having  weak  re^ments  in  the 
second  or  third  line  for  this  reason — that 
when  they  augmented  the  regiments  of 
the  first  line  they  ought  to  be  fit  for 
active  service ;  whereas,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  generally  about  180 
young  men  not  trained  and  100  noently 
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bonght  hones.  This  had  come  under 
his  notice  especially  in  the  case  of  the 
19th  Hussars  when  they  went  out  to 
Egypt  in.  1882.  In  his  opinion  erery 
Cavalry  regiment  ought  to  oonaist  of 
fiTe  squadrons — four  for  active  service 
and  one  to  form  a  depot.  In  every 
troop  and  every  squadron  there  were  a 
oertain  amount  of  untrained  men,  and  a 
certain  number  of  men  unfitfor  embarka- 
tion on  the  day,  and  under  the  present 
system  it  was  necessary  to  draw  upon 
c^her  regiments ;  and  the  same  was  the 
case  wiu  regard  to  the  horses.  This 
was  an  evil  which  ought  to  be  avoided, 
and  if  they  had  a  fifth  squadron  it  ought 
to  be  able  to  supply  the  complement  of 
horses  and  men  for  service.  He  would 
probably  be  asked,  "Where  are  you 
going  to  get  the  money  for  this  aug- 
mentation?" He  believed  that  they 
had  too  many  regiments  and  too  weak 
regiments  of  Cavalry;  they  had  17  regi- 
ments at  luuoe  and  one  in  Egypt.  To 
add  a  fifth  ^nadron  would  involve  great 
expense.  He  ventured  to  sunfest*  how- 
ever unpopular  it  might  be  to  his  brother 
officers,  tut  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  reduce  the  three  junior  regiments.  If 
they  did  so  they  would  get  four  squad- 
rons towards  uie  15  which  would  be 
needed  to  supplement  and  make  efficient 
the  other  regiments ;  and  when  they  had 
reduced  the  regiments,  the  sta£F,  and 
officers,  they  might  readily  get  the 
money  to  furnish  each  of  the  remaining 
r^|iment8  with  the  extra  squadrons 
which  ha  believed  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  efficient^  of  the 
Cavalry  Servioe.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  age  of  the  horses, 
his  experience  was  that,  though  it 
was  not  denrable  to  get  four-year- 
olds,  yet  th^  would  do  a  fair  amount 
of  imkt  and  would  go  fairly  well 
throngh  a  campaign.  He,  ther^ore, 
mw  no  objeetion  to  fonr-yeuvdd  horses 
in  the  Army.  Perhaps  a  more  serious 
matter  in  this  connection  was  that 
owing  to  the  small  percentage  of 
horses  allowed  to  be  cast  in  each  year 
we  were  obliged  to  keep  every  horse 
materially  sound  up  to  18  years  of  age, 
and  yet  it  had  been  declared  that  no 
hoiae  over  14  years  of  age  was  to  go 
on  foreign  servioe.  To  keep  horses 
over  14  years  unfit  for  foreign  service 
was  an  absoxdibr  and  a  fraud  on  the 
nation.  Thmation  believed  thai  it  had 
7,«00  Cavalry  honea,  while  he  knew 


that  a  certain  proportion,  probably 
1,000,  were  too  old  to  go  ou  foreign 
service.  We  had  given  up  the  sys- 
tem of  kee^og  old  soldiers  un6t  for 
foreign  service;  surely  the  same  rule 
ought  to  apply  in  regard  to  horses. 
An  old  soldier  might  teach  the  lads 
habits  of  sobriety  and  order,  but  he 
failed  to  see  that  any  such  virtues  could 
be  imparted  by  an  old  horse  that  was 
not  allowed  to  go  abroad.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  lately  about  the  supply  of 
horses  in  this  country;  but  his  own 
belief  was  that  the  supply  was  fully 
equal  to  the  ordinary  demand,  but 
it  was  contrary  to  common  sense  to 
suppose  that  breeders  would  breed  more 
than  the  trade  and  the  commerce  of 
the  country  and  the  usual  demands  of 
the  Military  Service  would  absorb.  He 
believed  the  number  of  horses  in  the 
country,  roughly  peaking,  was3,000,000, 
and  500,000  in  Ireland.  It  would,  he 
suggested,  be  a  nseful  thing  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  cause  the  x>olice  to 
send  in  a  retnm  of  the  actual  numbexe. 
There  were  probably  2,000,000  agricul- 
tural horses,  of  which,  after  making 
allowances  for  the  horses  that  were  too 
heavy,  and  for  those  under  four  years 
and  the  number  over  14  years,  he  calcu- 
lated there  were  about  250,000  of  pro]^er 
age  and  about  a  suitable  size  for  mili- 
tary service.  How  many  of  these  were 
sufficiently  sound  ?  Colonel  Bavenhill, 
an  experienced  officer,  thought  that  not 
above  cue  in  ten  would  be  sufficiently 
sound  for  military  purposes ;  but  taking 
one  in  five  as  a  fairer  number,  that 
would  leave  about  60,000  agriciUtural 
horses  available.  Again,  1,000,000 
horses  wore  employed  in  the  ordinary 
trade  of  the  country  and  among  private 
owners;  and  of  these,  mining  similar 
deductions  as  before,  about  35,000  would 
be  available  for  purposes  of  war.  Add- 
ing these  35,000  to  50,000  agricultural 
horses,  there  may  be  90,000  to  100,000 
horses  suitable  for  Army  purposes  in 
this  country.  How  many  would  owners 
be  willing  to  sell  ?  Few  men  keep  more 
horses  than  they  really  required  ;  pos- 
sibly they  might  sell  10  per  cent — 
10,000;  add  5,000  in  hands  of  dealers 
—total  15,000.  No  horses  are  of  any 
use  for  an  immediate  campaign  except 
horses  in  actual  work.  How  many  horses 
didwewant?  Itwascalculatedthat  each 
Axmy  Corps  wanted  12,500;  two  Army 
Corps  would  want  25,000.  Twenty-fire 
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thoneand  horses  were  wanted,  and  for 
tise  in  oampaign  probably  another 
10,000,  or  35,000  horses  in  all.  Where, 
then,  were  the  rest  to  come  from  ? 
This  was  a  serious  question.  There 
were  various  means  by  which  the  au- 
thorities might  get  the  horses.  They 
might  take  the  horses  by  ooDScription, 
but  he  did  not  think  the  nation  would 
listen  to  such  a  proposal.  They  might 
persuade  the  nation  to  keep  20,000 
always  up  in  case  of  war,  but  he 
£d  not  think  the  nation  could  be 
persuaded  easily  to  adopt  such  a  plan. 
They  might  have  a  register  of 
horses,  but  he  did  not  believe  in  that 
proposal.  Then  thej  might  resort  to 
foreign  markets.  Hon.  Members,  no 
doubt,  had  lately  read  glowing  accounts 
as  to  the  number  of  horses  to  be  had  in 
foreign  markets.  Hia  own  impression 
was  that  those  estimates  were  entirely 
fallacious.  He  did  not  believe  that 
there  existed,  either  in  this  or  in  any 
foreign  country,  a  surplus  of  horses 
above  what  the  trade  and  commeroe  of 
that  country  required.  In  1880  a  commit- 
tee of  gentlemen  came  from  Hungary  and 
offered  the  Government  10,000  horses, 
to  be  landed  at  the  London  Docks.  He 
advised  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
to  accept  the  offer.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  sent  several  gentlemen  of 
experience  to  Hungary,  where  they 
stayed  six  or  seven  weeks,  with  orders 
to  buy  800  horses.  They  came  back 
with  420  horses  only,  and  of  this  number 
vety  few  came  up  to  the  promised  height 
of  15*2.  Most  of  them  were  under  1 5-1 , 
a  Urge  number  were  only  15  hands,  and 
some  only  14-2.  More  recently  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  sent  a  small 
committee  to  Canada  to  see  what 
that  countn  could  do  in  the  w^  of 
horse  supply.  The  result  had  been 
what  he  anticipated.  While  they  could 
buy  horses  straight  from  the  ranche, 
they  came  beck  with  ooly  SO  horses  of 
a  suitable  size  and  age  accustomed  to 
bit  and  bridle.  With  the  view  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  horses,  variotu 
schemes  had  been  suggested  for  horse 
breeding.  He  did  not  believe  that  any 
scheme  would  produce  a  greater  num- 
ber than  the  trade  of  the  country  could 
absorb ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  there  was 
no  more  fatal  scheme  uan  that  of  stop- 
ping the  axjport  trade.  It  was  also  pro- 
posed to  plaee  stallions  throughout  the 
country,  but  he  doubted  whether  the 
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Qovemment  oould  supply  the  namber  of 
sires  necessary  for  horse  breeding.  He 
admitted  that,  to  a  certain  degree,  Qo- 
vemment stallions  might  improve  the 
breed  of  the  horses  of  the  country ;  but 
he  denied  that  they  would  increase  the 
number  of  horses  in  the  country.  There 
was  one  particular  class  of  horse  di- 
minishing in  tiiis  country  essential  for 
Cavalry  purposes,  and  this  was  the 
riding  horse.  In  former  days  every 
farmer  rode  to  market ;  but  now,  owing 
to  the  improvement  in  conunnnioatioa 
and  other  causes,  perhaps  20  or  30 
farmers  rode  to  market  in  the  district 
with  which  he  was  familiar,  when 
formerly  there  used  to  be  200  or  SCO. 
The  result  was  that  the  nombor  of  ridiiw 
horses  was  sensibly  deonasiDg.  Irelaiw 
was  the  country  they  had  to  Took  to  for 
mounting  our  Cavalry,  and  he  thought 
it  might  be  advisable  to  station  GKtvem- 
ment  stallions  in  districts  throughout 
that  country.  Last  year  he  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  the  subject  of  Mounted 
Infantry.  The  use  of  wis  force  was  in- 
creasing every  day,  and  its  importance 
was  being  recognized.  In  his  jua^ent, 
there  was  no  c<^ision  in  the  slightest 
degree  between  the  Cavalry  and  the 
Mounted  Infautry.  The  great  distinc- 
tion between  the  two  forces  was  this — 
the  Cavalry  soldier  fought  on  hanebabk* 
and  his  horse  was  his  primary  weapon ; 
the  Mounted  In£uitvy  s(ddier  used  hia 
horse  only  as  a  means  ci  transport  to 
reach  a  particular  point,  where  ne  die- ' 
mounted  and  fought  with  his  rifle  like 
a  foot  soldier.  LMt  year  he  suggested 
that  bodies  of  30  Infantry  soldiera 
should  be  sent,  after  the  drill  seaeoa 
was  over,  to  the  nearest  Cavalry  Imu- 
raok  to  be  instructed  in  mounted  duties, 
and  to  stay  there  from  about  the  15th  of 
October  to  the  week  before  Christmas, 
and  that  after  Christmas  a  second 
batch  of  30  men  should  be  sent  la 
that  way  60  men  wonld  be  instructed  ia 
their  duties  during  the  year  at  very 
little  expense.  He  was  aware  that  a 
scheme  had  been  started  to  set  up  a 
Mounted  Infantry  school  at  Aldershot ; 
but  to  carry  it  out  would  involve  the  get- 
ting and  keep  of  horses  for  the  pnrpoaa. 
In  the  soheme  he  had  euggcrted  this 
would  not  be  neoessazy,  bsouise  at  this 
partienlar  period  of  the  year  spare  hotaes 
were  always  available  in  Cavalry  bar- 
racks. He  did  not  think  the  Oaraliyregi- 
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ments  would  raise  the  slightest  opposition 
to  snch  a  scheme.  He  also  commended 
the  position  of  the  pioneers  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
He  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
for  one  favour — namely,  that  he  would 
give  the  new  rank  of  major  to  the  senior 
riding-master  in  the  Army.  He  thought 
the  regimental  riding-masters  were  an 
excellent  class  of  hardworking  men,  who 
had  a  claim  to  one  of  the  honours  of  the 
blue  riband,  which  was  bestowed  by 
new  warrant  on  the  Department. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  &o.)  said,  that  that  was  the  6rst 
occasion  on  which,  they  had  had  before 
them,  in  anticipati(m  (s  the  disousBion  of 
the  Army  EsUmates,  a  Memorandum 
prepared  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
thought  every  hon.  Member  must  fully 
appreciate  the  advantage  of  having  such 
a  paper  instead  of  the  general  statement 
hitherto  usually  made  orally  by  the  Mi- 
nister for  the  Department  at  a  late  hour 
of  the  night.  He  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  only  on  being 
the  first  to  have  that  opportunity,  but 
alao  on  the  eminent  abilify,  clearness, 
and  completeness  <A  the  paper  that  he 
had  laid  before  them.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  there-  were  some  points  in 
the  paper  to  which  exoeption  mi^ht  be 
taken.  The  earlier  pomon  of  it  was 
framed  on  this  principle — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mdeavoined  to  analyze  the 
geonal  bulk  at  the  Estimates,  and  he 
resolved  them  into  three  parts— namely, 
the  ptrtonnelt  the  administrative  portion, 
and  those  Votes  which  dealt  with  sup- 
plies, and  he  founded  ou  that  the  argu- 
ment that  after  all  the  amount  of  money 
on  which  saving  could  be  effected  or  to 
which  economical  administration  could 
be  applied  was  but  small ;  because,  if 
they  maintained  an  army  of  a  certain 
strwgth,  the  men  must  be  fed,  clothed, 
IkoosM,  and  so  forth,  and  somehow  ad- 
misistOTed,  and  it  was  not  until  they 
came  to  the  supply  of  warlike  stores  and 
the  erection  of  buildings  that  there  was 
any  great  field  for  economy.  Now,  he 
ventured  to  think  that  there  was  a  fallacy 
nnderiying  that  argument.   In  the  first 

Slaoe,  among  the  eharges  for  ptrtonnd 
lere  were  many  matters  which  were  the 
most  proper  snl^ects  of  all  for  economical 
adminisbtttion.  He  did  not  speak  only 
of  the  organisation  of  the  Amy  itself, 
-which  surely  might  he  either  costly  or 
dieap;  bnt  such  sahjecls  as  clothing, 


rations,  fuel  and  light,  transport,  equip- 
ment, ammunition,  barracks,  barrack- 
stores,  and  others  were  sources  of  ex- 
penditure of  a  very  elastic  kind ;  and 
might  either  be  managed  economically 
or  extravagantly  according  as  the  Minis- 
ter end  his  assistants  were  frugal  or 
careless.  And  even  when  they  came  to 
the  particular  division  in  wnich  (he 
right  hon.  Qentleman  implied  tiiat  the 
cost  of  the  Army  might  be  most  easily 
diminished  —  namely,  the  supply  of 
stores,  he  said  very  rightly  that  they 
had  committed  themsuves  to  many 
great  lines  of  expenditure  and  had  en- 
tered on  certain  undertakings,  and  that 
it  was  desirable  that  there  should  be  no 
interruption  in  them.  But  even  there 
they  might  often  be  misled  by  phrases, 
and  it  is  possible  to  proceed  a  littie  too 
fast  or  too  far  even  on  those  lines  of  ex- 
penditure which  were  thoroughly  good. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
notorious  that  reductions  of  Army  ex- 
penditure had  largely  been  effected  in 
past  years  by  drawing  on  their  reserves 
of  stores.  He  was  not  aware  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  or 
whether  he  could  give  any  instance  or 
any  proof  of  the  assertion  he  bad  made. 
He  knew  it  was  often  made ;  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking  there  was  a  consider- 
able danger  of  real  extravagance  in  the 
very  opposite  course,  and  that  if  they 
had  too  large  a  iMerve  of  stores  it  was 
more  extravagant  than  letting  tiiem 
rather  run  down  to  some  extent.  There 
were  stores  and  stores;  some  stores 
could  not  be  improvised,  and  required 
time  to  manufacture;  but  there  were 
others  of  which  the  pattern  was  often 
changing,  which  were  of  perishable 
material,  and  which  could  be  procured 
in  this  country  without  any  long  delay ; 
and  there  was  a  danger,  if  the  doctrine 
were  accepted  that  they  must  always 
keep  a  large  reserve  of  stores,  of  exces- 
sive expenditure  being  incurred  in  that 
direction  without  any  corresponding 
benefit  to  the  country.  He  did  not  at 
all  imply  that  that  was  done  in  tJliese 
Estimates;  but  when  a  principle  was 
laid  down  as  it  was  in  that  Paper  it 
would  be  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  there 
was  a  oorreBponding  danger  in  the  very 
opponte  direction.  With  respect  to  the 
particular  scheme  of  expenditure  under 
Vote  12  he  had  not  much  to  say.  No 
one  knew  better  than  he  did  the  dread- 
ful amount  that  was  olaimod  from  the 
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War  Office  year  after  year  for  the  new 
armament  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  both 
heavy  guns  and  small  arms.  They  had 
embarked  on  it,  and  they  must  go  on 
vith  it ;  but  what  he  should  like  to  say 
was  that  as  much  reluctance  as  was  rea- 
sonable should  be  shown  in  adding 
new  enenditure  while  they  were  still 
under  the  obligation  to  continue  the  old. 
Last  year,  when  he  came  into  Office  wttb 
his  hon.  Friend  near  him,  they  fonnd,  as 
all  the  world  knew,  that  they  were  en- 
gaged in  the  terribly  costly  undertaking 
of  re-arming  the  Navy  and  also  of  sup- 
plying the  Army  with  large  guns  of  a 
new  type.  They  had  also  begun  the 
manufacture  of  the  new  field  gun,  which 
he  believed  was  the  most  excellent 
weapon  that  any  Field  Artillery  in 
Europe  possessed,  and  which,  ought  to 
be  pushed  on  aa  quickly  as  possible.  But 
they  found  also  that  a  begioniug  bad 
been  made  with  a  new  ride  which  was  to 
take  the  place  of  the  Martini-Henry. 
The  new  pattern  had  been  approved ; 
an  enormous  extension  had  been  given 
to  EnSeld  Manufactory  out  of  the  Tote 
of  Credit  at  the  end  of  1885.  Those 
extensions  were  not  yet  completed ;  and 
preparation  was  being  made  for  going 
on  at  high  pressure  with  the  manu- 
facture of  the  new  rifle.  Now  that  new 
rifle  was  only  to  be  a  little  better  than 
the  Martini-Henry,  and  he  must  say 
that  the  very  first  decision  they^came  to 
was  that  if  possible  that  expenditure 
should  either  be  stopped  or  abated  in 
speed,  while  they  had  the  other  things 
in  hand.  It  seemed  to  them  that  it  was 
desirable  to  slacken  the  rate  of  produc- 
tion of  that  rifle.  They  were  exposed 
to  blame  and  odium  oa  that  account ; 
but  afterwards  it  was  found  out  that  the 
pattern  was  not  the  best ;  and  it  had 
only  just  been  determined  to  substitute 
a  new  magazine  rifle,  against  which  he 
had  nothing  to  sa^.  This  was  an  illus- 
tration of  the  desirability  of  sometimes 
being  slow  and  hesitating  to  embark  on 
a  new  enterprise.  It  was  aaid  it  was 
intended  to  produce  2fi,000  magazine 
rifles  this  year ;  but  he  understood  the 
pattern  was  not  yet  approved;  and  if 
that  were  so  he  would  ask  whether 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  be  somewhat 
slow  in  commencing  the  manufac- 
ture ?  Even  after  a  pattern  had  been 
approved,  especially  if  it  had  been  ap- 
proved in  a  hurry,  it  was  not  expedient 
to  be  precipitate  in  embarking  upon 
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snoh  an  undertaking  and  committing 
the  country  to  a  very  large  expendi- 
ture. It  was  certain  that  the  Vote  for 
warlike  stores  reached  a  huge  amount, 
and  it  had  increased  rapidly  of  late 
years.  In  1684-5  it  was  £1,250,000; 
and  it  had  sprung  up  pretty  regular^ 
until  it  now  reached  nearly  £3,000,000, 
not  to  s^eak  of  a  large  sum  spent  on 
this  service  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit. 
This  would  show  how  costly  all  this 
businesB  was;  but  the  sums  inTolved 
were  so  large,  and  had  such  a  faculty  of 
expanding  from  year  to  year,  that  he 
trusted  some  assurance  would  be  given 
that  the  limit  of  the  present  Estimate 
would  not  be  exceeded  in  another  year. 
Last  year  he  consented,  in  the  Estimates 
he  laid  before  Parliament,  to  an  increase 
on  the  previous  year  of  £340,000  ;  and 
this  year  there  was  a  further  increase  of 
£374,000.  It  might  be  necessary;  but 
the  amount  must  be  dangerously  near 
the  limit  beyond  which  it  was  impos- 
sible for  military  expenditure  to  go. 
Indeed,  some  thought  it  was  far  ex- 
ceeded now.  We  mi^ht  well  consider 
we  had  reached  ihe  highest  level,  and 
that  it  was  not  to  be  exceeded  another 
year.  He  should  not  say  much  about 
the  Establishment  of  the  Army ;  and  he 
certainly  was  not  prepared  to  give  any 
opinion  of  his  own  on  the  very  vexed 
question  of  the  rednction  of  the  Horse 
Artillery,  though  his  prejudices  would 
be  rather  in  favour  of  that  step.  As  to 
the  general  scheme  of  mobilization,  he 
admitted  that  it  had  many  advantages, 
end  it  was  more  than  a  paper  scheme, 
It  was  well  wo  should  have  some  stan- 
dard up  to  which  we  should  move,  some 
point  at  which  to  stop,  but  the  scheme 
ought  not  to  be  too  pedantically  ap- 
plied. An  Army  Corps  was  arranged 
for  regular  Continental  warfare,  with 
which  we  had  little  likelihood  of  baring 
anything  to  do.  "We  were  moatly  con- 
cerned with  irregular  wars;  and  it 
was  quite  possible  that  although  this 
might  be  a  most  eymmeferied  and, 
theoretically,  perfect  arrangement,  yet, 
for  tho  purposes  of  our  smaller  wars, 
more  of  one  particular  arm  than  an- 
other might  be  required.  Therefore, 
he  regarded  with  some  suspicion,  as  a 
little  too  austere — a  little  too  pedantic 
and  theoretical — any  ideaof  fixing  our- 
selves to  a  particular  organization  of 
one,  or  two,  or  three  Corpi  ^Arwtdf. 
But  it  would  have  the  advantage  of 
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giraie  UB  some  aoiid  standing  ^und 
on  wEioh  we  could  rest,  and  in  that 
sense  there  was  no  barm  in  looking  upon 
it  as  a  nractioolW  efficient  organization. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman,  in  the  Paper 
-whidi  oad  been  issued,  referred  to  the 

Promotion  and  retirement  of  officers, 
'he  Warrant  issued  at  the  end  of  the 
year  had  done  a  great  deal  to  remove 
the  serious  grievance  of  men  being 
obliged  to  retire  into  private  life  when 
they  were  perfectly  fit  for  their  duties. 
Before  be  left  Office  he  had  carefully 
considered  tliis  intricate  subject,  and 
had  approved  the  main  provisions  of 
that  Warrant,  which  went  as  far  as  was 
practicable  in  the  direction  the  House 
and  the  country  desired  to  see  followed. 
In  the  Warrant  was  introduced  a  prin- 
d^e  in  which  he  ventured  to  tnink 
was  to  be  found  the  key  to  any  just 
system  of  promotion,  at  all  events,  in 
the  higher  ranks — ^namely,  that  rank 
slunld  not  be  {^ven  for  the  sake  of  rank 
itself^  but  should  follow  employmoit; 
that  no  man,  for  instance,  should  be  a 
colonel  who  did  not  exercise  the  duties  of 
colonel ;  and  so  of  other  ranks  in  the  Ariny . 
That  system  had  been  applied  in  the 
Warrant  to  the  rank  of  colonel,  and  it 
woW  be  the  means  of  preventing  a 
state  of  confusion  that  would  have  been 
hideous  to  contemplate,  because  it  had 
looked  very  much  as  if  in  the  coming 
time  we  should  run  the  risk  of  being 
taunted  with  having  no  officers  but 
colonels  in  the  Army.  The  result  of 
the  inquiries  which  he  (lir.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman)  instituted  last  year  regard* 
ing  the  Volunteer  Force  had  been  most 
saUs&ctory,  and  the  War  Office  was 
now  in  possession  of  the  fullest  par- 
ticulars not  only  as  to  the  individual 
corps,  but  with  regard  to  the  Force  as  a 
whole.  It  seemed  to  him  the  proposals 
of  the  Committee  as  to  the  Capitation 
Grant,  modified  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, fairly  met  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  He  thought,  in  making  the  con- 
siderable concession  which  he  proposed, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly 

n'ified  in  the  two  conditions  which  he 
laid  down — in  the  first  place,  that 
there  should  be  some  guarantee  of  in- 
ereoaed  efflaenqy  in  musketry,  and  some 
check  upon,  and  inquiry  into,  the  irregu- 
lar expenditure  on  the  part  of  Volunteer 
corps  not  recognized  by  the  War  Office. 
If  that  were  done,  and  the  additional 
money  wu  granted  in  the  way  suggested, 
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he  made  no  doubt  it  would  satisfy  the 
legitimate  requirements  of  the  Volun- 
teers; and  the  very  fact  that  they  hod 
been  treated  in  this  generous  way — at 
the  same  time  putting  a  pretty  tight 
check  upon  their  expenditure— would 
have  the  best  effect  upon  the  organiza- 
tion and  efficiency  of  the  corps, 

CoLONBL  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Bochester)  said,  it  must  be  a  great  grati- 
fication to  the  Boysl  Artillery  that  their 
cause  had  been  espoused  by  Members 
representing  other  arms  of  the  Service. 
He  considered  the  proposed  reduction  of 
the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery  as  a  most  dan- 
gerous step.  It  was  proposed  to  strike 
out  12  guns  from  the  Army,  and  to  turn 
IS  guns  from  Horse  into  Field  Artillery. 
In  time  of  war  practically  a  greater 
number  would  be  struck  out,  as  there 
would  be  ammunition  columns  wanted. 
In  case  of  hostilities,  the  four  ^uns  of 
each  battoy  were  to  become  six;  but 
were  hon.  Members  aware  of  the  great 
difficulty  which  would  have  to  be  met  in 
making  up  the  reduced  batteries?  He 
did  not  believe  that  those  who  had  made 
the  suggestion  could  know  what  it  was 
they  really  propoeed.  They  could  not  be 
aware  of  the  trouble  requirod  to  turn 
out  a  skilful  driver.  It  took  three  or  four 
years  to  make  an  efficient  driver  in  the 
Horse  Artillery.  It  would  be  very  in- 
teresting to  know  where  this  idea  of  re- 
ducing the  Horse  Artillery  had  been 
started.  He  could  not  believe  that  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  had  suggested  it,  because  he  knew 
very  well  the  value  of  the  Horse  Artil- 
lery. He  did  not  believe  that  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  suggested  it,  for  fae  bad  bod  prac- 
tical experience  of  their  value.  He  did 
not  beUere  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  hod  sumeated  it,  for  ne  had  not  hod 
time  to  turn  nis  mind  in  this  direction ; 
nor  did  he  believe  it  originated  with  the 
Intelligence  Department.  He  was  con- 
straint to  the  belief  that  some  perma- 
nent official,  perhaps  anxious  to  win  his 
spurs,  first  suggested  the  idea.  The 
only  grounds  of  justification  for  the  re- 
duction wero,  on  the  one  hand,  economy 
and  expediency,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  possibility  of  having  moro  R^uis 
than  the  Army  required.  As  to  the  first, 
he  did  not  think  that  it  would  be  true 
euHunny  to  reduce  any  branch  of  the 
Service;  bnt  it  would  be  very  bad  eco- 
nomy to  tamper  with  the  Boyal  Artillery. 
There  was  a  dark  shadow  hanging  over 
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Sastern  Europe;  would  it  be  wise  at 
such  a  time  to  reduce  any  branoli  of  the 
Service  ?  So  much,  then,  for  expediency. 
If  the  Qovemment  wished  to  enforce 
economy,  let  them  begin  by  very  con- 
eiderably  reducing  the  very  heavy  staff 
of  oiviliaoB  at  the  War  Office.  It  was 
also  said  that  we  had  more  guns  than 
we  required.  We  had  162,000  men  in 
England  and  the  Colonies,  and  136,000 
Native  troops — a  total  of  298,000  men. 
That,  on  the  principle  of  three  guns  per 
1,000  men,  meant  894  guns.  We  had 
only  492  field  guns,  and  144  Kaim 
Artillery,  or  a  total  of  636  guns.  In 
France  they  hod  1,938  guns,  or  an  ex- 
cess of  882.  In  Germany  the  proper 
number  of  guns  to  her  Army  was  1,116, 
but  there  were  2,040.    The  proper  pro- 

Eortion  for  Bussia  was  2,076,  but  she 
ad  2,178 ;  and  Austria,  which  ought  to 
have  678  guns,  had  1,540.  The  duty  of 
the  Horse  Artillery  was  supposed  to  be 
to  accompany  Cavalry  in  the  field.  Its 
movements  were  very  rapid.  It  had  to 
dash  from  one  part  of  the  field  to  the 
other.  A  skilful  General  would  hold 
his  Horse  Artillery  in  hand  in  order  to 
launch  it,  and  check  a  charge  of  the 
enemy's  Oavah;^.  There  were  numerous 
instanoes  in  which  the  Boyal  Horse  Ar- 
tillery had  not  only  dons  gallant  aer- 
vice,  but  had  actually  saved  the  Army. 
During  the  Peninsula  War  Norman 
Itamsay,  when  surrounded  by  the  enemy, 
at  the  bead  of  his  six  guns — the  "  Chest- 
nut "  troop— crashed  through  the  masses 
of  the  French  Cavalry,  who  thought  to 
take  him  prisoner.  Nothing  could  have 
been  more  gallant  than  the  way  in  which 
Major  Slade  saved  his  Battery  of  Horse 
Artillery  at  the  Battle  of  Maiwand.  He 
had  had  the  honour  of  serving  in  that 
branch  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  himself, 
and  he  was  sure  that  in  the  observations 
he  had  made  he  was  merely  expressing 
the  thoughts  of  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  whole  British  Army.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  grave  consideration  would 
be  given  to  the  matter  before  tliis  pro- 
poffikl  to  reduce  the  Boyal  Horse  Artil- 
lery was  adopted.  He  trusted  that  the 
Secretary  for  War,  in  conjunction  with 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  would,  in  consideration  of  the 
brilliant  and  faithful  services  of  the 
Boyal  Horse  Artille^,  be  able  to  give 
these  five  threatened  batteries  a  fresh 
lease  of  life,  and  would  thus  furnish  them 
with  an  opportunity  of  adding  fresh 


laurels  in  the  future  to  thoae  which 
they  had  already  won  in  the  past. 
Mh.  ARTHTTR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

fal,  E.)  said,  he  wished  to  look  at  the 
.rmy  Estimates,  as  a  whole,  from  a 
civilian  point  of  view.  The  first  thing 
that  struck  the  ordinary  Member  was 
that,  although  the  Military  Forces  were 
reduced,  the  expenditure  was  increased. 
One  of  the  most  considerable  items  in 
the  increase  over  the  Estimates  of  lut 
year  was  that  of  £46,000  under  the 
head  of  Betired  Fay.  If  there  was  one 
thing  whioh  had  scandalixed  tiie  pnblio 
with  regard  to  the  Army  Estimates  mora 
than  another,  it  was  the  constant  in- 
crease  in  the  non-effective  charges,  and 
especially  in  the  amountfor  Betired  Pay. 
It  must  be  recollected  that  these  charges 
were  incurred  solely  on  account  of  the 
officers.  This  increase  was  the  more 
marked  as  it  was  accompanied  by  a  de- 
creased charge  for  Uie  men.  It  seemed 
almost  as  if  eveiything  in  the  Army  was 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  officers.  Com- 
paratively little  was  done  for  the  men. 
The  officer's  widow  received  a  pension ; 
but  the  soldier's  widow  received  no- 
thing. There  were  many  posts  in  the 
Civil  Service  whioh  might  well  be  filled 
by  disohazged  soldiers,  who  found  con- 
sideraUe  £ffionlty  in  obtaining  employ- 
ment. In  estimating  the  numbw  of 
our  Hilitanr  Force  very  littie  reliance 
could  be  puuied  on  Estimates,  seeing 
that,  although  it  was  estimated  last 
year  that  we  were  to  have  a  B^^ar 
Army  177,000  strong,  we  had  at  no 
time  more  than  144,000.  Agfun,  as  re- 
garded the  Militia,  instead  of  having 
141,000  men  in  training,  we  had  only 
108,000.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  the 
story  with  regard  to  the  Volunteers  was 
a  very  different  one.  This  countn  had 
every  reason  to  be  proud  of  its  Volun- 
teer Force,  and  he  remembered  that  the 
mora  bitterly  because  his  own  people 
were  not  allowed  to  bear  arms.  He, 
however,  could  understand  Englisbmoi 
taking  an  honest  pride  in  the  volunteer 
movement,  which  formed  one  of  the 
brightest  pages  in  the  history  of  their 
country.  As  to  the  Memoraodum  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  the 
right  faon.  Gentleman  had  been  so  bold 
and  so  straightforward — not  to  ear 
rash — in  his  admissions  that  he  tnulMl 
there  ;>pas  a  real  reforming 
hind  them.  At  the  same  t*  "  ~ 
hon  Oeoiloman  Ita^l  had' 
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tale  to  tell.  Thus,  he  had  stated  that 
this  country  conld  not  hope  to  mobilize 
more  than  two  Army  Corps,  and  that 
we  had  not  sufficient  Field  Artillery 
even  for  that  force.  Had  he  (Mr. 
ArthurO'Oonoor)  been  the  War  Minister, 
he  should  have  hesitated  y&tj  much 
about  reducing  the  Horse  Artillery,  and 
especially  should  he  have  refused  to  re* 
dnoe  the  E  Battery  B  Brigade,  consider- 
ing the  antecedents  of  that  battery. 
The  Goremment  should  remember  that 
it  was  more  easy  to  reduce  such  a  force 
than  to  re-establish  it.  He  thought  that 
an  economy  might  be  effected  b^  cau«ng 
riding  practice  to  be  done  u  camp. 
Areumenta  derived  from  the  German 
and  French  Armiea  oould  not  be  consi- 
dered api^cable  to  our  Army,  the  cir- 
cumstancee  of  which  were  wholly  dif- 
ferent. The  German  Army  was  com- 
pletely territorifUized.  Every  corps  had 
Its  head-quarters,  and  knew  exactly 
what  it  had  to  do.  In  France  a  similar 
system  was  carried  out,  though  to  a 
smaller  extent.  But  the  English  Army 
was  dispersed  in  India,  abroad,  and  in 
our  Colonies.  There  was  one  question 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
boldly  fiaoed,  ud  that  was  stores.  Two 
or  three  years  ago  he  comfdained  that 
military  stores  were  beiue  depleted,  in 
order  to  keep  down  the  '^^te.  He  had 
■inoe  heard  that  stores  were  sold  for 
that  purpose.  The  present  War  Minis- 
ter had  admitted  the  depletion  of  stores, 
and  blamed  indiscriminate  reduction ; 
but,  besides  depleted  stores,  he  hoped 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  tell  them 
something  about  the  quality  of  the 
stores.  was  known  that  such  things 
as  picks  and  axes  and  other  tools 
were  very  bad  in  quality,  and  it  would 
be  well  that  something  should  be 
said  the  subject.  He  had  heard 
Lord  Wolseley  say  that  the  axes  issued 
to  the  troops  serving  under  him  in 
Canada  were  of  no  use  except  to  amuse 
the  inhabitants.  Then  the  clothing  of 
the  men  was  made  of  material  much  in- 
feri<n  to  that  of  the  Italian,  or  French, 
or  German  Armies.  The  Transport  Ser- 
vice also  was  inamost  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition, and  had  invariably  broken  down 
in  every  war  in  whidi  we  had  been  en- 
gaged since  the  days  of  Weliington. 
Begimental  transport  was  particularly 
inefficient.  Yet  a  great  deal  too  much 
moa^  was  spent  in  this  Dspartment.  It 
WAS  a  hobby  of  the  War  Office— of  the 


civilian  rather  than  t^e  professionid 
element  there— that  it  was  necessary  to 
move  every  regiment  every  two  or  three 
years.  If  these  movements  were  made 
less  frequent,  it  would  be  possible  to 
effect  an  economy  of  £40,000  or  £50,000 
a  year.  Then,  with  regard  to  mobili- 
zation, we  were  in  a  very  backward  con- 
dition. He  would  suggest  that  valuable 
practice  might  be  afforded  if  notice  were 
periodically  given  to  the  officers  in  com- 
mand of  military  districts  to  mobilize 
within  a  given  time  the  troops  in  their 
district  to  act  against  an  imaginary 
enemy.  In  this  way  experience  and 
faoUity  mieht  be  obtained  which  would 
be  of  good  service  in  case  of  war.  He 
hoped,  in  conclusion,  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  persevere 
in  a  bold  course ;  and,  if  he  did  so,  the 
ideas  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  with 
regard  to  expenditure  might  be  realized, 
and  the  nation  get  value  for  its  money. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  The  course  of  the  debate 
has,  I  think,  illustrated  very  well  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  an  unfortunate 
Secretary  of  State  who  endeavours  to 
effect  economies  in  our  Military  Expen- 
diture. It  has  been  extremely  refnsh- 
ing  to  hear  to-night  from  some  hon. 
Members  speeches  encouraging  one  to 
persevere  in  an  honest  attempt  to  reduce 
the  expenditure  of  the  Army,  because, 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  evening, 
we  have  had  speecnes  directly  tending 
towards  an  immediate  increase  of  ex- 
penditure. But  I  do  not  think  that, 
even  as  to  the  reductions  that  have  been 
proposed,  hon.  Members  are  themselves 
agreed.  Hon.  Members  really  are  onlv 
agreed  on  two  reductions;  they  think 
you  can  ^et  rid  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  a  civilian,  and  that  you  might 
largely  reduce  the  cost  of  the  administea- 
tionoftfae ArmyattheWarOffice.  Iwill 
not  dwell  on  the  latter  point,  because,  as 
hon.  Members  know,  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion has  been  appointed  to  inveeUgato 
that  very  subject,  and  if  economy  can  be 
effected  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners,  no  one  will  be  more  glad 
than  myself  to  give  effect  to  their  views, 
if  I  should  have  the  honour  of  continuing 
in  tiie  Office  I  now  hold.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  suggested,  as  another  means 
of  reducing  expenditure,  that  we  might 
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more  largely  employ  soldiers  in  civil 
aituations.  That  suggestion  has  been 
frequently  brought  before  this  House, 
and  has  been  aocopted  with  the  greatest 
cordial!^  by  the  War  Office.  Almost 
all  the  messengers  at  the  War  Office 
are  at  present  old  soldiers,  and  every 
exertion  is  being  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  (Ur. 
Brodrick)  to  extend  the  system  outside 
the  boundaries  of  the  War  Department. 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  suppose  from 
these  remarks  that  I  disbelieve  in  the 
poasibiltfy  of  economy  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  Army.  On  the  contrary,  my 
short  experience  at  the  War  Office  leads 
me  to  believe  that  economy  can  be 
effected,  and  that  it  can  best  be  effected 
by  this  House  arriving  at  a  distinct 
knowledge  of  whet  it  wants,  and  what 
it  intends  to  keep  as  an  Army.  Let  the 
House  form  a  definite  idea  of  the  Army 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
and  of  me  Establishment  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  that  Army.  Let  it 
then  vote  Uberalhrever^  shilling  required 
to  keep  up  tliat  Establishment,  and  let  it 
refuse  to  grant  any  demands  that  cannot 
be  justified  on  that  ground.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Stirling  (Ifr.  Camp- 
bell* Bannerman),  vho  spoke  in  very 
kind  terms  of  some  suggestions  made  in 
my  Memorandum,  alluded  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reduction  of  stores.  I  ven- 
tured in  the  Memorandum  to  say  that 
economy  had  often  been  effected  by  an 
undue  reduction  of  stores ;  bat  I  might 
have  gone  further  and  said  that  economy 
had  been  more  than  once  produced  by 
an  absence  of  all  stores.  Military  stores 
have  been  allowed  to  fall  into  a  condition 
absolutely  unjustifiable,  and  it  has  only 
been  the  fortunate  accident  of  Votes 
of  Credit  that  has  enabled  the  War 
Office  to  get  on  at  all.  Not  that 
is  Tonr  unsatisfactory,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  support  me  in  the 
view  expressed  in  my  Memorandum, 
that  it  IB  essential  that  the  necessary 
reserve  of  stores  should  be  kept  inde- 
pendently of  every  other  consideration. 
In  connection  with  the  question  of  eco- 
nomy, the  increase  of  charge  for  the  re- 
tired pay  of  officers  has  been  allnded  to. 
That  increase  is  certeinly  a  very  unfor- 
tunate fact ;  but  the  utmost  has  beon 
done  that  could  be  done  to  reduce  it. 
If  the  provisions  of  the  Warrant  issued 
when  my  right  h<m.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  was  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War 
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are  carried  into  effect,  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that,  at  least,  a  check  will  be  put  upon, 
if  an  absolute  reduction  is  not  xutimately 
effected  in,  that  item.  Now  I  will  pass 
away  from  these  minor  points.  I  should 
like  to  thank  the  House  for  the  recep- 
tion that  has  been  given  to  the  Memo- 
randum which  I  have  put  forward  in 
explanation  of  the  Army  Estimates.  It 
was  produced  under  oiroumstanoes  <d 
oonstderable  difficulty.  1  feel  Uiat  if  a 
Memorandum  of  this  description  is  to  be 
worth  anything  more  than  waste  paper, 
the  Secretary  for  War  must  be  ^nst  as 
responsible  for  every  word  contained  in 
it  as  if  he  had  given  utterance  to  it  in 
his  place  in  Paruament.  In  that  spirit 
I  endeavoured  to  approach  its  prepara- 
tion, and  I  take  the  personal  responsi- 
bility for  every  word  it  contains.  It  is 
not  as  complete  as  I  would  wish,  I  con- 
fess. But  is  almost  impossible  for  any 
War  Minister  to  say  to  the  full  extent 
what  he  cdiould  like  to  do.  There  are 
deficiencies  which  are  obvious  to  him- 
self, but  which  he  is  not  in  the  present 
position  to  supply.  My  object  in  patting 
forward  this  Memorandum  was  threefold 
— to  endeavour  to  let  the  country  know 
what  the  availaUe  Forces  of  the  country 
really  are ;  to  establish  a  standard  to- 
wards which  all  our  efforts  from  year  to 
year  ought  to  be  directed,  and  which 
would  assist  Secretaries  of  State  when 
proposing  any  necessary  increase  or  pre- 
venting indiscriminate  reduction ;  and  it 
was  my  anxious  desire  that  this  House 
should  endeavour  to  treat  the  defences 
of  the  country  as  a  whole,  looking  at 
them  from  all  points  of  view,  and  rea- 
lizing that  you  cannot  add  to  or  take 
away  from  any  portion  of  these  defences 
without  interfering  with  the  general 
scheme.  Unless  you  regard  them  as 
a  whole  you  may  spend  a  great  deal  ol 
money  without  producing  maoh  effi- 
ciency, <xt  you  may  effect  some  smuU 
economy  which  would  be  fatal  to  your 
general  scheme.  It  is  from  that  point 
of  view  that  I  desire  the  House  to  regard 
the  Estimates  now  before  it.  I  have  no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  comprehensive 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley), 
which  dealt  with  the  subject  precisely  in 
the  spirit  I  should  like  to  He  was 
studiously  moderate,  and  brought  to 
bear  upon  all  he  said  the  education  of  a 
lifetime.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
dwelt  upon  two  branches  uf  the  defence 
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of  this  country,  one  of  which  was  the 
oiganization  of  the  Forces  at  home  in 
the  event  of  invasion.  He  pointed  out 
that  they  ought  beforehand  to  be  trained 
and  organized  upon  some  definite  and 
consistent  scheme.  That  is  the  intention 
of  the  Memorandum  laid  before  the 
House,  and  of  the  oi^anization  scheme 
we  have  prepared.  That  scheme,  for 
which  the  War  Office  is  much  indebted 
to  the  head  of  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment, General  Brackenbury,  organizes 
tiie  available  Forces  for  definite  purposes 
and  m  definite  ways ;  and  in  carrying  it 
ont  every  unit  of  our  Forces — the  Army, 
HiUtift,  andyolnnteers — has  the  precise 
fimctiona  pointed  ont  that  it  would  have 
to  tnlfil  in  the  event  of  invaaion,  and 
anangements  are  made  for  training 
them  beforehand  for  the  performance 
of  their  duties.  We  are  now  also  pre- 
pared to  say  that  we  have  arranged 
for  our  Army  Oorps  places  of  concentra- 
tion and  places  of  embarkation.  We  hope 
before  long  that  stores  may  be  concen- 
trated at  these  points.  When  that  is 
done  we  l)elieve  we  shall  have  put  into 
order  a  complete  system  of  concentration 
and  of  embarkation  for  our  Army  Corps 
under  the  shortest  possible  nonce.  I 
now  pass  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
subject  with  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  dealt — the  defences  of  our  Coasts. 
I  am  free  to  confeaa  that  the  laeture  he 
drew  of  the  present  state  of^things  is 
not  one  that  can  be  contemplated  with 
perfect  satisfoction.  In  one  direction, 
nowever,  progress  has  been  made  to  a 
larger  extent  than  anyone  would  gather 
from  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's 
Bpeech.  I  refer  in  particular  to  the  de- 
fence of  our  OoBsts  by  submarine  mines. 
That  has  now  been  going  on  for  many 
years,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  it  has 
made  great  progress.  We  have  already 
spent  £416,000  on  such  mines,  and  we 
believe  that  this  work  is  progressing 
rapidly  towards  completion.  But  this 
entails  farther  expenditure,  because  you 
mast  have  guns  to  defend  these  mines, 
aod  to  defend  the  quick-firing  ^uns  you 
must  have  heavy  artillery  behind,  and 
this  hat  stDl  to  be  prorided.  Thenf  ore 
we  are  landed  at  uiis  conclusion — that 
■n  the  expenditure  we  have  undergone 
nqoires  further  expenditure  to  make  it 
•motive  and  complete.  No  definite  pro- 
gnmiDO  as  to  this  expenditare  has  over 
t't•e^  lai'l  before  Parliament.  GrciLt 
dslsj  htid  occurred,  for  which  both 
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ties  are  to  blame.  Both  Parties  are  also 
agreed  that  if  we  could  get  the  House 
of  Commons  in  the  precise  humour  to 
give  us  what  we  want  we  should  carry 
out  the  necessary  plan  with  expedition, 
I  believe  that  the  works  we  have  dono 
have  put  the  forts  into  a  much  more 
effective  position  for  defence  than  they 
have  ever  been  before;  but  much  re- 
mains to  be  done.  Hon.  Hembers  know 
what  the  provision  of  great  guns  means. 
We  have  expended  great  sums  of  money 
upon  them  which  would  have  startled 
our  fathers  or  statesmen  of  a  generation 
ago.  These  guns  cost  an  enormous  sum 
of  money.  Our  Vote  for  arms  at  the 
present  time  is  one  whieh,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  is  enormous,  and  which  for  many 
years  has  been  increasing  in  amount. 
Something,  no  doubt,  may  be  done  by 
the  development  of  the  Brennan  torpedo, 
upon  which  we  had  a  discussion  the  other 
night,  which  can  be  installed  at  three 
stations  for  the  cost  of  one  really  big 
gun.  I  take  a  deep  interest  in  all  these 
questions,  and  I  feel  the  responsibility 
which  rests  upon  me.  I  know  that  the 
defences  of  this  country  are  not  all  they 
ought  to  be,  and  I  am  not  inclined  to 
shirk  that  responsibility.  And  I  assure 
the  House  that  the  Government  is 
fully  sensible  of  its  duty  in  this  respect. 
We  are  considering  most  carefully  bow 
best  to  secure  the  fulfilment  of  the  duty 
which  devolves  upon  us,  and  if  I  can  see 
my  way  to  make  any  proposal  for  im- 
proving the  condition  in  which  those 
fortifications  are  placed  I  shall  at  once 
do  so.  Now,  I  pass  to  another  subject, 
upon  which  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  discussion  to-nigbt,  and  on  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  look  from  the  point 
of  view  of  our  general  organization.  I 
refer  to  the  position  of  our  Artillery, 
which  was  first  introduced  to  our  notice 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Winchester  (Mr.  Tottenham),  who  de- 
livered a  good  rattling  attack  upon  me, 
and  who  was  followed  by  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Member  for  Lambeth  (General 
'raser],  who  spoke  with  the  authority 
of  a  Cavalry  officer.  Tliey  brought  be- 
fore the  House  what  they  believed  to  he 
the  mistaken  policy  of  the  War  Office  in 
proposing  the  changes  we  have  now  put 
forward  with  regard  to  the  Artillery. 
Let  mo  ask  the  House  to  look  at  the 
wholfl  qiipstion  from  a  general  point  of 
vitw,  (  Uir  ArliUery  is  required  fof  the 
dalanaft  of  mir  CoHSt,  for  the  defence  of 
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OUT  coaling  stations  abroad,  and  for  (he 
purpose   of   furnishing    the  requisite 
amount  of  artillery  for  the  two  Army 
Corps,  and  the  question  we  have  to  deal 
with,  is  how  to  provide  for  these  necessi- 
ties without  unduly  adding  to  the  bur- 
dens of  the  country.    To  provide  for  the 
adequate  defence  of  our  Coasts  and  our 
coaling  stations  a  large  increase  is  ne- 
cessary in  our  Garrison  Artillery,  and 
there  is  also  a  deficiency  in  the  batteries 
of  Field  Artillery.   In  order  to  furnish 
our  two  Army  Corps  properly  equipped 
for  the  field  it  is  necessary  to  provide  am- 
munition columns  for  Uiem,  for  which  no 
provision  has  hitherto  been  made,  except 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment.   How  is  all 
tliis  to  be  done?    In  my  opinion  it  is 
only  to  be  done  by  outtinp;  down  any 
Euperabundanoe  and  supplying  any  defi- 
ciency.   The  only  superabundance  was 
in  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery.   I  do  not 
know  whether  hon.  Members  realize  the 
cost  of  this  force  in  money,  in  horses, 
and  in  transport.    We  felt  that  we 
were  gaining  money  and  horses  for  the 
improvement  of  other  branches  of  the 
Service.  We  have  added  also  wherever 
we  believed  that  there  was  a  deficiency. 
We  have  added  three  Field  Batteries 
which  we  believed  essential  for  the  two 
Army  Corps.   We  propose  to  add  1,800 
men  to  our  Garrison  Artillery,  although 
the  whole  of  this  number  will  not  be 
obtained  this  year ;  we  hope,  however,  to 
add  900  men  this  ^ear.   Hon.  Members 
who  have  spoken  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  have  taken  the  view  that  if  we 
wish  to  reduce  ezpenditnre  the  course 
we  have  taken  is  foolish.   But  we  are 
not  going  to  reduce  expenditure,  and 
Members  will,  perhaps,  be  surprised  to 
learn  Uiat,  taking  into  consideration 
the  cost  of  horses  used  for  other  pur- 
poses, the  actual  increase  of  cost  will 
amount  to  £23,000  a-year.    Wo  are  not 
undertaking  this  conversion  which  we 
have  proposed  for  the  purpose  of  dimi- 
nishing expenditure,  but  because  we 
believe  that  it   is  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  make  the  Artillery 
I'orcesof  this  country  adequate  for  our 
needs.   With  regard  to  this  conversion, 
I  may  state  that  I  very  deeply  regret  any 
pain  that  has  been  oausea  to  the  very 
gallant  force  which  it  affects.  The  c^- 
dencnr  and  smartness  of  the  Boyal  Horse 
Artill  [ery  make  such  a  task  one  of  great 
pain,  all  the  more  that  one  of  the  bat- 
teries proposed  to  be  reduced  is  one 


whose  services  are  as  sndh  as  have  heen 
mentioned  to-nigbt.  More  than  one  of 
the  batteries  whose  reduction  is  proposed 
have  a  record  of  which  the  Army  and 
the  I£oyal  Segiment  of  Artillery  may 
well  be  proud.  But  I  am  not  responsihle 
in  any  way  for  the  choice  of  a  particular 
battery  to  be  reduced.  They  have  been 
chosen  on  grounds  which  I  believe  to  be 
p^enerally  recognized  as  fair  to  all  the 
interests  concerned.  But  I  have  listened 
to  the  manner  in  which  that  reduction 
has  been  opposed  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  and  there  are  two  or  three  ob- 
servations which  I  may  ventore  to  make 
to  the  House  on  the  subject.  First  of 
all  it  is  spoken  of  as  if  wis  conTwsicm 
of  Horse  Artillery  into  Held  Artillery 
was  an  actual  reduction  of  militazy 
strength.  Now,  that  is  not  the  opinion 
of  the  military  advisers  of  the  War 
Office.  The  actual  reduction  of  guns 
caused  by  all  this  conversion  is  not  the 
72  guns  of  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  spoke,  but  only  12;  and  the 
result  of  the  whole  conversion,  so  far 
from  involrine  a  reduction  of  military 
strength,  will  be  to  add  largely  to  the 
defensive  forces  of  the  country.  Now, 
if  this  scheme  is  to  be  accepted  at  all,  I 
hope  the  House  will  also  accept  the  other 

Sart  of  our  scheme.  An  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  told  us  a  stozy  of  the  state  of 
things  two  or  three  years  ago  when 
some  batteries  were  sent  to  £gypt,  the 
batteries  remaining  at  home  being  left 
in  a  most  attenni^ed  condition.  Veiy 
likely  ;  but  our  object  is  to  have  no 
longer  a  large  proportion  of  attmuated 
batteries,  but  to  make  those  we  have 
effective  and  valuable  for  service.  In- 
stead of  many  skeleton  batteries  we 
hope  to  have  a  few  organized  in  the 
most  effective  manner,  ready  to  be  pro- 
duced whenever  they  are  wanted.  I  do 
not  know  if  hon.  Members  have  tho- 
roughly grasped  the  perplexity  of  the 
situation  in  which  we  are  placed  by 
the  g^eat  difficulty  of  horse  supply  in 
this  country.  That  dtfBcnlty  is  a  very 
great  one,  as  has  been  so  well  pointed 
out,  but  it  is  especially  difficult  with 
regard  to  Horse  AjtUlery ;  and  I  do  not 
mow  if  my  hon.  and  gaUant  iViend  the 
Member  iox  North  ^mbeth  has  ever 
thought  how  he  oould  possibly  manage 
if  all  the  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery 
were  to  be  called  out  on  active  service.  - 
I  say  there  are  no  horses  available  in 
the  country  to  man  those  horse  bat- 
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tertes  in  any  short  time  and  to  make 
them  fit  for  actiro  service.  There  is 
one  renuunioe  point.  We  have  hea^  a 
great  deal  ox  discussion  to-night,  but 
nobody  has  ventured  to  coatrtuliot  the 
fact  tut  the  number  of  Horse  Artillety 
in  this  countiT  is  in  excess  of  the  pro- 
portion of  Horse  Artillery  in  foreign 
countries.  Hon.  Members  have  alluded, 
indeed,  to  the  general  proportion  of 
Artillery  to  our  other  Forces,  but  nobody 
has  said  that  the  proportion  of  Horse 
Artillery  is  not  in  England  larger  than 
it  is  in  any  foieign  country.  It  is  for 
these  reasons  that  we  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  we  ought  not  to  ask 
the  House  to  maintain  this  expensive 
arm  to  a  larger  extent  than  is  re- 
quired for  two  Army  Corps,  and  that 
we  should  not  be  justi&ed  in  continuing 
a  system  for  which  we  cannot  find  a 
sufficient  justifioation ;  and  I  must  there- 
fore say,  vith  great  regret,  that  I  am 
vrhoUy  unable  to  accede  to  the  sugges- 
tions which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friends 
have  made  that  ve  should  continue 
those  five  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  Field  Batteries, 
some  hon.  Members  have  spoken  as  if, 
when  we  had  provided  for  the  wants  of 
two  Army  Corps,  we  should  have  no 
Field  Batteries  left.  That  is  not  the  case. 
We  should  have  14  Field  Batteries  left, 
and  it  is  intended,  partly  for  purposes  of 
eocmomy,  to  utilize  these  for  uie  pur- 
pose of  forming  ammunition  columns  in 
the  event  of  the  Army  Corps  being 
suddenly  called  upon  service.  I  must 
honestly  say  that  X  should  be  glad  to 
have  more  Field  Batteries,  which  would 
be,  of  course,  always  available  iat  the 
many  small  wars  in  which  tliis  country 
might  be  engaged;  but,  after  carefully 
considering  ^e  subject  in  its  various 
aspects,  we  have  arrived  at  the  conclu- 
sion that  we  are  not  justified  in  retaining 
a  larger  force  of  Field  Artillery  than  is 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
while  we  are  asking  Parliament  to  give 
us  more  monoy  to  increase  the  Artillery 
in  other  directions.  I  will  now  psss  to 
one  or  two  other  questions  which  have 
been  raised  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion. My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Winchester  (Mr.  Totten- 
ham) has,  in  particular,  called  attention 
to  the  strength  of  our  Home  battalions, 
and  he  woidd  like  both  these  and  the 
foreign  service  battalions  kept  at  full 
itroDgth.   There  can  be  no  doubt  that 


there  would  be  great  advanfages  in 
the  policy  which  my  hon.  end  gallant 
Friend  recommends;  but  it  would  in- 
volve an  addition  of  10,000  or  20,000 
men  to  the  Army,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
support  any  War  Minister  who  should 
ask  for  such  a  number  of  additional 
men.  Then,  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  number  of 
men  at  the  depots,  and  it  has  sometimes 
been  urged  that  we  should  not  have  so 
many  men  there.  The  subject  is  some- 
what new  to  me,  and  I  have  not  yet  had 
an  opportimity  of  looking  into  it;  but  I 
have  always  understood  that  the  reason 
why  young  soldiers  are  kept  at  the 
depots  is  very  much  the  same  as  that 
for  which  you  send  boys  to  private 
schools  before  you  send  them  to  college. 
You  do  not  wish  to  place  them  at  once 
in  the  midst  of  all  the  difficulties  that  it 
is  neoOTsary  for  them  to  encounter  as 
they  advance  in  life.  In  the  same  way, 
you  do  not  like  a  recruit  to  join  his 
regiment  until  he  is  able  to  enootmter 
the  difficulties  and  hardships  which  he 
has  to  meet  in  the  regiment  and  when 
sent  on  foreign  service.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hants 
(Sir  Frederick  Fitz-Wygram)  has  called 
attention  to  the  deficient  supply  of 
horses,  and  the  conditions  on  which 
they  are  retained  in  the  Service  with 
respect  to  age.  I  cannot  follow  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  into  the  details  which 
he  has  brought  forward ;  but  I  can 
honestly  say  that  I  have  listened  with 
concern  to  the  facte  which  he  has 
brought  before  the  House  to-night, 
because  I  know  the  enormous  diffi- 
culty which  we  experience  with  re- 
gard to  our  horses.  It  was,  I  must  say, 
a  very  disheartening  tiling  to  hear  him 
speaking  of  the  great  difficulty  there  is 
of  getting  horses  either  in  this  country 
or  in  Canada,  and,  after  all,  saying  that 
he  had  no  remedy  to  provide.  That 
view.  Sir,  however,  ought  not  to  satisfy 
a  War  Minister,  and  it  does  not  satisfy 
me.  The  subject  of  horses  is  one  of  the 
most  important  character,  as  I  ventured 
to'  say  earlier  in  the  evening,  and  it  is 
one  which  my  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  and  myself  are  taking 
up  in  earnest.  We  are  examining  aU 
the  suggestions  put  forward  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improving  the  supply  of  horses, 
and  considering,  with  regard  to  the  mode 
of  purchase,  irtiether  we  should  not  en* 
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courage  home-breeding,  by  providing 
some  means  by  vhich  the  farmers  might 
know  when  horses  were  required,  and 
by  every  means  which  we  think  practi- 
cable. I  can  assure  the  House  that  we 
do  not  intend  to  let  this  year  pass  by 
without  doing  our  utmost  to  improve 
the  supply,  whether  it  be  by  following 
the  suggestions  of  hon.  and  gallant 
Members,  or  by  other  means  which  may 
oommend  itself  to  the  War  Office.  There 
is,  I  think»  onl^  one  other  subject  that  I 
have  to  daal  with,  and  that  is  the  sub- 

i'ect  of  tiie  new  rifle  which  my  right 
lOD.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  has 
referred  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ha3  spoken  of  his  hesitation  to  allow  the 
manuflRcture  of  the  new  rifle  last  year  at 
a  rapid  rate.  I  do  not  at  all  complain  of 
tliat  decision.  Although  I  admit  that  the 
Enfield-Martiui  is  a  very  efficient  arm, 
and  an  enormous  improvement  over  that 
which  the  Infantry  already  possess,  yet, 
since  that  weapon  began  to  be  oon- 
atructed,  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  well 
aware  that  the  question  of  the  magazine 
rifle  has  come  before  us.  In  adopting  a 
new  rifle,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should 
be  very  careful  to  insure  that  we  set  hold 
of  Uie  very  best  weapon  that  is  to  m  had, 
before  we  undertake  the  manufacture  on 
a  large  scale.  I  assure  my  right  hon. 
Trieoa  that  the  matter  has  been  under 
fhe  consideration  of  the  War  Office,  and 
the  skilled  officers  in  connection  with  it, 
since  the  year  1881 ;  and  we  have  had  a 
Committee  composed  of  officers  not  con- 
nected specially  with  the  War  Office,  but 
officers  of  the  Army  and  Volunteers,  who 
are  most  thoroughly  qualified  to  come  to 
a  decision  on  the  magazine  arm.  Every 
magazine  arm  in  Europe  has  been  ex- 
amined ;  the  most  exhaustive  trials  have 
been  made,  and  we  have  now  arrived  at 
the  point  when  we  have  submitted  for 
trial  a  Tffiy  considnable  number  of  Lee 
and  Lee-Burton  rifles.  Both  these  rifles 
have  been  recommended  by  the  Oom- 
mittee,  and  we  have  decided  that  the 
best  teat  to  whidi  they  can  be  submitted 
is  to  issue  a  certun  number  to  our 
Forces,  in  order  that  they  ma^  be  tried 
under  every  conceivable  oonditions  likely 
to  arise  in  actual  service.  We  hope  and 
believe  that  many  weeks  will  not  elapse 
before  the  trials  come  to  a  close,  and 
that  the  Committee  will  be  able  to  tell 
us  whether  or  not  they  have  definitely 
selected  one  of  these  rifles.   I  am  bound 

Mr.  S.  SUnhopt 


to  say  that  if  the  Committee  is  able  to 
recommend  a  rifle  for  use  by  the  Army 
I  ehall  not  be  inclined  to  hesitate  any 
longer.  I  believe  the  time  has  come 
when  the  British  Army  ought  to  be 
armed  with  the  magazine  rifle,  not  alone 
because  of  the  increased  efficiency  which 
the  magazine  rifle  will  ^ve,  but  because 
the  mere  fact  of  the  possession  of  that 
arm  will  give  more  confidence  to  the 
Army.  We  all  know  venrweimie  con- 
fidence which  the  breeoh-loading  rifle 
gave  to  the  Qerman  Army,  and  the 
panic  which  its  possession  eauaed  to  the 
Austrian  Army ;  but  I  go  further,  and 
say  that  I  beuere  that  either  of  these 
rifles,  if  they  were  adopted  by  our  Army, 
would  be  a  weapon  far  superior  to  that 
possessed  by  any  Continental  Army,  and 
would  place  us,  in  this  respect,  far  in 
advance  of  any  other  nation.  There  is 
a  great  deal  of  exaggeration  abroad  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  magarine  rifles 
have  been  adopted  by  foreign  countries. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  some  magazine 
rifles  have  been  adopted ;  but  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  doubt  as  to  their  efficiency. 
We  shall  certainly  proceed  with  cantitm, 
and  when  we  get  the  re^rt  of  the  tho- 
roughly qualified  Committee  I  have  re- 
fored  to,  and  beUere  that  we  have  got  a 
weapon  thoroughly  efficient,  and  better 
tlian  is  possessed  by  other  Armies,  we 
shall  not  hesitate  to  ask  Parliament  to 
give  us  the  means  of  equim>ing  onr 
Army  with  that  weapon.  There  are 
many  points  of  detail  on  which  I  shall 
be  glad  to  answw  questions  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  this  I  should  like  to  say 
now : — We  have  discussed  general  prin- 
ciples affecting  the  organization  of  the 
Army,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  allow 
us  to  go  into  Committee  at  once  and 
take  the  first  Vote.  I  need  scarcely  re- 
mind the  House  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  service  of  the  oounti^ 
that  we  should  get  Ihe  first  Vote  tO' 
night,  and  I  ask  to  be  allowed  to  go 
into  Committee  in  order  that  any  spe- 
cial question  afl'ectisg  the  Vote  for 
men  and  pay  for  the  Army  may  be 
argued  ana  discussed.  I  am  aware 
that  I  am,  in  this,  asking  a  great 
sacrifice  of  some  hon.  Members  who 
wish  to  bring  questions  forward.  Bat 
my  hon.  Friends  will  recollect  that  the 
point  to  which,  I  believe,  they  specially 
desire  to  refer — namely,  the  question  of 
increased  Capitation  Urants — is  one 
which  will  not  affect  the  Volnnteer 
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Force  daring  the  course  of  this  year. 
I  dwell  upon  that  poiut,  because  it  is 
one  which.  1  know  very  well  hon.  Mem- 
bers wish  to  raise ;  but  there  may  be 
others  to  which  my  remarks  also  apply. 
We  shall  have  other  opportunities  of 
discussing  these  matters ;  out  the  main 
reason  why  I  ask  that  we  may  be  al- 
lowed to  go  into  Oommittee  without  fur- 
ther delay  is  because  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  QoTemment  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal, which  seems  to  be  acceptable  to 
the  House,  that,  to  some  extent,  at  any 
rate,  the  Army  and  Navy  Esttmatra 
ihonld  be  refemd  to  a  Committee  up- 
stairs. I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  House 
will  allow  us  to  take  the  first  Vote  to- 
night, so  that  we  may  be  enabled  to 
constitute  the  Committee  without  delay. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) ;  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  has  made  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members,  who  have  particular  points  to 
refer  to,  to  allow  the  first  Yote  to  be 
taken  at  once.  But  I  confess  that, , 
looking  on  the  general  question  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  Army,  and  consider- 
ing  the  very  few  opportunities  which  lie 
before  us  for  general  discussion  as  to  the 
Army  generally,  and  its  proper  strength, 
hon.  Members  on  this  aide  of  the  House, 
at  any  rate,  are  entitled  to  a  tew  minutes 
respite ;  and  I  ask  the  foibearuiee  of  the 
House  while  I  make  a  few  remarks.  At 
the  outset,  let  me  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  on  the  very  able,  fair,  and 
oonrageons  statement  which  he  has 
made,  after  the  short  time  he  has  been 
in  an  Office  where  most  of  the  items  are 
new  to  him.  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  very  gal- 
lant way  in  which  he  has  stood  to  his 
guns.  He  has  to-night  sustained  the 
attack  of  every  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  has  spoken  on  a  single  item 
in  connection  with  which  it  £u  been 
imagined  that  it  was  a  proposal  to 
reduce  expenditure  and  weaken  the 
Btreng&  of  one  branch  of  the  Army. 
I  refer  to  the  Horse  Artillety.  One  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has,  however, 
shown  thai,  in  this  matter,  there  will  be 
no  eooQomy  to  the  taxpayer,  and  that  it 
Kill,  in  a  certain  sense,  weaken  the 
strength  of  the  Army.  We  have  had  a 
r^iolar  field  day  on  the  present  occasion ; 
and  1  never  remember  one  on  which  pro- 
iMnonal  talk  has  been  so  universally 


indulged  in.  I  almost  regret  that  any 
ctrilian,  who  has  simply  the  interest  of 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  at  heart, 
should  venture,  by  a  single  observation, 
to  destroy  the  harmony  of  those  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentlemen  who  have  had 
the  whole  evening  to  themselves.  But 
I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  one  remark 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  made  at  the 
outset  of  his  speech.  He  said,  first  make 
up  your  mind  as  to  the  strength  of  the 
force  required  for  the  defence  of  the 
country,  and  then  consent  to  the  main- 
tenance  of'  this  force  at  an  efficient 
point.  Well,  Sir,  I  agree  with  that 
view  as  being  thoroughly  business-like ; 
and  I  consider  the  suggestion  one  which 
ought  to  commend  itself  to  every  hon. 
Member  of  this  House,  and  to  the  coun- 
try at  large.  But  what  were  his  re- 
commendations for  the  defence  of  the 
country?  I  take  issue  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  there,  and  declare  that 
this  enormous  military  expenditure, 
which  will  be  followed  by  a  large 
naval  expenditure,  is  wholly  in  excess 
of  the  requirements  of  the  country. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  utterances  of  those  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  to- 
night are  affected  by  the  military  frenzy 
wnioh  nov  exists  on  the  Continent,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  as  veil  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  turned  aside  for  a 
moment  and  given  us  the  views  wldch 
the  Government  have  with  regard  to  the 
prraent  state  of  Continental  affairs.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Votes 
now  asked  for  are  far  beyond  the  real 
necessities  of  the  case  ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  there  is  any  contemplation  of 
the  possibility  or  probability  of  a 
British  Force  being  sent  to  the  Continent 
to  take  part  in  any  great  military  opera- 
tions, that  our  Force  is  ridiculously  in- 
adequate to  such  an  end.  I  think  it  i& 
necessary  that  the  country  should  make 
up  its  mind  as  to  the  course  it  will  pur- 
sue with  regard  to  Continental  affairs. 
It  is  not  long  ago  that  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  is  assumed  to  be  en- 
titled to  express  an  opinion  on  the  con- 
dition of  Continental  affairs,  declared  at 
the  Mansion  House  in  the  most  solemn 
terms  that  the  condition  of  Europe,  in 
respect  to  the  relations  of  one  nation  to 
the  other,  was  very  grave  indeed.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  cause  for  the  very  gravest 
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anxiety  to  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  maintenance  of  tlie  peace  of  Europe. 
But  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Statefor Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
Jamea  FergusBon)  has  also  given  his 
opinion  as  to  the  immediate  position  of 
Oontinental  affairs,  and  for  one  in  his 
position  I  may  say  that  he  has  used 
most  singular  terms.  He  epoke  of  the 
prospect  having  improved.  I  venture 
to  protest  agaiDst  that  mode  of  speech. 
But  has  the  Government  made  up  its 
mind  that  it  can  in  any  case  be  its  duty 
to  take  part  in  any  Continental  quarrel, 
and  undertake  the  sending  of  a  con- 
siderable force  to  any  part  of  the  Con- 
tinent ?  If  that  is  the  position,  then  I 
am  obUged  to  aaj  tiiat  t  do  not  think 
that  the  preparations  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment are  by  any  means  adequate  to 
such  a  view.  But  I  believe  that  the 
people  of  this  country  are  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  tbere  can  be  no  quarrel 
fomented  on  the  Continent  in  which  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  this  country  to 
take  any  part,  either  military  or  naval. 
The  increasing  taxation  which  the 
country  has  been  called  upon  to  bear 
during  the  last  12  years,  the  depression 
which  has  become  chronic  in  many  in- 
dustries, and  the  outcry  against  the  in- 
tolerable burden  which  rests  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  people,  convinces  me 
that  there  is  a  growing  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  say 
"  hands  off  with  regard  to  Continental 
affairs.  I  should  like  to  read  a  few 
words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ^e 
senior  Uemfaer  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  who  said — 

**  I  cannot  help  tbinbing  that  Europe  is 
marcMng;  towards  Bome  great  catastrophe  ;  the 
crushing  weight  of  theirmilitary  systemB  cannot 
be  supported  with  patience,  and  their  effects  may 
before  long  sweep  away  the  personages  who 
occupy  Tluones,  aod  the  imtmments  who  go- 
vern in  their  namea." 

I  believe  that  an  utterance  of  this  sort 
which  comes  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  senior  If  ember  for  Birmingham 
is  one  which  must  affect  the  mind  of 
everjr  thmking  man  in  this  oountiy.  It 
certainly  looks  now  as  if  Continental 
nations  were  going  towards  some  great 
catastrophe.  I  ask,  is  this  country  pre- 
pared to  take  a  share  in  this  great  race, 
and  to  leap  into  this  gulf?  We  are 
in  a  pontion  so  far  unentangled  with 
Oontinental  affairs  that  we  have  the 
chance  of  holding  back  ourselves,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  of  ezenusing  a  wise  and 

Mr,  IlUitfwarih 


restraining  influence  in  Europe;  and 
we  are  the  only  European  Power  which 
is  able  to  do  so.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  there  must  be  many  people  in  this 
country  who  would  be  veiy  glad  if  onr 
Government  could  see  its  way  towards  a 
prompt  withdrawal  from  any  position 
which  might  involve  the  entanglement 
of  the  British  Forces  in  any  quarrel, 
either  with  regard  to  Bulgaria  or  as  be- 
tween Germany  and  France.  There  is 
absolute  silence  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  desire  to  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  I  know 
very  well,  from  the  kindliness  of  his 
nature,  that  he  would  willingly  do  all 
that  lies  in  his  power  in  order  that  the 
peace  of  the  Obntinent  may  be  main- 
tained ;  but  in  order  that  ire  may  have 
some  security  fbr  that,  I  believe  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Gorravment  to  show 
far  more  courage  and  oonastency  than 
it  has  shown  in  its  declarations  on 
foreign  policy.  Once  let  it  be  known 
that  this  country  will  Wd  its  best  in- 
fluence towards  the  settlement  of  Inter- 
national disputes,  and  then  not  alone 
would  the  Government  consult  the  true 
interest  of  this  country,  but,  instead  of 
having  to  bear  the  humiliation  which 
would  follow  the  coiu«e  of  interference 
which  I  have  indicated,  its  position 
would  be  raised  in  the  minds  of  all 
right-thinking  people  at  home  and 
abroad.  I  come  now,  Sir,  to  the  ques- 
tion wheCher  this  lara;e  Force  is  neces- 
sary for  the  defence  oi  the  Empire ;  and 
I  say  that  I  am  convinced  that  the 
security  of  the  Empire  will  be  increased 
and  its  safety  insured  just  in  proporUon 
aa  we  withdraw  from  meddling  in  the 
affairs  of  Europe.  If  we  do  not  meddle 
in  those  affairs  we  shall  have  the  respect 
of  Oontinental  nations;  and  the  more 
consistently  we  take  up  that  position 
and  maintain  it,  the  more  advanta^ 
will  follow.  What  are  the  Forces  avail- 
able for  the  defence  of  the  country  ?  I 
shall  say  not  one  word  about  the 
Yeomanry,  which  everyone  knovra,  for 
the  purpose  of  defence,  has  been  obso- 
lete for  generaUons ;  but  I  am  about  to 
offer  a  suggestion  whereby  the  right 
hon.  Gentl«nan  may  fulfil  the  demands 
proposed  to  be  metnext  year.  There  is 
a  proposal  of  a  Capitation  Grant  fcnr  the 
Volunteers  of  5«.,  whidi  is  to  be  post- 
poned until  next  year.  My  suggestion 
iS|  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  : 
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give  lOi.,  and  this,  I  am  convinced, 
would  be  for  the  adrantago  of  the 
country  at  large.  I^t  them  suppress 
immediately  this  soldier-play  of  the 
Yeomanry,  and  give  the  money  to  the 
Yolunteera.  It  will  cause  a  small  in- 
crease in  the  Vote,  but  it  mil  be 
approred  by  the  country.  We  have 
500,000  soldiers  available  for  defence — 
that  is,  140,000  Begular  Troops,  in- 
cluding officers  ;  Militia,  120,000  ; 
Volunteers,  220,000;  and  at  the  back 
of  that  the  Beserre  Force,  making  a 
total  of  500,000  men.  I  renture  to  say 
that,  with  a  whole  year's  preparation  on 
the  part  of  Continental  Powers,  it  would 
be  impoasiblethattheyoould  land 300.000 
men  on  these  ahores,  and  we  have 
600,000  men  to  meet  them.  Oonsidw- 
ing  the  security  that  our  Fleet  affords 
us,  I  venture  to  say  that  if  200,000  or 
300,000  men  were  to  embark  for  those 
shores,  not  one-third  of  them  would  ever 
reach  the  country.  They  would  only  be 
sport  for  our  men-of-war,  and  the  de- 
struction would  be  terrific.  Therefore, 
I  say  that  the  country  would  be  justi- 
fied in  demanding  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion, both  in  the  number  of  the  soldiers 
and  the  expenditure  which  is  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  defence.  We  have 
never  been  able  to  get  a  cheap  Army 
in  this  country ;  instead  of  its  costing 
leas  per  head,  the  tendmoy  of  late  years 
has  been  to  inorease,  and  it  wiU  be  so 
more  and  mora  in  the  Army,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  Navy.  As  weapons  become 
more  scientiflo,  they  become  more  costly. 
I  say  thera  is  no  finality,  either  as  to 
rifles  or  the  armament  of  the  Navy. 
There  is  a  continuous  advance  made, 
one  competitor  going  a  step  further  than 
another,  and,  as  competition  increases, 
increased  cost  must  necessarily  follow. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Ghurobill) 
brought  great  credit  to  the  Conservative 
Party  by  putting  forward  some  prot^- 
sions  of  economy  in  respect  to  the  two 
great  spending  Departments,  and  the 
noble  Lord  left  the  Government  because 
he  could  not  make  an  immediate  im- 
pression  upon  the  rest  oi  his  OoUeagnes ; 
but,  instead  of  thera  being  any  diminu- 
tion of  expenditure,  we  have  had, 
I  believe,  Supplementary  Estimates 
amounting  to  £750,000,  and  we  have 
also  had  an  inoraase  in  the  Estimates 
submitted  to  us  to-night.  Not  only  the 
noble  Lord  the  Uemoer  for  South  Pad- 


dington (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
put  forward  professions  of  economy,  by 
which  I  understand  that  the  Couserra- 
tive  Party  gained  considerable  credit 
throughout  the  country  last  year ;  but  X 
venture  to  say  that  we  have  not  to-night 
any  substantiel  prospect  of  a  reduction 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits  that 
in  regard  to  our  Coast  defences  they  are 
left  in  a  very  inefficient  position,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  to  go  on,  year  by 
year,  spending  much  more  money.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  if  he  wera  War  Minister  he 
should  be  courageous  enough  to  ask  the 
House  for  a  considerable  increase  in 
expenditure  in  connection  with  some 
branches  of  our  defences.  I  only  wish 
to  say,  in  impressing  the  points  I  have 
dwelt  on  upon  the  House,  that  Uiis 
countey  should  either  make  up  its  mind 
to  force  every  Govemmeut  into  an  im- 
proved attitude  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  non-intervention,  or  it  should  be 
content  to  have  an  additional  load  year 
by  year  hung  round  its  neck  like  Con- 
tinental countries,  which  we  see  groan- 
ing under  the  increasiog  burdens  they 
have  to  bear.  On  looking  over  the 
figures  as  to  the  proposition  of  an- 
nual expenditure  on  interest  of  war 
debts  and  the  maintenance  of  armies 
and  navies,  I  find  it  is  calculated  that 
half  the  taxation  is  disbursed  in  this 
way.  But  we  in  this  country  have  gone 
far  beyond  that.  We  are  spending 
nearer  two-thirds  of  our  taxation  on 
the  Army  and  Navy,  intenst  on  the 
National  Debt,  and  on  the  small  at- 
tempt we  are  making  at  reduction  of 
Debt.  This,  I  maintain,  is  an  appMling 
state  of  affairs.  When  I  remind  the 
House  that  since  the  year  1870,  or  a 
little  further  back,  the  Civil  expendi- 
ture has  doubled  itself  —  largely,  of 
course,  in  consequence  of  that  Act 
of  true  wisdom  passed  by  this  House, 
namely,  the  Education  Act  of  1870 — 
when,  I  say,  we  remember  that  this 
enormous  increase  has  taken  place  in 
the  Civil  expenditure,  although  what 
we  are  spending  on  education  is  piodno- 
tive,  and  will  be  remunerative,  snraly 
we  ought  to  be  making  a  grave  attempt, 
on  the  other  band,  to  reduce  our  expen- 
diture on  an  overgrown  Army  and  Navy. 
I  think  the  House  of  Commons  will  fail 
in  its  duty  if  over  and  over  again  this 
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question  is  not  raised  and  discussed 
— if  we  do  not  avail  ourselves  of  every 
opportunity  that  offers  itself  of  raising 
it  m  order  to  make  some  impression  on 
the  Government,  and  the  policy  they 
pursue  in  regard  to  foreign  affairs. 
When  we  consider  the  Estimates  put 
before  us  year  by  yeu',  and  observe  the 
enormous  total  of  £31,000,000  spent  on 
the  Army  and  Navy,  we  stand  appalled ; 
but  we  must  remember  that  this  by  no 
means  corers  the  expenditure.  As  year 
by  year  passes,  we  see  Votes  of  Credit 
agreed  to,  now  for  £6,000,000,  now 
for  £11,000,000.  for  £3,000,000  or 
£3,000,000  on  another  occasioa.  If 
these  are  all  totalled,  it  will  be  found 
that  there  is  an  addition  of  1 0  to  20  per 
cent  to  be  made  in  the  ordinary  Esti- 
matea  presented  to  this  House  for  Army 
and  Navy  Services.  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  I  think  the  prospects  of  the  coun- 
try's industry  are  of  a  most  gloomy  cha- 
racter if,  while  we  are  subjected  to  in- 
creased competition,  and  to  a  denial  of 
ordinary  seasons  at  home,  we  are  called 
upon  to  bear  burdens  that  were  unknown 
during  venr  prosperous  periods  of  onr 
history.  One  of  the  first  duties  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people— parti- 
onlurly  when  they  know  so  well  the 
Buffering  that  almost  univarsally  pre- 
vaila  amongst  almost  all  dasses  except 
those  who  enjoy  the  proceeds  of  jtublu 
taxation — ^ia  to  make  an  effort,  it  may 
be  over  and  over  again,  to  produce  some 
permanent  effect  u^n  the  Government 
in  the  way  of  bringing  about  a  reduc- 
tion of  these  swollen  Estimates. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VD^CENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  had  intended  to  bring  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House  the  ques- 
tion of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  in  regard  to  the 
Oapitation  Grant  for  the  volunteers, 
and  more  especially  to  his  injurious 
proposition  to  make  it  entirely  depen- 
dent upon  getting  out  of  the  third  class 
in  musketi^ ;  but  after  the  appeal  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemui  baa  made  to  us,  I 
will  not  prevent  him  from  taking  the 
Yotes  in  Oommittee.  I  am  the  mom 
induced  to  take  this  course  because  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
promise  me  that  he  will  make  no  order 
effecting  a  change  in  the  matter  of  the 
Capitation  Grant  until  he  has  received 
a  deputation  of  commanding  officers  of 
Volunteers,  and  has  had  time  tooossider 


the  views  which  they  will  lay  befbze 

him. 

CoLOHEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  is  quite  right  in  refraining 
from  making  a  long  speech  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  but  the  reason  which  should  re- 
strain him  does  not  apply  to  me.  We 
have  had  three  or  four  very  able  and 
very  long  speeches  from  the  other  side 
of  the  ^nse,  so  that  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  in  that  quarter  may  be  taken 
to  be  pretty  well  ventilated.  It  is  un- 
fortunate that  Ihe^  cannot  state  theu 
opinions  without  doing  it  at  consideraUe 
length ;  but,  at  any  rate,  after  what  they 
have  said,  we  in  this  quarter  have  a  right 
to  be  heard.  I  think  I  am  quite  right 
in  asserting  that  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  have  spoken  for  by  far  the 
greater  portion  of  the  time  to-night  I 
will,  therefore,  take  the  liberty  to  occupy 
a  brief  space.  I  can  quite  see  that  the 
central  idea  that  has  been  in  the  minds 
of  the  advisers  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
is  with  regard  to  the  formation  of  two 
Corp$  (TArmit ;  but  I  must  point  out 
that  it  will  be  a  very  dangerous  idea  if 
they  let  it  go  too  far.  The  idea  is  to 
have  a  completely  oi^^ised  Army  of 
about  70,000  men  for  two  Corf9  ^JsmU^ 
and  they  are  prepared  to  make  aaori- 
fioes  for  that.  14o  doubt  it  is  a  very 
good  thing  to  have  70,000  men  who  can 
be  mobilized  at  any  time.  It  is  a  good 
thing  from  a  War  Office  point  ef  view, 
though  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Uling- 
worth)  there  should  be  no  such  idea  as 
the  formation  of  two  Corpt  tPArwUe, 
capable  of  rapid  mobilization,  as  it  would 
be  a  temptation  to  this  country  to  interpose 
in  foreign  complications.  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  advisers  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  are  not  saoriflcing  too  much  for 
their  idea,  because  it  seems  to  me  that 
a  great  country  requires  something  mrae 
than  70,000  men  for  defensive  purposes, 
or  for  use  in  Hie  event  of  a  large  war.  I 
do  not  think  it  should  be  left  out  of  con- 
sideration altogether  that  some  day  or 
othw  this  country  maybe  invaded.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  says  that  if 
500,000  men  were  sent  out  to  invade  us 
only  a  very  small  proportion  would  be 
ableto  land  on  our  shores — that  probably 
two-thirds  of  them  would  be  sunk  on  the 
way.  For  myself,  I  do  not  think  that 
that  would  be  the  ease ;  but  let  us  sup- 
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pose  that  the  500,000  men  were  enabled 
to  reach,  our  ahores — what  force  would 

Siu  have  to  meet  them  ?  The  Kod. 
ember  for  Bradford  says  that  we  should 
hare  fiOO.OOO  men  to  meet  them— and  he 
is  not  very  far  wrong.  Takii^  into 
ooneidnation  the  Volunteers  and  the 
UUitia,  and  swelling  the  force  of  the 
garrisons  we  have  in  our  fortresses,  we 
might  take  it  that  we  have  a  fair  fight- 
ing force  of  300,000  men.  Still,  does 
anyone  think  that  the  number  of  Horse 
Armlery  we  should  find  ourseWes  pos- 
sessed of  would  be  safficient  for  a  foroe 
of  that  size  ?  They  certainly  would  not 
be  sufficient  for  such  an  Army,  although 
they  might  be  for  two  Cotys  d'Armie  of 
70,000  men.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  it  would  take  at  least  two  years  to 
torn  a  Field  Battery  into  an  efficient 
Horse  Artillery.  Tou  cannot  improvise 
Horse  Artillery.  Yon  are  now  going  to 
give  up  all  our  Horse  Artillery  except 
only  so  maoh  as  you  require  for  70,000 
mm.  Our  Horse  Artillery  must  be  ready 
tonin  am^  if  Bead  be,  and  to  take  rapid 
action  in  ibe  field,  and  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  proper  state  of  efficiency  in  such 
a  force  you  require  the  best  men  you 
can  get,  and  the  best  training  you  can 
procure.  The  men  must  all  be  first-class 
riders  as  well  as  efficient  in  musketry 

eractice.  Horse  Artillery,  in  fact,  would 
e  worse  than  useless  on  active  service 
unless  it  is  very  good.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  with  a  large  and  complete 
Vi«A.d  Artillery,  including  in  that  word 
Horse  Artillery,  you  will  be  what  com- 
mercial men  call  cutting  it  a  great  deal 
too  fine.  The  Government  in  1872  re- 
duced tiie  Volunteer  Artillery,  and  I 
remember  pointing  out  at  the  time  that 
the  oonrse  they  were  taking  was  a  very 
dangMona  one.  The  defence  for  the  step 
at  that  time  waa  that  the  Volunteer  Ar- 
tilleiT  would  not  be  effective  as  a  iEHeld 
Artillery ;  but  now  yon  are  reducing  our 
Horse  ArtiUeiy  because  they  are  too 
good.  You  are  cutting  away  at  both 
ends.  Yon  have  taken  away  from  the 
number  of  oar  Field  Force,  and  now  yon 
are  taking  away  from  the  Force  which 
is  by  far  the  most  difficult  to  re-create  ; 
and  I  repeat  emphatically  that  in  this 
proceeding  you  are  doing  a  very  dan- 
KflTOUs  thing.  I  give  you  this  advice 
just  as  I  presumed  to  offer  yon  advice 
in  1872.  It  will  take  two  years  before 
the  preaent  Horse  Artillery  cease  to  be 
Horse  Attillery  and  become  Field  Ar:il> 


lery ;  and  I  would  advise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  his  conversion  in 
such  a  manner  that  during  the  next  two 
years  the  Horse  Artillery  which  he  is 
converting  into  a  Field  Artillery  may  be 
re-converted  into  a  Horse  Artillery.  I 
think  it  is  not  at  all  unlikely  that  within 
this  period  of  two  years  ho  may  find  it 
necessary  to  reverse  the  process  he  is 
now  undertaking.  I  would  press  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another  point 
— namely,  the  pay  of  the  men.  The 
Force  that  he  is  going  to  convert  into  a 
Field  Artillery  have  been  getting  higher 
pay  as  Horse  Artillery,  and  they  have 
come  to  look  upon  this  higher  pay  just 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks  upon 
his  emoluments  as  a  right.  The  amount 
the  men  have  been  receiving  as  extra 
Horse  Artillery  pay  is  only  a  sum  of 
£1,500 ;  but  this  is  an  amount  that  these 
men  will  miss,  and  that  they  ought  not 
to  be  deprived  of.  You  say  you  will 
bring  the  men  back  into  the  Horse 
Artiflery.  "Well,  you  may  bring  some 
of  them  back — ^you  will  no  doubt,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few,  bring  them  all 
back.  You  will  bring  the  very  best  of 
them  back,  but  there  will  be  some  in- 
ferior to  others,  and  these  will  not  be 
picked  out,  so  that  in  the  matter  of  pay 
you  will  be  inflicting  an  injustice  upon 
those  few  left  behind.  The  item  is  only 
a  email  one,  but  I  think,  in  justice  to 
these  men,  the  point  I  raise  should  be 
considered.  There  is  another  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  G^Ueman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  made  use  of 
which  I  think  on  reflection,  he,  with  his 
logical  mind,  will  see  is  not  a  sound  one. 
He  says  that  one  reason  for  not  increas- 
ing the  Horse  Artillery  is  because  there 
is  not  a  sufficient  number  of  good  horses 
in  the  country.  I  contend  that  this 
matter  of  the  supply  of  horses  is  simply 
a  question  of  supply  and  demand.  If  you 
keep  the  number  of  horses  down  in 
peace  time,  you  will  not  have  a  sufficient 
number  to  draw  from  in  time  of  war. 
The  question  of  the  supply  of  food  and 
the  other  points  are  only  so  many  argu- 
ments brought  in  to  support  a  precon- 
ceived idea,  and  I  must  say  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  pushing  that 
idea  altogether  too  far.  You  will  have 
our  Volunteers  without  any  Field  Artil- 
lery support — ^you  take  away  from  the 
Field  Artillery  and  then  you  suppress 
the  Horse  Artillery,  and  you  take  away 
a  number  of  horses  from  the  Field  Ar- 
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tillery  for  the  purpose  of  putting  them 
in  an  ammunmon  column.  Supposing 
our  two  Axmy  Corps  lose  a  battle,  ana 
are  t^en  priBOnors,  what  will  be  our 
position  ?  Ton  will  find  that  you  have 
left  our  Volunteers  with  no  guns  at  all, 
excepting  a  email  force  of  Horse  Artil- 
lery, and  in  the  worst  possible  state  for 
suetaining  a  fight — that  is  to  say,  with 
all  their  honea  taken  for  the  ammuDi- 
tion  column.  With  regard  to  this  other 
question  connecte^jith  the  Horse  Ar- 

— ^my  contention  is,  that  there^ 
ample  supply  of  good  animals  in  the 
country,  which  you  could  obtain  if  you 
would  only  pay  a  little  more  than  you 
do  for  our  supply.  If  you  raised  your 
contract  price  you  would  find  very  little 
difficulty,  in  the  course  of  three  or  four 
years,  in  getting  all  the  horses  you  want. 
I  will  tell  you  how  you  obtained  your 
horses  some  10  or  12  years  ago,  because 
I  was  acquainted  with  the  officer  who 
had  to  buy  them.  You  had  a  large 
contractor  in  London,  who  arranged 
with  the  farmers  in  the  Korth  of  Eng- 
land to  buy  all  the  horses  that  they 
could  supply  of  four  or  five  years  of 
i^.  It  was  found  that  the  farmers  sent 
all  their  best  horses  to  dealers  to  be  sold 
for  carriage  purposes,  and  those  that 
were  not  good  enough  for  carriages 
were  thrown  into  the  Artilleiy.  This 
was  because  tiie  Army  contractor  was 
not  able  to  compete  with  the  private 
purchaser.  If  he  had  been  prepared  to 
give  a  little  more  money  for  his  horses, 
your  contractor  would  have  been  able  to 
get  the  best  animals.  I  hold  that  there 
are  any  number  of  good  horses  to  be 
obtained  in  London  alone.  I  am  certain 
that  if  you  sent  men  round  to  gather  up 
all  the  horses  that  could  be  found  in 
Hyde  Park,  and  in  other  parts  of  Lon- 
don, you  would  get,  in  the  course  of  a 
week,  20,U00  of  as  good  horses  as  you 
could  possibly  want.  I  repeat  that  you 
do  not  pay  a  sufficient  price  for  your 
horses.  There  is  another  method,  as 
has  been  pointed  out  by  a  Cavalry  Gene- 
ral, by  which  you  could  improve  our 
supply  of  horses  and  the  quality  of  the 
horses  you  obtain  at  the  same  time.  I 
think  this  result  would  be  effected  by 
establiahing  sires  in  Iroland.  I  do  not 
know  that  sires  are  so  much,  wanted  in 
England  as  they  are  in  Ireland;  but 
under  present  conditions  in  Ireland  the 
horses  run  small,  and  are  hardly  of 
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muob  use  for  ArttUerv 
bred  animals,  but  rati,„^  * 
had  intended  to  aay  ^^^^ 
the  magazine  riEe^L? 

desiratrtotakeVp^t^^^,*^! 


Houaeat  Oiis  late  hour.  T  J" 
however,  that  I  do  not  V""*" 
Secretary  of  Bi^i^  ^  ^ 

good  advice  to  the  nree««#  ^™  ™ 
that  Office.  Ithink  ir^?\****"P"'* 
for  the  best  magazine  rifl«i?R'™'^° 
produced,  it 

may  bring  about Tco^^ 
^mn^^to^hat^hStSLSA 


Germ 

all  know  the' 
adoption  of 


loring^the  short  war  betv«„ 


many.  l^x^Q^^^^^^^y  ^ 
no  means  a  good  weapoif^  ^ 
it  was,  it  had  an  enormou^"^^  adwn^ 
over  the  weapon  in  use  in  theTp^  y'*^ 
Army.  It  seems  to  me,  therefa 
it  would  be  advisable  for  the^ 
Authorities  of  this  country  to 
themselves  now  of  10,000  or  2\ 
magazine  rides,  although  there  maj 
a  better  pattern  invented  later  on. 
we  had  such  a  supply,  we  should 
ready  for  any  pressing  em«gen<7,  and ' 
should  still  be  in  a  position  to  reconsider 
the  question  of  the  adoption  of  an  effi- 
cient pattern.  I  do  not  think  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Becretaxy  of  State 
for  War  could  follow  ttie  advice  of  hia 
Predecessor  in  r^^ard  to  the  magazine 
rifle  without  hicnrring  a  certain  amount 
of  risk. 

Db.  OLASK(OaithneBs):  Before  yov 
leave  the  Chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Bho\il< 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaj 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Bdir.  B 
Stanhope)  whether  he  would  tell  ua  whW 
in  the  new  Eoyal  Warrant,  he  haa  d«l 
prived  medical  officers  of  their  relative 
rank  ?  I  would  tell  him  that  the  oourai 
he  is  adopting  is  causing  considerablt 
dissatisfaction  amongst  the  medical  offij 
cers  of  the  Service.    Gentlemea  wU 
have  occupied  the  position  of  the  S^r« 
tary  of  State  for  War  have  recognized 
that  with  medical  officers,  as  with  mai 
other  people,  rank  is  everything, 
your  new  arrangement  you  are  bringii 
about  a  most  important  ohange  in  tl 
$Mu»  of  the  medical  officers — in  fa_^ 
from  their  point  of  view,  you  are 
grading  them.   That  is  their  feoUng^ 
they  feel  that  you  are  degrading  thd 
to  a  lower  »iaiw  than  the  Oommiasarii 
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I  think  this  branch  of  the  Service  does 
Dot  deserve  such  treatment.  If  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  will  glance  over  the  list 
of  casualties — if  he  will  search  among 
the  records  of  the  killed  and  wounded 
for  the  last  few  years,  he  will  find  the 
names  of  a  large  proportion  of  medical 
officers.   If  he  will  look  into  the  records 
to  see  who  have  obtained  the  Victoria 
Cross  of  late  years,  he  will  find  that 
medical  officers  have  as  much  right  as 
any  other  men  in  the  Service  to  be 
railed  combatant  officers.    I  contend 
that  this  is  no  mere  matter  of  sentiment. 
The  position  and  comfort  of  these  offi* 
cere  is  being  aflfeoted  by  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.    They  are  combatant 
in  position  as  well  as  rank,  and  I  fail  to 
see  what  the  Medical  Service  has  done 
to  justify  such  treatment.   I  think  they 
would  understand  your  arrangement 
much  better  if  you  were  giving  them 
the  same  pay  as  combatants ;  but  you 
are  doing  nothing  of  the  kind— you  are 
merely  degrading  them  from  their  pre- 
sent positions.  XF  this  policy  is  carried 
out,  I  believe  you  will  find  great  diffi- 
culty in  getting  medical  men  to  join  tbo 
Army.    Instead  of  abolishing  relative 
rank,  you  ought  to  have  given  medical 
officers  actuu  rank,  as  is  done  in  Con- 
tinental ArmiM.  That  would  be  con- 
sidered by  medical  officers  as  something 
better  than  even  an  increase  in  their 
salarieB.    I  do  not  know  of  anything 
the  members  of  the  Medical  Department 
have  done  to  cause  the  War  Office  or 
the  Horse  Guards  to  deprive  them  of 
the  very  great  privilege  I  have  men- 
tioned.   During  the  time  I  speak  of 
they  have  loEt  greatly  in  killed  and 
wounded,  many  of  them  have  gained 
the  Victoria  Cross,  and  they  have  done 
a  great  deal  to  reduce  the  death-rate  in 
the  Army — the  death-rate  has  been  re 
duced  from  19  to  6  per  1,000  at  home, 
and  from  17  to  15  per  1,000  in  India. 
I  should  like  to  hear  from  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  reasons  which  have 
caused  the  Government  to  reduce  the 
Medical  Profession  to  ita  present  position 
in  the  Army,  and  thus  create  great  dis- 
satisftustion  amongst  our  Army  medical 
officers. 

Majob  BASOH  (£s8ez,  S.E.):  I  do 
not  propose  to  engage  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  more  than  a  very  few 
minutes ;  bat  I  wish  to  mention  certain 
e  duotions  which  might  be  very  pro- 
perly effected  in  the  £^Umates,  and  the 


saving  applied  to  the  benefit  of  the  pri- 
vate solcuer  in  the  way  of  a  free  kit  and 
rations,  which  he  has  always  been  pro- 
mised, but  never  yet  been  able  to  get. 
The  first  item  in  which  I  suggest  a  re- 
duction is  that  for  the  Staff — very  nearly 
£200,000  is  required  for  the  General 
Staff.    A  reduction  might  also  be  very 
well  made  in  the  item— £90,000 — for 
Commissariat  and  Transport.  Our  Army 
is  themost  over-stocked  Army  in  Europe. 
We  have  the  Quartermaster  General's 
Staff  and  the  A^utant  General's  Staff— 
two  Staffs  which  ought  to  have  been 
amalgamated  16  years  ago.   We  have 
the  Medical  Staff,  the  Commissariat 
Staff,  and  the  Ordnance  Staff,  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  these  Staffs 
might  be  amalgamated  in  peace  time 
as  they  are  amalgamated  in  war  time. 
The  Staff  we  keep  at  Aldershot,  in  order 
to  supervise  about  half-a-dozen  skeleton 
battalions,  is  equivalent  to  the  entire 
German  Staff  in  time  of  war.  The  next 
matter  I  wish  to  advert  to  is  the  in- 
creased expenditure  on  civilian  clerks 
at  the  War  Office.  Last  year  the  civilian 
clerks  were  increased  to  about  400,  and 
their  pay  amounted  to  £118,000.  We 
bare  about  6S  military  clerks  receiving 
only  £100  a-year  each.    The  work  is 
very  easy  and  very  quickly  learnt.  I 
cannot  understand  why  we  should  not 
have  more  military  clerks  at  £100  a- 
year  each,  and  fewer  civilian  clerks 
drawing  £290  a-year  each.    The  worst 
of  all  is  that  these  clerks  have  to  justify 
their  existence,  and  they  do  this  by 
calling  for  Returns,  the  number  of  which 
increases  every  year.  There  is  no  reason 
why  money  should  not  be  saved  by  cut- 
ting down  the  Returns  made  in  the  Ser- 
vice.   For  instance,  the  Returns  which 
are  now  made  monthly  might  be  made 
half-yearly,  and  the  Returns  now  made 
half*yearly  might  be  made  yearly.  At 
present  soldiers  are  turned  into  account- 
ants, in  order  to  produce  Returns  which 
are  never  wanted  by  anybody,  which  are 
no  more  good  than  the  Bine  Books 
which  hon.  Members  get  every  morning. 
One  word  with  regard  to  the  expendi- 
ture on  military  law.  The  administeation 
of  military  law  cmta  £3S,000  a-year. 
This  expenditure  is  occasioned  as  much 
as  anything  by  the  number  of  desertions 
and  courts  martial.     Last  year  there 
were  4,500  desertions,  and  about  10,000 
courts  martial.     Now,  if  commanding 
offiiers  were  allowed  to  eliminate  the 
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bad  charaotera  from  the  ranks,  the 
number  of  desertions  and  the  amount  of 
orime  would  diminish.  Bad  characters 
are  turned  out  now,  but  as  soon  as  tliey 
are  turned  away  they  enlist  in  another 
regiment.  The  only  way  to  reduce 
crime  in  the  Army,  and  to  eliminate  bad 
characters,  is  to  mark  every  man,  from 
the  Oommander-ia>Ghief  downwards, 
who  enters  the  Army.  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  question  of  trans- 
port. In  England  regiments  are  moved 
from  one  place  to  another  two  or  three 
times  a^year.  Cavalry  regiments  move 
right  across  England  once  a-year,  with- 
out the  slightest  rhyme  or  reason.  It  is 
said  the  practice  has  always  been  carried 
out,  and  it  always  must  be.  An  enor- 
mous sum  might  be  saved  by  a  reduction 
in  the  expenses  of  transport.  The  sums 
saved  might  be  expended  in  ameliorating 
the  condition  of  the  private  soldier,  in 
jiving  him  a  free  kit  and  free  rations, 
and  \».  a-day,  whicK  has  been  pro- 
mised. A  free  kit  he  never  gets ;  but 
at  the  end  of  every  year  he  finds  himself 
£1  in  debt.  As  to  free  rations,  he  is 
supplied  with  1  lb.  of  bread  and  three- 
quarters  of  a  pound — very  often  only 
half-a-poond  —  of  the  worst  possible 
meat,  and  hia  U.  a-day  which  has  been 
pron^sed  to  him  is  brought  down  to 
about  8|rf.  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Uie  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  and 
hon.  Members  who  know  anytliing  of 
the  subject  will  agree  with  me  that 
nothing  disgusts  a  soldier  more  than  to 
find  tl^t  he  has  been  taken  in— that,  in 
fact,  he  was  induced  to  uklist  upon  false 
pretences. 

Ma.  BE  LISLE  (LeicestersKire,  Uid) : 
Mr.Speaker,  it  is  with  extreme  reluctance 
I  rise  to  interpose  between  the  House 
and  the  Committee;  but  I  consider  I 
have  a  duty  to  perform.  I  wish  to  direct 
attention  to  a  very  important  point  in 
the  Memorandum  which  has  been  sup- 
plied to  hon.  Hembera,  and  to  remind 
the  House  that  in  that  Memorandum  an 
admission  is  made  whidi  refleota  very 
seriously  upon  the  oondnot  either  of  this 
or  previous  ^rliaments.  The  right  hon. 
Geotlemaa  the  Seoretary  of  Stato  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Btatea  in  this 
Memorandum — 

"  It  win  be  obMFvad  that  pioiidon  is  made 
in  the  Eatimatee  for  carrj-fn^  on  the  work*  of 
defence  at  onr  coaling  itationt,  ud  for  pro- 
viding them  with  guns  \  beaide  tho  amonnt  to  be 
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voted  for  the  woric  of  aubmarine  mining.  The 
sum  taken  ia  somewhat  ia  excees  of  that  which, 
has  for  the  last  two  years  been  included  in  the 
Estimates.  It  will  enable  the  defenoeaof  ^mg 
Kong,  Sierra  Leone,  and,  approximately,  those 
of  Singapore,  to  be  completm." 

It  is  to  the  word  "  approximately  '*  I  ob- 
ject. I  shall  show,  in  a  very  few  words, 
that  the  use  of  that  word  "approxi- 
matdy "  amounts  to  an  admission  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  been  guilty, 
in  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  the 
previous  paragraph  of  the  Hemoran- 
dum,  of  "  a  breach  of  faith."  At  the 
same  time,  I  oongratulato  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  courage  and  can- 
dour which  have  enabled  him  to  place  be- 
fore us  the  real  stato  of  thinga.  We  have 
made  a  ba^^ain  with  Singapore  to  pro- 
vide the  necessary  armaments,  if  the 
Government  of  the  Straits  Settlemento 
would  pay  for  the  forts,  and  yet  we 
have  fuled  to  fulfil  the  obligation  we 
undertook.  A  more  serious  clu^e  oould 
not  be  made,  and  I  would  not  have 
made  it,  especially  at  this  late  hoar 
(1.15)  of  the  Sitting,  had  I  not  been 
connected  with  the  Colony  of  Singapore, 
and  had  some  opportunity  of  learning 
something  of  the  circumstanoee.  Only 
the  other  day  I  received  two  lettors  upon 
this  subject  from  Members  of  the  Straita 
Settlements  Legislative  Council.  I  will 
not  give  the  writers'  names ;  this  might 
be  inconvenient ;  but  I  may  be  permitted 
to  read  passages  from  the  letters.  One 
of  my  correspondents  says — 

"  After  the  answer  givm  by  the  Seoretary  of 
State  for  War  to  Sir  William  Croanun's  tn- 
qairiea  on  Tneadav,  It  is  qoite  dear  that  much 
neater  preasore  wan  any  that  hai  yet  b«aa 
brought  to  bear  is  needed  to  maka  them  ask  for 
more  money,  which  ia  what  it  reqnind  to 
enable  the  manu&ctore  of  goni  to  be  expedited 
by  holding  ont  {ndnoementa  to  private  wms  to 
lay  down  machinery  at  ODoe  for  manofaetor* 
of  gnns.  It  is  nearly  three  years  siooe  the 
Imperial  A.uthoritics  knew  what  they  had  to 
do,  and  they  have  so  far  g^ven  Singapore  foor 
new  gona,  and  remounted  a  few  obsolete  ineffi- 
cient ooea;  and  they  propoae  to  give  da  the 
balance  dribleta.  to  be  completed  in  1889. 
And,  meantima,  are  they  going  to  give  oa  find- 
class  modem  ahips  till  we  get  owt  gnna— havA 
they  got  tiiem  to  ntare  for  the  purpose  ?  The 
Seci«tary  of  State  for  War  says  on  certain  ata- 
tiona,iadading  Singapore,  the  Government  ha« 
spent  £183,630,  and  expect  to  spend  £i06,666-~ 
* on  the  armaments  of  those  atationa ;  bntheia 
very  careful  to  avoid  saying  over  what  period 
that  expen^tore  Is  ezteodoa." 

I  will  now  read  an  extract  from  the 
second  lettor  I  have  received}  the  writer 
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beingr  a  ^ntleman  vbo  is  well  np  in 
ererything  which  conoenu  tho  defences 
of  Singapore — 

'*  I  am  very  ghd  to  see  that  yon  pn^ou  te 
call  attention  to  the  qoestion  of  our  ooaling 
■tatioQS.  Ever  eiace  I  have  oome  home,  I  have 
been  repraeoting  how  disgraoefal  it  is  that  the 
Mother  Country  does  not  fulfil  her  ohligations 
to  her  Colonies ;  and  have  been  urging  that  we 
■honld  not  put  off  Ull  to-morrow  what  should 
be  done  to-day.  At  Singapore  we  have  rushed 
through  what  we  were  asked  to  do,  only  to  find 
that  a  part  of  the  ordnance  has  not  even  been 
ordered  yet.  People  write  and  talk  as  if  some- 
thing colossal  was  involved.  Why,  if  the  recom- 
datioai  of  the  Royal  Commission  had  not 
been  emascnlated,  it  would  have  only  meant 
the  ooit<rf  construction  of  three  first-class  iron- 
eladi  for  all  oar  ooaling  stations  put  together." 

Now,  the  point  I  wish  to  impresa  upon 
the  House  is  that  until  the  armaments 
of  any  Oolony  are  completed,  the  mon^ 
spent  is  as  good  as  thrown  in  the  sea. 
Your  capital  is  dead  oapital ;  it  makes 
no  return.  Therefore,  I  saj  that,  in  the 
interests  of  this  country  as  well  as  of 
the  Ooloniee,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  (Jo- 
Temmeni  of  the  day  to  see  tiiat  at  all 
oosta  the  annamoDts  and  fortifications 
which  have  been  commenced  are  com- 
pleted without  any  delay.  We  are  in- 
formed that  Singapore  will  not  be 
armed  for  several  more  years  to  oome, 
except  "  approximately."  Singapore  is 
the  high  road  between  the  Eastern  Seas 
and  the  Southern  Seas ;  it  commands 
tiie  whole  of  the  trade  between  England 
and  China,  and  much  of  the  trade  with 
Australia ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  most  im- 
portant that  thiS|  at  least,  of  our  coaling 
stations  should  be  adequately  defended. 
If  the  Oovornment  are  unable  to  get 
from  this  House  a  Yoto  of  money  sum- 
dent  to  enable  them  to  perform  what  is  a 
most  smious  duty,  they  ought  to  raise  a 
loan  for  the  purpose.  The  point  has 
already  been  weU  tooohed  upon  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Memberfor  Birkenhead 
(Sir  Edwud  Hamley).  The  sentence 
which  fc^ows  the  one  I  have  quoted 
from  the  Memorandum  shows  there  is 
A  means  of  dmng  what  is  a  matter  of 
duty,  and  which,  if  not  done,  implies  a 
breadi  of  faith.   It  is  said — 

"  Some  advance  will  he  made  in  other  oases 
alao  ;  but  it  cannot  be  denied  that  an  acoelera- 
tUn  of  this  work  beyond  the  rate  of  progress 
laid  down  in  18U  would  be  eminently  &sirahle, 
eapedaUy  as  it  is  well  known  to  everyone  who 
bas  looked  into  the  sabjeet  that  more  than  one 
^M^o^  priaiary  inpoitaDoe  itOl  raiudas 

I  would  Tentnro  to  suggest  that  no  ad- 
yOL.  CCOXII.  [thibs  sbkieb.] 
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vauoe  need  be  made  in  the  other  oases 
until  our  obligations  are  satiided  wiUi 
regard  to  Singapore.  It  is  surely  more 
prudent  to  have  one  place  quite  com- 
pleted than  half-a-dozen  approximately 
complete.  Besides,  when  you  read  these 
words  you  imagine  the  Goverament  are 
going  to  act  upou  the  lines  laid  down 
in  1884;  but  they  are  going  to  do 
no  such  thing.  The  fault  lies  be- 
tween the  Govemment  and  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  1884  it  was  solemnly 
declared  to  the  Government  of  Singa- 
pore that  if  they  would  spend  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  upon  the  fortifica- 
tions, the  guns  should  be  completed  and 
ready  to  be  mounted  on  the  fortifications 
in  1887.  This  Memorandum  clearly 
shows  that  it  is  not  intended  that  the 
armaments  shall  be  oompleted  until 
1889.  I  maintain  that  if  yon  are  really 
in  earnest  in  respect  to  the  fortification 
of  onr  coaling  stations,  yon  ought  to  set 
about  the  work  at  onoe.  When  I  was 
at  Singapore  there  was  a  fleet  of  eight 
Bussian  war  veesels  cruising  about  and 
surveying  the  harbours  for  nearly  six 
months  at  a  time.  They  could  have 
seized  upon  the  place  in  as  many  hours 
if  war  had  been  declared.  Lest  anybody 
should  think  I  have  been  gnilty  of 
exaggeration  in  what  I  have  said,  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  wmxk  of  the  Memo- 
randum.  My  experience  is  a  very  short 
one ;  but  I  doabt  whether  any  Minister 
of  State  has  ever  made  such  a  candid 
confession  which  so  seriously  involves 
the  credit  of  this  House  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  Steto  for  War  does  in  this 
Memorandum.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says— 

"  I  am  anxlotu  to  bring  prominently  forward 
the  fact  that  the  manufacturing  and  engineer- 
ing departments  necessarily  enter  into  oontract 
engagements  extending  over  several  years,  and 
that  a  sudden  cnrtaument  of  Estimates  may 
t^ten  mean  not  only  the  stoppage  of  a  paxtioulw 
wotk.  bat  theloM  of  a  large  jwut  of  the  money 
already  expended,  or  it  may  involve  a  breach  Gt 
faith.  Take,  for  instance,  Uie  expenditure  upon 
onr  coaling  stations,  whidi  is,  and  ought  to  be, 
regulated  by  the  general  scheme  laid  down  in 
1884,  accepted  by  the  Treasury,  and  at  that 
time  aabmitted  to  Fariiament.  Upon  the  faith 
of  that  schane  we  have  indnoed  some  of  onr 
Colonies  to  vote,  and  to  expend  large  sums  of 
money  on  the  understanding  that,  if  th^  would 
undertake  the  cost  of  the  works,  the  Imperial 
Parliament  would  find  the  armaments.  In 
more  than  one  case  the  C(^ony  haa  kept  its  part 
of  the  bargain,  while  the  Imperial  Government 
has  not  obtidned  the  necoBsaty  funds  to  do  so. 
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lo  all  tbese  cases  the  faith  of  Parliament  is 
deeply  pledged,  and,  gaito  independently  of  the 
Kreat  interests  involved,  ve  are  bound  in 
honour  to  provide  the  neoassary  fonds,  at  least 
upon  the  Mala  laid  down  in  1884.*' 

If  th»  House  is  not  willing  to  Tote  the 
money  this  year,  I  ask  it  to  authorize 
the  Government  to  raise  a  loan  with 
which  to  complete  the  armaments  in  a 
proper  way.  If  such  a  proposition  cannot 
be  entertained  ;  if  the  House  is  utterly 
careless  of  the  engagements  made  by 
preTious  Houses  of  GommoDS ;  if  the 
House  is  prepared  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  a  noble  Lord  and  sacrifice  its 
reputation  upon  the  altar  of  thrift  and 
economy,  I  can  only  hope  that  the  au- 
thorities who  are  interesting  themselves 
in  the  celebration  of  the  Jubilee  of  Her 
Majesty  will  devote  the  funds  they  have 
collected  to  build  a  superfluous  Imperial 
Institute  Hall  to  dwthorge  this  most 
important  and  necessary  duty  of  the 
country— namely,  to  fal61  its  engage- 
ments in  respect  to  the  fortifications  of 
our  coaling^  stations,  at  least  as  far  as 
Singapore  is  concerned. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  deal  at  length 
with  the  question  before  the  House. 
We  have  practically  gone  round  the 
world  in  our  discussion  this  evening, 
and  I  had  intended  to  bring  under  con- 
sideration, and  call  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  who  has  this 
matter  in  baud  to,  the  fitness  of  Sey- 
chelles as  a  coaling  station.  But,  we 
having  had  a  satimactory  answer  from 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  belonging  to 
another  Department  connected  with  the 
subject,  I  shall  not  deal  with  it  to- 
night. I  think  we  have  not  received  a 
satisfactory  assurance  from  any  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  <m  the  Treasury 
Bmch  with  regard  to  the  Medical  De- 
partment of  the  Army,  which,  the 
statement  made  earlier  in  this  discus* 
sion  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
(Dr.  Clark),  appears  to  be  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  condition.  I  remember 
that  not  many  years  since,  when  that 
Department  was  as  low  as  it  could  pos- 
sibly be,  we  could  not  get  young  men 
at  the  various  Medical  ^hools  to  enter 
for  the  Army  Medical  Department. 
Since  that  time  you  have  had  progress 
made  In  this  I}epartment,  wmch  has 
tended  to  allay  the  fears  and  satisfy  the 
longings  of  men  who  entered  the  Ser- 
vice. I  am  not  gomg  to  pursue  that 


>oint,  however.   I  wish  to  say  that  I 
lave  received  five  letters  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Army  Medical  Department 
from  different  puts  of  the  world.  Some 
of  them  are  from  personal  friends,  and, 
if  what  I  understand  from  them  be  true, 
the  state  of  affairs  is  at  present  very 
serious.  The  last  letter  I  reonved  only 
yesterday  afternoon,  and  I  am  told  that, 
practically  speaking,  the  medical  men  in 
the  Army  who  are  serving  at  Aldershot 
do  not  know  whether  they  are  entitled 
to  wear  the  uniform  at  all,  and  if  they 
are  entitled  to  wear  the  uniform,  whe- 
ther the  badges  they  hold  in  the  Service 
are  not  to  be  altogether  done  away  with. 
These  gentlemen  have  to  go  through  a 
long  training,  to  undergo  a  good  deal 
of  double  and  self-denial,  and  they  have 
to  expose  themselves  to  much  danger — 
quite  as  much  as  any  hon.  and  gulant 
Gentleman  who  has  spoken  in  me  de- 
bate of  this  evening.    That  being  so,  I 
say  that  the  rights  of  these  men  must 
be  recognized ;  and  I  maintain,  unless 
something  is  done  to  improve  their 
poution  in  the  Army,  that  you  will  be 
placing  yourselves  in  a  false  and  unwise 
position.    I  will  quote  a  few  figures 
taken  out  of  the  last  Report  which  I 
have  been  able  to  lay  my  hande  upon 
this  evening  in  the  Library.  I  find  that 
of  187,786  men  you  have  an  enormous 
proportion  admitted  yearly  into  hos- 
pitu.   If  you  take  these  figures  and 
lay  them  to  heart,  you  will  see  that 
by  doing  anything  which  will  militate 
against  this  moat  important  branoh  of 
the  Service,  you  will  do  great  harm  not 
merely  to  the  Army,  but  to  the  various 
factors  which  compose  it,  and  perhaps 
to  that  portion  of  the  population  &om 
which  you  recruit  the  Axmy.  Touhave 
9,802  non-effectives,  and  yon  have  8,019 
men  disohaised  last  year  aa  invidids. 
I  say  that  if  you  do  not  offer  induce- 
ments  for  the  best  men  to  enter  the 
Army,  men  who  are  able  not  only  to  deal 
with  sickness  when  it  crops  up,  but  who 
can  distinguish  whether  the  reoruite 
submitted  to  them  are  sound  men,  you 
will  get  into  your  Army  a  large  number 
of  cripples  whom  you  will  have  to  dis- 
charge, and  also  have  to  pay  for.  There 
are  upon  the  Paper  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments to  this   Vote  by  some  ot  the 
highest  authorities  in  the  Hoase ;  among 
them  fhe  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
has  a  question  upon  this  very  ^oin^ 
and  I  am  assured  hj  mj  hem.  Friends 
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from  Ireland  that  they  are  not  satiBfied 
with  the  answers  which  have  emanated 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  andhon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  aincerely  hope, 
Ur.  Speaker,  that  before  tbia  debate 
(doses  some  satisfactory  assurance  will 
be  giTen  to  gentlemen  who  are  already 
in  the  Semce ;  and  I  also  trust  tbat 
some  assurance  will  be  mren  to  the 
junior  medical  offlcets  in  the  Army  ^at 
they  willnot  immediately  be  translated  to 
a  warm  dimate — Ijidia,  for  instance — in 
their  first  year  of  service.  That  has  been 
the  practice,  and  I  have  pointed  out  how 
it  has  happened  again  and  again  that 
numbers  of  these  young  men  having 
joined  the  Medical  Department  have 
met  their  death  in  the  12  months. 
Many  of  the  men  who  enter  the  Service 
are  young  and  unseasoned ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  youshould  give  them  a  chance, 
and  when  Uiey  have  become  seasoned 
you  can  utilize  them ;  but  it  is  a  great 
mistake  to  send  out  men  to  hot  cli- 
mates, as  appears  from  the  Beports  pre- 
sented  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope), which  show  the  actnal  cost  of  each 
trained  soldier.  PracticaUv  speaking, 
if  you  pass  them  tfarongh  a  oertam 
amount  of  training  and  pay  a  cartam 
amount  of  mtmey  for  them,  and  if  they 
become  invalided  and  die  in  the  first 
year  of  service,  you  will  be  inflicting  a 
great  loss  on  the  country.  I  trust  uat 
Uie  suggestions  which  I  have  made  will 
be  taken  in  the  sense  in  which  I  desire 
them  to  be  received  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Estimates; 
and  I  will,  in  conclusion,  drav  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the 
Boyal  College  ofSurgeons  in  Ireland  and 
other  Medical  Schools  have  practically 
endorsed  this  apjpeal  on  behalf  of  the 
Army  Medical  Service.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  aome 
aasunraco  tiiat  the  grievance  of  this  De- 
partment of  Uie  Army  will  bo  dealt  with 
in  a  satiafactory  way. 

Question  pat,  and  g^ui  U. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  tiie  Chair,"  pu^  and 

BjimMt-^wmimi  m  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Obmmittee.) 


STTFPLT— AKUY  ESTtUATEB,  1887-8. 
(I.)  149,391, KnmberofLandForces. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government 
whether  there  is  any  serious  intention 
to  ask  for  Votes  in  Supply  to-night?  We 
have  been  engaged  during  the  whole 
evening  in  a  very  important  and  inte- 
resting discusuon  on  the  affain  of  the 
Army,  and  I  cannot  think  that  tiie  Qo- 
vemment  are  serious  in  asking  ua  to 
vote  this  money  at  1  o'dook  in  the 
morning.  I  think  such  a  proposal  would 
be  altogether  unreasonable.  There  are 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  who  have 
given  Notices  of  Amendments  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Yote,  and  who,  on  the 
supposition  that  the  Votes  would  not  be 
taken  at  this  hour,  have  gone  away.  I 
consider  that  it  would  be  unreasonable 
to  take  Votes  in  the  absence  of  hon. 
Members  who  are  interested  in  tiiose 
Votes,  and  therefore  I  think  we  ought 
to  report  Progress. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle)  i  I  have  already  pointed  out 
that  it  xa  absolutely  neoesaary  that  we 
should  have  the  first  Vote  to-night. 
Hon.  Members  will  be  aware  that  we 
must  comply  with  the  law ;  and  it  waa 
perfectly  well  understood  that  it  was 
our  intention  to  ask  for  the  money  to- 
night. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY:  What  will  be 
done  in  oonneotion  with  the  Navy 

Votes  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  We  do  not  propose  to 
take  the  Nai^  Vote  to-night ;  but  it  ia 
essential  that  the  first  Army  Vote  should 
be  taken. 

Me.  ARTHTTR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  was  asked  a  moment  ago  by 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  Members  on 
these  Benches  were  likely  to  oppose  this 
Vote;  and  I  am  afraid  tiiat,  without 
authority,  I  stated  tiiat  I  conudered  it 
as  practically  agreed  that  the  Vote  for 
the  men  would  not  be  opposed. 

OoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  answer  a 
question  on  this  subject,  I  think  it  will 
remove  the  present  diffioul^.  If  we 
give  the  Government  the  first  Vote,  will 
xkey  lUlow  na  an  opportunity  fbr  a  gene- 
ral diaouaaifm  her^fter  ? 
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Mb.  W.  H.  SMITK  :  There  would  be 
BO  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Govem- 
ment  to  depriTO  hon.  Members  of  the 
^portunity  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Craitleman  asks  for ;  but  I  may  remind 
him  that  it  has  been  proposed  to  refer 
these  Votes  to  a  Select  Oommittee ;  aod 
I  wish  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentleman 
to  understand  that  if  any  delay  should 
arise,  it  will  not  be  because  the  Govern- 
ment desire  to  prevent  the  discussion 
which  he  is  anxious  to  have. 

Dk.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
Throughout  the  long  discussion  which 
has  ta^en  place,  there  have  been  very 
few  speeches  from  these  Benches;  on 
the  oUier  hand,  the  debate  has  been 
carried  on  entirely  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
have  spoken  with  several  hon.  Members 
to-night,  who  have  since  left  the  House 
in  the  belief  that  the  Navy,  and  not  the 
Army,  Estimates  were  coming  on.  I 
know  it  was  the  intention  of  several 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  oppose  one  portion  of  this  Vote — that 
is  to  say,  the  portion  of  it  relating  to  the 
Household  Brigade.  I  cannot  but  think 
that  it  would  be  vety  injudicious  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Vote  at  this  very  late  hour; 
and  that,  having  regard  to  Uie  circum- 
stances I  have  referred  to,  it  should  be 
taken  on  Thursday  next.  I  suffgest 
that  the  Government  should  allow  Pro- 
gress to  be  reported. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  very  sorry 
that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  accede  to 
the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to  me. 
To-nignt  was  set  apart  for  the  discusnon 
of  the  Army  Estimates,  and  Thursday 
night  for  the  discussion  of  the  Navy 
Estimates,  and  it  would  be  an  inter- 
ference with  the  legitimate  discussion 
whioh  might  fairfy  take  place  on  the 
Navy  Estimates  if  the  debate  of  this 
evening,  in  regard  to  Army  matters, 
were  oaxrled  over  until  Thnrsday.  I 
should  be  charged  with  not  having  fore- 
eeen  the  desires  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
discuss  naval  questions.  It  is  essential 
that  these  two  Votes — namely,  the  Votes 
for  men  and  money  in  the  Army — should 
be  taken  to-night ;  it  is  necessary  not 
only  in  the  Interests  of  discussion  and 
Business  in  this  House,  but  also  in  th  q 
interests  of  the  Public  Service. 

Mh.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  After 
what  has  fallen  from  the  rigiit  hon.  Gon- 
tiemon  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  I 
think  we  all  understand  that  these  Votes 


should  be  taken,  and  taken  at  once. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  dwelt  upon  the  neces- 
sity of  having  a  variety  of  opinions  ex- 
pressed on  any  subject  coming  before 
the  House  of  Oommons,  and  of  liaving 
measures  such  as  those  that  have  been 
before  us  to-night  generally  discussed. 
Well,  most  of  the  subjects  which  have 
been  dealt  with  to-night  could,  I  think, 
be  very  easily  discussed  in  Oommittee ; 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has 
foreshadowed  the  possibility  of  having 
them  discussed  upon  a  future  Vote,  or 
in  some  other  way.  But,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  there  is  one  important  measure 
which  has  occupied  a  large  portion  of 
the  debate  to-night,  and  upon  whioh 
there  has  been  as  strong  a  consensus  of 
opinion  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  during  his  long  and  distinguished 
career,  has  ever  known.  I  refer  to  the 
proposed  changes  in  regard  to  the  Horse 
Artillery.  I  t^e  it  that  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  discuss  that  measure  again  if  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  F(»oe,  as  it  at  preeent 
exists,  will  be  broken  up  in  April.  My 
desire  in  mentioning  the  subject  now  u 
to  ascertain  if  there  is  any  possibility,  in 
view  of  all  that  has  been  said  here 
to-night,  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  enabling  the  House  of  Commons  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  this  subject  by 
putting  down  the  debate  for  some  day 
prior  to  that  on  which  the  propoam 
change  is  to  be  effected  ? 

Da.  TANNER  ["  Oh,  oh ! "  and  eriet 
o/" "  Divide !  "1  I  am  merely  standing 
up  for  absent  'friends,  and  I  should  be 
wrong  if  I  did  not.  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  in  such,  a 
great  huny  to  get  these  Votes.  Pro- 
bably some  money  may  be  wanted ;  but 
certainly  it  cannot  be  neeessair  for  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  the  whole 
amount.  If  I  may  suggest  a  compro- 
mise, I  would  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  effect  his  purpose, 
while  at  the  same  time  allowing  us  the 
opportunity  for  debate  which  we  require, 
if  he  takes,  say,  one-half  of  the  money  on 
account.  I  think  that  is  a  reasonable 
proposal,  and  should  meet  with  his 
acceptance.  If  he  does  accept  it,  the 
subject  may  be  debated  by  friends  of 
mine  who  usually  sit  on  these  Benches, 
but  who  have  gone  away  to-night  think- 
ing that  no  '^tes  would  be  takra.  I 
object  to  the  Government  springing 
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Votes  like  this  upon  tbe  House,  and 
attempting  to  rush  them  through  at  this 
hour  of  the  night.  It  is  not  what  the 
ooun^  would  like  or  would  endorse,  nor 
is  it  lair  to  hon.  Members  who  have  gone 
away.  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Ctentleman 
will  see  his  way,  at  any  rate,  to  meet  ua 
half'Way.  If  he  is  not  satisfied  with 
what  I  have  suggested,  perhaps  he  will 
o£Fer  us  some  suggestion  of  his  own 
whi(^  will  enable  hon.  Gentlemen  not 
present  on  this  occasion  to  speak  on  this 
Vote. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom) :  I  am  sure  tiie  majority  of 
hon.  Members  present  are  anxious  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  ITirst  Lord  of  the  Treasunr, 
and  to  pass  these  Votes  at  once.  It 
would  be  a  great  gratification  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  nde  of  the  House  if 
he  would  give  bb  an  assnrance  that  we 
ehall  be  able  to  have  a  further  discussion 
on  the  qnestion  of  the  reduction  of  the 
Horse  Artillevy  before  that  reduction 
takes  place,  with  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Qalway  (Colonel  Nolan),  I  think 
we  should  be  assured  that  such  a 
question  as  this,  and  questions  which 
interest  many  other  Members— questions 
connected  with  the  paymasters  and 
quartermasters — should  be  fully  dis- 
cussed in  the  House.  If  an  assnrance  is 

S'ven  to  us  on  that  point,  I  hope  hon. 
embers  will  consent  to  allow  these  two 
Votes  to  pass  at  once. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB  (TipperaW,  S.) : 
I  desire  to  ezpron  agrenuent  with  what 
has  fallen  mm  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  If 
these  assurances  are  given  to  us  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  I  am  sure  there  will  be  no 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
agree  to  these  Votes  at  once.  There  are 
many  points  we  wish  to  discuss,  and  all 
we  desire  is  an  assurance  that  oppor- 
tunities will  be  afforded  us  for  discuss- 
ing these  matters. 

Mb.  B.  STANHOPE:  The  Govern- 
ment will  be  extremely  glad  to  give  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentlnnen,  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  an  opportunity  to  dis- 
cuss the  points  which  have  been  men- 
tioned on  succeeding  Votes ;  but  we  are 
in  this  difflcully.  We  are  more  or  less 
under  a  promise  to  send  these  matters  to 
B  Select  Oommit^.  We  shall  ^bably 
set  that  CoQunittee  to  work  aa  soon  as 


possible ;  and  I  am  sure  no  Committee 
investigating  a  question  so  large  and 
comprehensive  as  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates  will  be  able  to  complete  its 
work  in  the  Session  unless  it  is  enabled 
to  commence  at  once. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.):  If  this  Committee  passes  the 
Vote,  it  will  be  beyond  the  province  of 
a  Select  Committee  to  go  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  There  will  be 
no  difficulty  in  the  world  in  the  Com- 
mittee going  into  this  question.  There 
will  be  no  reason  why  it  should  not  ex- 
amine into  expenditure. 

OoLOHBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  We 
can  have  a  discussion  on  the  Report  of 
the  Clothing  Vote. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  So  far  as  we  are 
<»ncerned,  the  Government  would  afford 
full  facilities  for  diBcussion.  We  will 
take  care  that  the  suggestion  of  my  hon, 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  iat 
Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan)  will  be 
taken  cognizance  of. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  intentions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  are  all  that  we  could  de- 
sire ;  but,  as  a  point  of  Order,  I  would 
say  it  is  clear  that  if  these  Votes  are 
passed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  and  are  agreed  to,  as  they  will 
be  by  the  House  to-morrow  on  Report, 
the  Votes  will  be  passed  by  the  House, 
and  will  be  ready  for  incorporation  in 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  and  no  Select 
Committee  will  be  able  to  abate  one  jot 
from  that  Vote.  With  regard  to  the 
other  point,  whatever  may  be  the  will- 
ingness of  the  Government  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Qentiemen  in  uiy  nart 
of  the  House,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Clothiuf^  Vote 
because  we  want  to  effect  a  reduction  in 
the  Brigade  of  Guards,  or  to  prevent  a 
reduction  in  the  Horse  Artillery.  It 
cannot  be  done.  Any  hon.  Member 
rising  to  Order  would  be  able  to  stop 
the  wing  at  once.  It  would  be  absurd 
to  move  the  disallowance  of  £30,000  in 
regard  to  the  Brigade  of  Guards,  or 
£22,000  because  we  disapproved  of  cer- 
tain allowances  in  the  Clothing  Vote. 

SiB  WILLIAM  CR08SMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tell  us  the  nature  of  the  instructions  to 
be  given  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  ? 
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Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  What,  may  I 
ask,  would  be  the  value  of  any  examina- 
tion made  by  a  Select  Committee  of  a 
Tote  already  passed  not  only  by  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  but  hj 
the  House— because  the  Report  of 
Supply  will  be  taken,  I  suppose,  to- 
morrow ?  Such  an  examination,  I  con- 
tend, would  be  absolutely  valueless.  By 
the  time  the  examination  has  oonclnded, 
ffoodness  knows  what  change  may  not 
asm  taken  place  in  the  policy  of  the 
(}oyemment,  which  may  make  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  abso- 
lutely Tolnelesa  t<x  next  ^ear.  I  look 
upon  the  inquiiy  which  it  u  proposed  to 
hold  as  a  mockery.  We  know  that  the 
Committee  on  Fublic  Accounts  diaoaases 
matters  already  debated,  and  we  know 
that  their  inquiry  is  of  very  little  use.  I 
fail  to  see  why  the  Qovemment  cannot 
allow  the  postponement  of  this  Vote. 
Have  the  Grovemment  a  reason  for  re- 
fusing it  ?  Surely,  if  they  have  a  reason, 
they  can  tell  us  what  it  is.  Why  do  the 
GoTeroment  require  the  whole  of  this 
money — why  should  they  not  take  half 
of  it?  If  tiiey  would  do  that  it  would 
enable  us  to  raise  discussions  on  ques- 
tions in  which  we  are  interested,  and 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  carry 
on  the  administration  of  the  Army  just 
as  well  as  if  they  had  the  whole  amount 
of  the  Vote. 

Ur.  E.  stanhope  :  I  wiU  give  the 
House  full  purticulan  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment (tf  the  Committee  as  soon  as  I  can. 
Generally,  X  may  say  we  ahall  follow  the 
usual  precedent  in  snob  matters,  and 
allow  the  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  of  the  Votes,  and  report  their 
observations  to  the  House.  As  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Kenny)  opposite,  who  doubts  of  our  pro- 
ceeding, all  I  can  say  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  especially  anxious  that 
the  Votes  should  go  to  a  Committee. 
We  are  prepared  to  take  fall  responsi- 
bility for  proposing  the  Estimates  as 
they  stand ;  but  we  conceive  we  are  fall- 
ing in  witii  the  general  view  of  the 
House  in  assenting  to  the  proposal  for 
a  Committee.  We  nope,  therefore,  Aat 
the  House  will  assist  us  to  pass  the 
Tote. 

CoLOHBL  BLTJNDELL  (Lancashire, 
B.W.,  Inoe):  I  would  suggest  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  that, 
instead  of  disbanding  the  Horso  Artil* 


lery  Batteries,  they  should  be  allowed 
to  take  their  turn  for  dismounted  duty 
to  act  as  Field  Batteries.   

Gkmerax  GOLDSWOETHT  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  At  this  early  hour  in  the 
morning  I  must  say  the  Government 
would  do  well  to  postpone  the  Vote,  in 
order  to  give  us  a  fair  opportunity  of 
discussing  it.  Could  they  not  take  it 
on  some  other  occasion  ?  Personally,  I 
have  endeavoured  not  to  obstmot  Uie 
Government  in  any  way.  I  have  not 
spoken  on  the  Supplementaty  Estimates, 
because  the  money  we  were  asked  to  vote 
had  been  expended;  but  I  certainly 
think  that  when  the  regalar  Estlmatu 
are  brought  in  we  oi^ht  to  have  a  Udx 
opportunity  of  critioixing  them,  espe- 
cially when  laree  Votes  l^e  the  present 
are  under  consideration.  Military  men 
in  this  House  are  anxious,  I  know,  to  dis- 
ouss  these  subjects,  and  we  are  bound 
in  duty  to  our  constituents  to  see  that 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers  is  not  wasted 
nor  spent  without  fair  discussion. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (OomwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
now,  or  at  any  future  time,  we  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  placing  before 
hon.  and  nght  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
certain  maHers  connected  with  the  Army 
that  some  of  us  have  been  asked  to  bring 
under  their  notice  ?  I  myself  have  had 
several  grievances  entrusted  to  me  to 
bring  bo^(ae  the  Hoase.  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  myself  obnoxious  to  the  House 
now,  bat  I  do  want  opportunity  of 
speech. 

Mn.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  will  under- 
take  to  give  the  hon.  Member  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  riews  either  in  tiie 
House  or  to  myself  privately. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE:  We  are  (o  be 
asked  to-night  to  vote  £4,000,000  or 
more  for  the  payment  of  men.  When, 
we  have  votM  the  men  and  money, 
when  will  opportunity  present  itself  for 
hon.  Members  to  discuss  other  questions 
connected  with  the  Service? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  He  wiU  be 
able  to  raise  any  point  he  likes  before 
the  Select  Committee,  and  will  also  bo 
able  to  do  so  in  the  House. 

Mb.  AKTHUB  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  He  may  not  be  a  Member  oi 
Uie  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  fBristol, 
E.) :  An  hon.  Member  will  not  be  able, 
on  a  future  day,  to  do  anything  in  the 


Digitized  by 


dSS  hating  o) 


{kASCH  i4,  1887}         Maehnmy  Bttl 


8S4 


-way  of  BaTiDg  money.  It  aeems  to  me 
that  to  raise  subjects  In  the  fatore  will 
be  a  perfect  farce. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.) :  I  am  rare 
tiiat  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
only  see  his  way  to  the  postponement  of 
the  oonaideration  iA  this  matter,  such 
postponement  will  facilitate  the  passage 
of  theremaining  Army  Estimates  uirouf^h 
the  House.  The  Irish  Uembers  are  in 
no  way  to  blame  fra  the  state  of  things 
that  prerails  at  the  present  time.  The 
QoTemment  mi^ht  have  taken  this  Vote 
at  any  time  during  the  past  week  or  10 
days,  or  the  past  fortnight ;  but  instead 
of  doing  so  they  have  devoted  their 
time  ana  attention  to  the  passage  of 
Bales  of  Procedure  which  are  altogether 
objectionable  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
these  Benches.   I  will  not  further  refer 
to  lliat,  however.   What  I  want  to  im- 
press upon  hon.  Members  is  that  the 
GoTemment  really  cannot  want  this 
Vote  BO  much  to-night.   They  could  put 
U  off  until  to-morrow  or  Thursday  with- 
out the  slightest  inconrenienoe ;  and, 
that  bring  &e  case,  I  would  suggest,  in 
the  inter«Bt  of  Public  Business  and  as 
tending  to  the  more  rapid  discussjon  of 
the  Anny  Estimates,  tiiat  those  Mem- 
bers who  desire  to  ezprees  their  own 
▼lews  and  the  views  of  their  constituents 
on  this  Vote  should  have  the  opportunity 
for  discussion  which  they  desire.  I  may 
be  told  ttiat  they  will  have  on  the  Be- 
port  stage  an  opportunity  of  raising 
whatever  objection  they  may  have  to 
certain  sums  contained  in  this  Vote. 
But  we  know  very  well  when  the  Re- 
port stage  of  these  Votes  will  be  taken— 
at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  perhaps, 
when  we  have  been  discussing  the  Bnles 
of  Procedure,  or  some  other  subject,  for 
the  whole  night,  and  when  most  of  us 
will  have  become  perfectly  dinndined  to 
discuBB  the  subject  in  the  siurit  that  it 
deserves  to  be  diaonssed  in.   We  have 
DO  desire  to  obstruct  the  Business  of  the 
House  to-night;  but  I  wonld  sug^st 
that  it  would  be  much  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment themselves,  from  their  own 
point  of  view,  that  they  should  accede  to 
the  request  that  has  been  made  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
If  they  do  accede  to  this  request,  they 
will  find  that  they  are  prcmioting  the 
Boriness  of  the  country. 

Vote  agre$i  U. 

(3.)  £4,522,000,  Pay  and  AUowoncM. 


Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wiednea- 
day, 

MOTIONS. 


COPYEIGHT  (musical  COMPOSITIONS)  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addison,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  recovery  of  penalties 
for  the  unanthonzed  performance  of  Copyright 
Musical  CJompodtions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Jennings,  Mr.  Howorth, 
and  Mr.  PowdL 

BmpmmM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  195.} 

COHICOHB. 

Ordertdy  That  a  Select  Committea  bo  ap- 
pointed to  consider  erery  Beport  made  by  the 
Land  Gommisaioners  for  England,  certifying 
the  expediency  of  any  Fromional  Order  for  the 
Enclosure  or  Regulation  of  a  Common,  and  pre< 
sented  to  the  House  during  the  last  or  present 
Bessions,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the 
Confirmation  of  mdi  Order. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  InstrocUon  to  Oie  Com- 
mittee  that  they  bare  power,  in  respect  of  each 
such  ProTinonal  Order,  to  inquire  and  retort 
to  the  Houso  whether  liie  same  should  be  con- 
firmed by  Parliament,  and,  if  so,  whether  with 
or  without  modification;  and,  in  the  event  of 
their  being  of  opinion  that  the  same  diould  be 
confirmed,  except  subject  to  modiflcaUons,  to 
report  such  modifications  accordingly,  with  a 
view  to  such  Provisional  Order  being  remitted 
to  the  Land  Commissionera. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection:—Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr. 
Wroughton,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Walter  James, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Story- Maskelyne,  and  Mr. 
]^cluud  Power,  nomituited  Hemben  of  the  said 
Committee. 

Ordtnd,  That  Five  be  the  ^norom.— (Jfr. 
Stuart-IFortUy.) 

OBIUUrAL    LAW  (SOOTLAim)  PBOOBDIJSH 

(no.  2)  DILL. 

On  Motitm  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill 
to  nmplify  and  amend  the  Gziminal  Law  «i 
Scotland  and  its  Procedure,  and  to  alter  the 
constitution  of  the  Justiciary  and  Sheriff  Courts 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Matt^ew^  and 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 
BilljH-ewiite<f,andread  the  first  ^e.  [Bill  196.] 

BATING  OF  ICACHINEBY  BILL. 

Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr.  Whit- 
ley, Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Sir  Frederick 
irfappin,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Mr.  Joseph  Bolton,  Mr.  Donal  Snilivan,  Mr. 
Heneagc.  Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  and  Sir  Bemhard 
Samueuon  nominated  Members  of  tbe  Select 
Committee  on  Bating  of  Machinery  Bill. 

Ordered  That  Five  bo  the  qaorom.— (£t>  ] 
Bemhard  SwamUon.) 
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FOTHES  HASBOVH  (tBANSFEB)  SILL. 

Order  [!!4th  Fobiuary]  for  committing  ihe 
"Foynm  Haj^Mrar  (Trantfor)  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  read,  and  ikcharged. 

Orimdt  Tbalt  the  Bill  be  witiidnwii.— (Jfr. 
/nhbofi.) 

Honn  acyoonud  at  ten  minntet 
iMlore  Two  o*elook. 


HOUSE    OF  L0BD8, 
Amftiy,  IfiM  Marcht  1887. 


IIIMUTJSS.]  —  VvsLio  Bills  —  CbmmittM  — 

Church  Patronage  (26]. 
Jieport—Jiu&eeB'  Jnrudiotion*  (24). 
Frotuiowal  Obobr  Bill — CfimmttUt — Stport 

—Local  OoTaromeDt  (Ireland)  (Carrick-on< 

Siiir)>  (80). 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— COUBTHOUSES  -ACCOM- 
KODATIOK  FOR  FRI80KEKS  AWAIT- 
ING TRIAL. 

QUESTION.  OB8XBVATIOH8. 

The  Mabquess  of  BIPON,  in  rising 
to  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  intend  to  lay  before  Parliament 
the  Report  of  the  Oommittee  appointed 
by  the  Home  Department  to  inquire 
into  die  state  of  the  look-ups  and  other 
places  in  whioh  prisonera  await  trial 
in  TBrioDS  parts  of  the  country  f  stud, 
they  were  now  approaching  Quarter 
Sesnons,  when  the  question  to  which 
the  Report  related  could  be  considered 
by  the  County  Authorities,  and  for  many 
reasons  it  would  be  well  for  the  Report 
to  be  oiiculated.  In  some  oases  the 
work  required  to  set  matters  right  would 
entail  but  a  small  outlay ;  though  in 
other  oases  the  expense  would,  no  doubt, 
be  considerable. 

The  paymaster  GENERAL 
(Earl  Bbauchamp)  :  My  Lords,  the 
Paper  referred  toby  the  noble  Marquess 
has  been  presented  to  ^rliament,  and 
vae  eiroulated  among  your  Lord^ps 
on  Friday.  The  Paper  is  a  small  one, 
and  as  a  large  nomber  of  Bine  Books 
was  circulated  on  tiie  same  day  the 
nnall  Paper  posubly  escaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess,  The  ques- 
ti<m  was  a  grave  one,  and  as  soon  as 
the  Report  reached  the  Home  Secretary 
he  took  it  into  his  consideration  and 
addressed  a  Oircular  to  all  the  (bounty 


IDS}  Patronagt  Bill  3^6 

andBoroiwh  Authorities  in  England* 
inviting  ueir  oonuderation  to  the 
matter,  as  they  were  the  parties  with 
whom  its  settlement  nuunly  rested. 
But  those  matters  did  not  rest  entirely 
with  ^ose  authorities,  aa  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury  might  be  neoeasazy  before 
any  vxpenditure  was  inonzred. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL.— (No.  J6.) 
{l%e  Lord  Archikhtp  o/  CmOn^.) 
oomxittes. 

House  in  Oomnutiee  (aooordiBg  to 
Order). 
Clause  1  agr9»d  to. 
Cnause  2  (Rights  of  alienation). 
The  PRIME  MINISTER  Aim  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  lOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bubt)  said,  that  the   object  of  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  put  upon  die 
Paper  was  to  carry  out  the  view  whioh 
he  ventured  to  express  when  the  Bill 
was  before    their  Lordships  on  the 
second  reading,  and  that  was  alt<^ther 
to  get  rid  of  the  CTouncil  of  Presenta- 
tions.   It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
O>unoil  would  be  highly  objectionable, 
as  it  introduced  the  prinomle  of  election 
into  the  management  of  (Jhuroh  patron- 
age.  He  also  objected  to  it  because  it 
wotdd  place  a  man  on  Ms  trial  as  to  his 
<diaraoter  befcffe  Judges  who  would  be, 
in  a  great  meaanre,  elwted  Judges. 
But  the  greatest  objeotion  of  all  waa^ 
that  it  would  remove  from  the  Bishop 
that  responsibiUty  which  he  oug^t  to 
exercise  in  this  matter,  whioh  was  partly 
his,  and  which  he  could  dischaige  wtxm 
better  than  a  Oonnoil  or  anyone  eue.  His 
desire  was  to  remove  the  Council  of 
Presentations  altogether  from  the  Bill. 
Such  a  Council  as  proposed  would  be 
plaoed  in  an  anomdoua  position  if  de- 
prived of  its  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 

Sresentations,  because  it  would  be  en- 
owed  with  funotiona  which  it  vrould 
rarely  have  to  dtacharge.  The  first  re- 
maining fhnction  it  was  propoaed  to 
entrust  to  it  vas  to  decide  whether  the 
sale  of  an  advowaon  should  take 
place;  and  the  second  was  to  accept 
advowsons  from  those  persons  who 
should  be  willing  to  entrust  them  to  \%, 
when  the  sale  of  advowaona  to  agents 
and  by  auction  had  been  destroyed. 
There  would  rarely  be  any  adowsons 
sold,  and  it  would  be  hardly  necessary 
tQ  bring  such  an  elaborate  elective 
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Council  as  that  proposed  by  the  Bill 
into  existence  to  perform  functions 
which  it  would  seldom  or  never  be 
called  upon  to  perform.  The  Coun- 
cil waa  to  be  elected  by  a  double 
kind  of  election,  and  if  there  was  no 
work  for  the  Council  to  do,  they  would 
hardly  get  people  to  go  through  so 
much  trouble.  The  whue  thing  would 
beoome  rasty  and  obsolete.  If  ue  duty 
of  the  Council,  then,  waa  only  to  say 
whether  a  sale  of  an  advowaon  should 
take  place,  it  had  much  better  be 
appointed  in  a  more  simple  manner. 
Aa  to  accepting  adTowsons  from  persons 
desirous  of  presenting  them  to  the  Coun- 
cil, the  dttl7  would  be  almost  a  sinecure. 
When  did  the  most  rev.  Prelate  ever 
hear  of  a  person  desirous  of  hand- 
ing over  hie  right  of  presentation  to 
an  eleotive  body!  Such  an  occurrence 
would  not  happen  once  in  100  years, 
and  he  urged  that  it  would  be  rather  a 
rash  prooesa  to  call  into  existence  a 
Oouucil  for  this  purpose  only.  The 
best  settlement,  under  the  oiroumstanoes, 
would  be  to  purge  the  Bill  of  this 
Council  of  Freaentatioiu ;  and  in  pur- 
suance of  that  object  he  would  more  an 
Amendment  constituting  a  Council  of 
the  Archdeacon,  the  C^neellor  of  the 
Diocese,  the  Buiol  Dean,  and  two  laymm 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Lord  ChanoeUor. 
The  object  of  placing  the  Archdeacon 
and  Bnral  Dean  on  the  Council  vrttA  to 
insure  that  it  possessed  local  knowledge. 
The  dutieswhich  the  Council  heproposed 
to  appoint  would  have  to  perform  would 
be  to  determine  whether,  in  case  of  the 
sale  of  an  advowson,  the  purchaser  was 
a  person  who  ought  to  ht^d  the  patron- 
age or  not.  The  point  he  wished  to 
press  upon  the  House  wm,  that  the 
elective  Council  projposed  by  the  Bill 
must  be  got  rid  of,  as  it  was  hudly  worth 
while  keeping  such  elaborate  machinery 
in  existence  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
jud^ng  as  to  ue  character  of  the 
purchasers  in  the  rare  cases  where 
advowsons  were  sold.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice : — 

Amendment  mweit  page  1,  line  8, 
leave  out  Sub-section  (1.)  and  in- 
sert:— 

\  « (I.)  A  tight  of  patronage  shall  not  a£t«r  the 
commeneemeDt  ol  this  Act  be  sold  until  the 
pn^oaed  pnrchaMr  is  oertifled  nnder  this  sec- 
tion to  he  a  fit  perswL  to  ponesa  soch  ri^t  of 
patnniags. 


"  (3.)  A  person  decnring  to  sell  his  right  ol 
patrooage  in  any  diocese  shall  apply  in  writing 
to  the  bishop  of  that  diocese  for  the  said  oer- 
ti&oate,  and  the  bishop  shall  refer  the  applica- 
tieo  to  a  oommissioo,  consisting  of  the  arch- 
deacon as  he  may  nominate,  the  chancellor  of 
the  diocese,  the  rnral  dean,  and  such  two  lay- 
men as  may,  on  the  application  of  the  bishop, 
b«  appointed  by  the  Ixnd  Higli  Ohanoellor  of 
Orsat^ibin  in  eaoh  ease. 

"  (3.)  If  any  three  members  of  snch  commis- 
sion oonnder  uie  proposed  purchaser  to  be  a  fit 
person  to  possess  the  right  of  patron^  pro- 
posed to  be  sold,  they  shall  certify  the  same  in 
writing  under  Ukoir  hands,  and  caase  snch  cer- 
tificate to  be  sent  to  the  applicant  for  the  same. 

"  (4.)  Theoommission  may  make  sach  inquiry 
into  the  drenmstances  (tf  tlw  proposed  sale,  and 
the  position  and  character  of  tiie  proposed  pur- 
chaser, as  they  may  think  necessary,  and  before 
refttring  a  certificate  shall  give  the  persons  coo- 
oemed,  or  any  of  them  who  desires  it,  an  oppor- 
tonity  of  attending  before  the  commission  and 
^viag  such  ezpla^oations  as  they  or  he  think 

"(5.)  The  acts  and prooeediDgs of  theoom- 
mission shall  be  ooaducted  in  accordance  witb 
the  prescribed  regnUtions. 

*'  (6.)  The  bishop  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  reoeiriog  an  application  under  this  sec- 
tion, cause  the  commission  to  he  formed  and 
take  into  conrideration  the  application,  and 
shall,  within  four  months  at  most  after  the  ap- 
plication,  iaform  the  applicant  of  the  remit 
thereof. 

*'  (7.)  FntbepQzijosesol  this seotitHi,* sale' 
inclDdfis  any  ttanner  in  conuderation  of  money 
or  money's  worth.**— (fAtf  Marqiuu  of  Sati»- 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  said,  he 
considered  it  was  of  the  greatest  impmi- 
ance  that  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese 
should  be  kept  free  from  all  sales  of 
presentations.  He,  therefore,  asked  whe- 
ther the  noble  Marquess  would  go  a 
step  farther  and  keep  the  Bishop  of  the 
Diocese  clear  from  all  sales  of  patron- 
age ?  He  did  not  see  any  objection  in 
principle  to  the  proposed  Amendment ; 
but  he  should  wish  to  see  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Diocese  substituted  for  the  Bishop 
in  regard  to  taking  cognizance  of  the 
sales  of  advowsons. 

LoBO  GRIMTHORFE  said,  he  saw 
no  use  in  all  this  meddling  with  patrons, 
now  that  they  had  given  the  Bishops 
sufficient  mmtrol  over  jHresentations — as 
he  had  himself  proposed  oo  the  second 
reading — and  seeing  that  Papists,  Jews, 
Dissenters,  and  Atheists,  who  were  all 
hostile  to  the  Church,  and  trustees  and 
executors,  who  might  not  care  about  it, 
or  the  parish,  had  full  right  to  present. 
Surely  people  who  bought  advowsons 
were  more  likely  to  make  good  presenta- 
tions than  they  were.  Notwithstanding 
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the  most  rev.  Prelate's  assurances  that 
th.e  Bishops  had  not  the  least  intention 
to  injure  private  patrons,  two  Bishops  in 
the  York  OouTOcation  had  distinctly  in* 
timated  in  speeches,  which  he  quoted, 
their  wish  to  make  it  altogether  unsale- 
able, and  he  had  letters  saying  that 
some  families  would  be  ruinea  thereby. 
It  was  not  denrable  to  make  too  many 
ezperiments  at  once.  It  woold  tend  to 
lower  the  character  of  the  clergymen  if 
their  patrons  were  subject  to  an  exa- 
mination as  to  their  fitness  to  buy,  and 
if  a  Council  were  to  make  inquiries  be- 
hind their  backs  as  to  their  qualifica- 
tions, and  were  to  listen  to  any  gossip 
abont  them.  It  was  to  be  presumed 
that  purchasers  of  advowBons  were  fit 
men,  and  the  proposed  Oonnoil  was  quite 
unfit  to  try  them. 

The  Bishop  of  LIOHFIELD  said,  he 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  same  scope  and  tendency  as 
that  of  the  noble  Marquess.  He  thought 
that  under  the  Bill  the  Bishop  would  be 
sufficiently  powerful  to  do  all  that  it  was 
proposed  should  be  done  by  a  Oonndl, 
and  that  he  could  do  it  in  a  better  way. 
He  thought  that  a  Council  would  be  a 
useless  encumbrance,  and  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Bill  was  altogether  out  of 
proportion  to  the  eTtls  it  was  intended 
to  remedy.  This  question  was  often  re- 
p;arded  as  a  question  of  Church  reform; 
it  was,  in  reality,  a  question  of  Church 
defence.  What  the  Church  really  asked 
for  was  protection  against  the  scandals 
introduced  into  the  Church  by  persons 
from  without,  and  the  great  object  of 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  to  hinder  such  tran- 
sactions, but  beyond  that  to  allow  the 
sale  of  advowsons  and  the  bansfer  of 
livings  to  be  sanctioned  whereTcr  they 
were  bond  fide.  Up  to  the  present  time, 
the  Church  had  no  share  in  such  trans- 
actions as  the  piurchase  or  side  of 
livings ;  but  if  thu  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  form  they  would  have  arch- 
deacons and  others  going  into  the  market 
to  purchase  alongside  the  jobbers.  It 
would  be  really  discreditable  to  the 
Church  that  a  Council  appointed  at  her 
suggestion  should  be  entrusted  with  the 
power  of  going  ioto  the  market  to  pur- 
chase livings.  The  Bishop  had  a  Council 
—and  he  had  made  use  of  it  for  many 
years— his  own  Cathedral  Chapter,  by 
which  he  would  be  much  better  aided 
than  Inr  Hie  Connoil  propoeed  in  the 
BiU. 

Lord  QrinUh9if9 


The  Eabi.  of  SELBOKNE  said,  he 
had  always  thought  the  object  to  be 
aimed  at  was  to  out  off  the  aireot  par- 
chase  of  next  presentationa,  ana  to 
throw  some  safegfuards  around  the  sale 
of  advowsona,  for  the  purpose,  and  only 
for  the  purpose,  of  preventing  that  from 
being  done  indirectly  which  ought  not 
to  be  done  direotiy— namely^  the  pur- 
chase of  the  B^ritoal  offieoi  with  cure 
of  Bonis.  

LoB3>  HEIISOEELL  said,  that  the 
sub-section  |)rovided  that  tlie  Bishop 
should,  withm  four  months  after  the 
applioation,  inform  the  proposed  pur^ 
chaser  of  the  result,  but  no  penalty  was 
attached  to  non-compliance.  He  would 
suggest  that  that  objection  might  be 
met  by  providing  that  if  within  four 
months  no  answer  was  received  the  sale 
might  proceed.   

The  Abohbishop  of  CANTEBBTTBT 
hoped  that  the  clause  of  the  noble  If  ar- 
quess  would  be  aooepted.  Ho  could  not 
see  any  religious  objection  to  the  law 
providing  that  some  means  shonld  be 
taken  to  aeoore  that  the  patron  should 
be  a  fit  person  to  possess  such  a  right  of 
patronage.  He  hoped,  however,  tha^ 
instead  of  the  Bishop,  tiie  Chancellor  or 
Yicar  General  wotdd  be  named ;  because 
from  time  to  time  Bishops  certainly 
would  refuse  to  take  any  part  whatever 
with  respect  to  sales.  He  would  a^ 
whether  the  noble  Lord  behind  him  had 
not  misunderstood  the  expression  in  the 
2nd  clause  as  to  the  application  of  the 
Bishop  7  He  did  not  understand  that 
the  Bishop  was  to  suggest  two  names  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  out  to  make  appli- 
cation to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  appoint 
two  such  persons  as  lie  eihonld  think  fit. 

Amendment  amended. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  said,  there 
was  a  great  anxiety  felt  that  the  Bishops 
should  not  be  at  all  brought  into  thia 
matter,  and  he  would  suggest  to  the 
noble  Marquess  that  all  through  the 
sub-sections  of  his  Amendment  the 
" Chanoellor  ctf  the  diocese"  idiould  be 
called  upon  to  act  instead  of  "the 
Bishop." 

The  MABQiJEas  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  would  consent  to  the  alteration 
desired  by  his  right  rev.  Friend  heing 
made  in  his  Amendment,  the  worda 
"  Chancellor  of  the  diocese  "  being  sub- 
stituted for  "the  Bishop." 

Amendment  further  anmtd^,  and 
agTMd  ^ 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

ClauBe  3  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Oa  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
SxuaBimT,  Clause  4  «<nMt  oh^  of  the 
BiU. 

Olanse  5  amtnd^d,  and  agroed  to. 

Olause  6  (Begistratioa  of  transfers). 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
the  Amendment  he  was  about  to  move 
bad  for  its  object  the  prevention  of  the 
traffic  in  the  sale  of  living.  He  there- 
fore trusted  their  liOrdBhips  would  give 
it  their  favourable  consideration. 

AmendmeDt  moved,  in  page  3,  line  29, 
after  ("  prescribed  ")  insert — 

"  No  gn&t  or  aarignment  of  any  right  of 
pstroiMge  in  cmiideraUoa  oi  moiMy  ormoner's 
worth  shall  be  ralid  within  a  period  of  five 
yean  from  the  date  at  which  the  aaid  right  of 
patronage  shall  prevtoiuly  have  been  bo  granted 
or  asngned,  unless  on  oooaaioD  of  the  death  of 
the  patron  for  the  time  being."— (Jl«  Lvnt 
Biihep  of  Liel^/Md.) 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Orahbbook)  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  adoption  of  the 
hard-and-fast  line  of  the  Amendment 
woold  be  desirable,  when  the  Bill  pro- 
Tided  an  inqairy  in  the  case  of  a  sale. 

Loan  GKUfCHOBPE  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

The  Abchbishop  op  OANTEBBUBT 
said,  he  thought  the  better  course  would 
be  to  leave  the  consideration  of  this 
matter  over  until  the  Report,  when  it 
might  be  again  proposed  in  an  ammded 
form. 

Amendment  tu^ativtd^ 

Clause  agreed  to. 

LoED  STANLEY  op  ALDERLET 
moved,  after  Clause  6,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

(7.)  "  TheprOTisions  of  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
Augmentation  Act,  1663,  shall  extend  to  all 
benefices  in  Wales  of  a  yearly  valae  of  less  than 
two  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  in  tiie  gift  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  which  are  not  named  in  the 
lohedttlo  of  the  said  Act." 

The  Eabl  op  SELBOBNE  opposed 
the  olanse. 
Clause  negatived. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
moved  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

^8.)  '<  It  shall  he  lawful  for  the  Archbishops 
ana  Bishope,  if  they  think  fit,  to  sell  tbe  patron- 
age of  benefices  in  their  gift  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Losd  Cbanoallor's 
Aogmestation  Act,  1863." 


Pttironape  Stit,  S4i 

On  the  Motion  oCThe  Marquess  oi 
Salibditby,  Clauses  7  to  13,  indnsive, 
etruek  out  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  14  ammded,  and  agreed  to. 

Olanse  15  (Letters  testimonial). 

LoBD  GRIMTHORPE,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  in  Sub-section  1,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  in  the  form  now 
usual,  or  if  any  form  be  prescribed," 
said,  that  clergymen  desirous  of  giving 
testimonials  in  the  usual  form  were 
sometimes  in  the  difficulty  that,  although 
tbej  were  perfectly  willing  to  testify  to 
the  presentee's  good  character,  they 
were  unable  to  say,  in  the  words  of  the 
usual  form,  that  they  had  never 
"  heard  "  anything  to  the  contrary,  be- 
cause they  had  heard  it  and  found  it  to 
be  utterly  untrue.  The  present  form 
had  been  decided  in  **  Marshallv.  Bishop 
of  Exeter  "  not  to  be  legally  reqnirable. 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Olanse,  as  amended,  ^eed  ie. 

Olause  16(ObjecttonBbyparishioner8). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbctbt,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  page  8,  line  3,  leave  out 
("on  the  Council  of  Presentations  to 
advise  him  to  refuse  '*) ;  leave  out  Snb- 
eeotion8(4.),  (6.),  (6.),  (7.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  17  (Ghrounds  of  Bishop's  refUaal 
to  institate). 

The  Mabquzss  op  SALISBURY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
Sub-aections  1  and  2,  in  order  to  insert 
these  words— 

"  The  Bishop  may  refuse  to  institute  any  pre* 
sentee  who  appears  to  the  Bishop  to  he  unfitted 
for  the  discharge  of  his  pastoral  duty  by  reason 
of  physical  infirmity,  of  pecuniary  embarrass- 
ment, or  of  his  evil  hfe," 

said,  th^  proposed  to  limit  the  grounds 
on  which  a  Bishop  might  object  to  a 
presentee.  The  conditions  in  the  Bill 
were  rather  wider  than  those  in  his 
Amendment.  The  Bishop's  discretion 
ought  not,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  extended 
so  far  as  the  BiU  carried  it.  No  doubt 
it  was  right  to  exclude  aged  clergymen, 
wherever  age  carried  with  it  physical  or 
mental  infinnity ;  but  there  was  nothing 
to  create  a  presumption  that  every  man 
of  70  was  unfit  to  discharge  important 
duties.  It  was  often  the  case  that  the 
most  important  functions  were  performed 
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hy  men  over  70,  and  he  saw  no  reason, 
therefore,  vbj  thd"  attainment  of  that 
age  should  be  a  ground  for  the  Bishop's 
refusing  to  institute,  as  proposed  by  the 
clause.  Nor  could  he  understand  why 
it  should  be  a  ground  of  rejeotion,  as 
proposed,  that  the  presentee  had  not 
been  in  Priests'  Orders  two  years.  By 
a  side-blow,  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  it  was 
proposed  to  introduce  into  the  Ohurch  a 
new  order  of  men  capable  of  being 
carates,  but  not  of  being  incumbents. 
Then,  again,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
third  reason  for  non-institution,  that 
some  question  ought  to  be  further  inves- 
tigated  with  regard  to  a  presentee.  How 
oould  their  Lordships  tell  what  ques- 
tions required  further  iavestigation  ? 
The  Amendment  which  he  now  proposed 
recognized  the  responsibility  of  the 
Bishop  within  certain  well -understood 
limits.  The  discretion  of  the  Bishop  to 
reject  a  presentee  was  made  absolute  by 
the  Amendment  in  the  case  of  physical 
infirmity,  peonnxary  embarrassment  or 
evil  life. 

Amendment  movtd,  to  leave  out  Sub- 
sections n.)i  V^S^ 
19,  after  ("  section  ")  insert  as  a  separate 
Bub-seotion— 

'*  The  Bishop  mRy  rof  aw  to  iostitate  any  pre- 
sentee who  appssn  to  the  Bishop  to  be  nofitted 
forthedisohuge  of  hiapBSttnral  aaiy  by  reason 
of  physical  iDfirmity.  u  pecuniaiy  embaxnus* 
mentj  or  of  his  enl  life.  (TA*  Mai^uen  of 
Sutimiirjf,) 

The  Bishop  07  0HI0HE3TBB  said, 
he  thought  that  the  provision  of  the  Bill 
enabling  Bishops  to  refuse  to  institute 
a  presentee  who  had  not  been  in  Priests' 
Orilers  two  years  ought  to  be  sustained. 
If  it  were  struck  out  of  the  clause,  the 
rectorship  of  a  parish  might  be  given  to 
a  young  person  ordained  at  23  years  of 
age.  The  important  duties  of  a  rector 
ought  not  to  be  given  to  a  young  man 
immediately  on  taking  Priests'  Orders, 
and  after  having  only  beoi  in  Deacons' 
Orders  one  year. 

LoBD  BEABOUENE  said,  that  the 
remarkable  feature  of  the  fHresent  Bill 
was  the  reluctance  of  the  ^i^ops  to 
take  respousibili^  upon  themselves. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  better 
to  give  the  Bishops  a  irider  discretion 
than  even  that  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment, as  otherwise  some  loophole  would 
be  offered  through  which  improper  pre- 
sentees would  slip.  There  might  be 
valid  causes  for  refusal  of  institution 


apart  from  those  set  forth  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess.  For  in- 
stance, if  a  Bishop  had  reason  to  know 
that  a  particular  individual  was  so  ob- 
noxious to  a  parish  that  his  ministration 
therein  was  aunost  certain  to  be  a  failure, 
it  might  be  well  for  both  the  parish  and 
the  clergyman  that  there  should  be  dis- 
cretion to  refuse  institution.  If  their 
Lordships  had  confidence  in  the  Bishops 
this  discretion  might  well  be  given. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that 
he  would  not  oppose  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  advanta^  to  the 
Ohuroh  if  it  were  made  requisite  beftm 
a  young  man  ondntook  the  duties  of  an 
incumbent  that  he  should  spend  wmw 
time,  say  at  least  two  years,  in  leamiDg 
them  while  acting  as  onrate.  He  would 
be  rather  inclined  to  make  it  necessary 
that  a  man  must  be  in  Priests'  Orders 
five  years  instead  of  two  before  being 
eligible  for  a  living,  as  he  looked  upon 
the  latter  term  as  being  too  short  a  cme, 
instead  of  being  too  long. 

Thk  Easl  op  SEILBOBNF,  said,  he 
did  not  think  two  years'  probation  would 
be  too  much ;  and  he  was  willing  that 
the  Bishop  should  have  power  to  refuse 
institution  to  a  man  over  70  years  of 
age,  because  he  felt  sure  that  such  a 
power  would  not  be  in  all  cases  arbi- 
truily  exercised.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marqnus  that  the  attainment  (tf 
70  years  of  a^  was  not  tA  itself  a  dss- 
qualifioation,  in  all  cases,  for  the  duties 
of  a  rector,  if  unaccompanied  by  mental 
or  physical  infirmity. 

LoBD  GBIMTHOBPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Ohurch  Discipline  Act 
worked  better  than  this  Act  would  work, 
as  this  would  enable  a  Bishop  to  be 
judge  himself,  without  resorting  to  a 
Court  for  a  decision.  He  was  decidedly 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALI8BTJBT  said, 
that  one  of  the  objects  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  prevent  what  was  known 
abroad  by  the  term  chantage — namely, 
the  attempt  to  lu^e  people  pay  for 

ulenoe.   

The  Earl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment,  as  it  stood, 
inadequate,  so  far  as  "evil  life"  was 
concerned.  To  condemn  a  man  on  the 
ground  of  evil  life  would  be  unjust, 
unless  the  charge  of  evil  living  were 
judicially  investigated  and  regularly 
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pTored.  But  tbere  might  be  scandal 
so  grave  and  so  notorious  as  to  be,  both 
in  reason  and  on  the  principles  of  eccle- 
siastical law,  as  sound  an  objeotion  to 
the  presentee  as  if  the  justice  of  the 
charge  were  ever  so  dearly  proved.  He 
would  propose,  as  an  addition,  after  the 
words  *'  evil  life,"  the  insertion  of  the 
words — 

*'  Or  nich  MSiidal  at  evil  rwort  eon- 
oenunffhii  moral  conduct  that  be  on^tnotto 
beiaibtated  to  the  beneSee  in  queition." 

LoBD  QBIUTHOKFE  objected  to  the 
Buraestion ;  because  this  ^und  might 
reaUy  have  no  foundation  m  faot. 

The  Mabqukss  ot  SALISBTJBY  said, 
that  the  question  raised  by  his  noble  and 
leuned  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Selbome) 
was  a  very  difficult  one;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
not  to  insert  such  a  ground.  They  knew 
how  eaaUy  scandal  was  raised,  and  great 
injustice  might  be  done  a  presentee  by 
such  a  proTision. 

The  Eaal  of  SELBOBNE  contended 
that,  without  the  insertion  of  the  pro- 
vinon  he  had  mentioned,  a  Bishop  mt^ht 
be  nnaUe  to  prerent  the  presentation 
of  ft  man  whose  reputation  was  such 
that  he  could  do  no  good  in  a  new 
parish,  and  that  the  effect  of  the  addi- 
tion of  the  words  would  really  be  to 
prevent  the  few  patrons  who  might  be 
capable  of  presenting  such  men  from 
erer  doing  so. 

Thb  Mabquess  07  SAUSBUBY  said, 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  the  altera- 
tion of  his  Amendment  as  proposed  by 
the  noUe  and  learned  Earl. 

Amendment  amtnd^  and  ^r^d  to. 

Loan  GBIUTHOBPE  said,  that  he 
had  put  on  the  Paper  three  Amend- 
BMnii  in  anooession,  all  of  which  raised 
the  Tery  important  question  to  whom 
the  appeal  should  be  from  the  Bishojp. 
Their  Lordships  had  to  consider  in  this 
matter  what  was  likely  to  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  persons  involved  in  those 
proceedings,  the  presentee,  and  the  per- 
son presenting.  It  was  reiy  important 
that  the  appeal  should  not  be,  as  pro- 
posed in  Uie  Bill,  from  the  Bishop  to 
the  Archbishop  of  the  Province.  And, 
therefore,  he  proposed  in  page  9,  lines 
35  and  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Arch- 
bishop of  the  F^orino^"  in  order  to  in- 
sert— 

"  Three  otbar  UihapB,  ol  whom  on«  shall  be 
nooinated  by  the  Umop  refasinj  inatitotion. 


another  by  the  presentee,  and  the  third  agreed 
on  by  the  other  two,  and  he  shall  preside,  and 
those  three  shall  he  called  the  hishops  of  ap- 
peal ;  hut  none  shall  he  hound  to  aot  withont 
his  own  consent." 

Nobody  could  read  the  newspapers  with- 
out seeing  that  whatever  was  done  by  a 
Bishop  or  Archbishop  of  one  way  Jot 
thinkmg  was  sure  to  be  found  faudt 
with  by  persons  of  a  different  school  of 
thought.  If  the  appeal  was  from  a 
Bishop  to  an  Archbishop  whose  leanings 
were  known  there  would  be  great  dis- 
satisfaction. The  matter  was  one  which 
did  not  involve  any  great  amount  of 
argument ;  but  he  believed  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  enable  the 

Sublio  generally  to  see  that  what  was 
one  was  done  without  prejudice.  He 
thought  it  was  extremely  important  that 
the  public  should  believe  that  justice 
was  done,  and  that  none  should  be  able 
to  say  that  a  refusal  bad  been  made  be- 
cause tiie  principles  of  the  presentee 
were  disliked  by  the  Bishop.  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  how  the  late 
Bishop  of  Manchester  was  attacked  by 
two  or  three  Deans  tot  exercising  his 
discretion  not  to  allow  what  he  said 
would  be  anarchy  in  the  ^ocese.  Could 
there  be  any  better  mode  invented  for 
giving  a  satisfactory  ap|>eal  than  that 
proposed  by  his  Amendment?  If  a  better 
one  could  be  brought  forward  he  should 
be  ready  to  adopt  it.  What  he  proposed 
was  anal<^ns  to  the  practice  ado^tted 
in  many  otiier  oases  where  questions 
were  referred  to  arbitration ;  and  he 
believed  it  would  give  security  to  the 
public  that  the  action  taken  was  fair 
and  impartial.  The  Bill  itself  gave  an 
appeal  from  the  Archbishop  to  three 
Bishops  when  the  Archbishop  had  the 
primary  jurisdiction,  so  that  there  was 
no  qusstion  of  dignity  involved. 

Amendment  mortfi, 

In  page  9,  line  22,  leave  oat  ("  in  the  pro- 
scribed form ") :  lines  25  and  26,  leave  out 
{"  the  archbishop  of  the  province  '*)  and  insert 
("three  other  biBhojw,  of  whom  one  shall  be 
nominated  by  the  buhop  refusing  institution, 
another  by  the  presentee,  and  the  third  agreed 
on  by  the  other  two,  and  be  shall  preside,  and 
those  three  shall  be  called  the  bishops  of  appeal, 
hat  none  shall  be  bound  to  act  without  his  own 
consent")  ;  line  29,  leave  out  ("aTchbisbop") 
and  insert  ( '  *  bishopi  of  appeal " ) ;  line  3 1 ,  leave 
out  from  ("  The  ")  to  the  end  of  the  aabaeotion 
and  insert  ("  hishops  shall  hear  the  ease  both 
carnally  and  on  appeal  in  the^reeeaee  of  snclt 
nenons  only  as  they  shall  thmk  necessary  ox 
for  some  special  reason  expedient,  and  not  in 
public,  and  with  ntch  legal  assistanoe  as  they 
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may  think  fit") ;  line  84,  leave  oat  labsection 
(6.)  and  ioBert  (**  The  decinon  of  the  biriiops  of 
app»l,  or  anjr  two  of  them,  shall  be  given  in 
vnUog  to  the  presentee  and  the  biahop  who  re- 
fused him,  and  if  it  ia  in  favonr  of  the  presen- 
tee he  iball  have  a  right  to  be  instituted  ai 
Boon  as  poauble  by  the  bishop  or  his  vicar* 
general "} ;  line  38,  leave  ont  aubaeoUon  (7.)-" 
— (7%«  Lord  Orimtherpe.} 

The  Eabl  of  8ELB0HNE  said,  he 
oould  not  agree  to  displacing  the  Aroh- 
bishop  altogether ;  but  if  their  Ijord- 
sbim  thought  that  the  whole  responsi- 
bih^  ahotill  not  be  thrown  on  the  Aroh- 
bidiop,  thej  could  direct  that  there 
should  be  episcopal  assessorB  appointed 
to  act  with  him. 

LoBD  GBIMTHOBPE  said,  that  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
It  would  fully  meet  his  view. 

Tee  Mabquess  of  SALISBTTBY  said, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
the  responsibility  wholly  to  the  Aroh- 
bishop ;  it  would  be  placing  the  Bishops 
in  an  invidious  position  to  make  them 
act  as  arbitrators  or  assessors. 

Amendment  negatived. 

CQanse,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Clauses  18  and  19  separately  ogrwd 
with  Amendments. 

Olaose  20  "(Boman  OathoUo  patron 
may  nominate). 

On  the  Ifotion  of  The  Lord  GaiM- 
THOBFB,  the  following  Amendmmts 
made: — In  page  10,  line  23,  leave  out 
&om  ("  section"')  to  end  of  line  34,  and 
insert — 

("Notwithstanding  any  existing  Act,  a 
Roman  Catholic  patron  may  present  to  a  bene- 
fice on  the  same  conditions  as  any  other  patron, 
but  the  Bishop  may  refuse  the  presentee  uolese 
he  is  satisfied  that  he  is  a  bond  Jide  member  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  has  dnly  had 
episcopal  ordination  as  aiaiest.") 

Olanse,  as  amended,  ^titi  to. 

Clause  21  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Lunacy  of  incumbent). 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  24,  to 
leave  out  from  ("or")  to  ("the")  in 
line  29,  and  insert — 

(* '  Where  it  shall  be  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Bishop  that  any  inoumboit  has  for  two 
whole  years  been  prevented  by  any  infitmiW  of 
mind  or  body  from  performing  the  daties  (n  his 

iMoe.")—lTAe  Earl  Cooper.) 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
that  the  Amendment  would  inflict  a 
hardship  in  a  large  number  of  cases 
where  two  years'  rest  was  required  to 
restore  an  inonmbent  to  health. 


The  Abohbishop  op  OANTERBXJET 
said,  that  if  a  clergyman  were  neg- 
ligent, and  were  not  quite  unable  to  per- 
form some  duty,  he  might  evade  the 
operation  of  the  Amendment  by  doing 
some  duty  just  before  the  two  years  had 
been  oompleted.  At  the  same  time  that 
the  Amendment  would  thus  not  enable 
a  parish  to  get  rid  of  a  neglimnt  incum- 
bent, ho  agreed  that  it  would  inflict  a 
hardship  in  many  cases. 

On  the  suggestion  of  The  ICarquMs  of 

Salibbuby, 

Eabl  COWFEB  said,  he  would  bring 
up  the  Amendment  on  Beport  in  a  dit 
ferent  form,  1^  which  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  outgoing  incumbent. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) teithdratm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  23  to  26,  iuolusire,  agreed  to, 
wiUk  Amendments. 

Clause  27  (Order  in  Council). 

TisoouHT  CKANBBOOK,  in  moving 
thefollowing  Amendments: — likpagelS, 
line  23,  leave  out — 

("Her  Majesty  may  from  time  to  time,  by 
Order  in  Council,  ouule  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  "); 

line  25,  after  ("York")  insert("  may"); 
line  31,  leave  out  ("Order  in  Connol") 
and  insert  ("  rale  made ") ;  line  37, 
leave  out  ("or  Order");  line  38,  after 
("Order")  insert  ("in  Council"),  and 
after  ("same")  insert  ("and  ftnyrule 
BO  annulled  shall  thenoeforth  be  of  no 
effect ") ;  and  in  line  40,  leave  out  from 
("rule")  to  end  of  clause  and  insert 
("every  such  rule  shall,  while  in  force, 
have  effect  as  if  enacted  in  this  Act"), 
said,  he  did  so  because  it  was  thought 
better  that  these  Kules  should  be  laid 
before  Farliament  on  the  responsibility 
of  those  who  made  the  Bules,  and  not 
aa  "  Orders  in  Gounoih" 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  danaea  agreed  tOf  with 
Amendments. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Tuesday  next;  and  Bill  to 
be  prwtod,  aa  amended.   (No.  44.) 

House  adjoomed  at  Eig}it  o'olook^ 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o^clodc. 
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lUNUTES.]— BtmLT— «BH«idkral  in  Commitlee 

Sta»Mi9tu  [Mardi  14]  rtportei. 
Prauo  BiLU  —  Oritrtd  —  iSnt  Btading  — 

Buibnptcy  OffioM  (l^tM)  •  [197]. 
ActMtf  JtMA'fy— Traok  *  [109]. 


BOYAL  IBISH  CONSTABULABY  —  DE- 
TEGTITE  GONSTABLB  P.  MONOHAN. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  do.,  Mid)  aaked 
the  Chief  8ecretai7  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Detective 
ConBtable  Peter  Monohan  was  taken  in 
custody  on  Thursday,  3rd  March,  at 
Eiliarney,  for  being  drunk  and  dis- 
orderly, and  for  having  while  in  that 
condition  assaulted  a  young  man  named 
Shea,  breaking  the  bridge  of  his  nose, 
and  injuring  his  eye ;  whether  the  said 
conatable  was  merely  reprimanded,  and 
ordered  to  resume  his  duty ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  see  fit  to  order  an  inquiry 
into  the  oironmstances  of  the  case  ?  I 
should  like  to  supplement  the  Question 
by  aakiDg  vhether  the  young  man  Shea 
has  lost  the  use  of  faia  eye  rinoe,  and 
also  whether  any  preriouB  oonviction 
lias  been  reoorded  against  Monohan  ? 

The  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauous)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  hon. 
Member  must  giro  me  Notice  of  the 
latter  Qaeetion.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  constable  named  was  taken  into 
custody  for  being  drunk  and  disorderly. 
When  accused  by  his  Head  Constable, 
he  admitted  haTing  been  intoxicated, 
and  for  this  breach  of  discipline  he  wu 
fined  by  the  Inspector  General  and  re- 
daoed  in  positioD.  He  denied  having 
aaaaulted  ehea,  and  the  latter  refused 
to  pnaeonte.  Shea  was  not  injured  in 
the  manner  described. 

Da.  TAKNEB:  Wm  any  farther  ac- 
tum be  taken  in  the  matter?  Will 
Monohan  continue  to  be  employed  as  a 
detective  after  being  drunk  and  dis- 
orderly? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  matter 
lias  bavD  almdy  dealt  with. 


OBIKB  Atn)  OUTBAGE  (IBELAND)— MR. 
JAMBd  SIUHS.  DBUMLANE, 
00.  DERBY. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  series  of  outrages 
perpetrated  on  an  Ulster  Protestant 
Nationalist,  named  Mr.  James  Simms, 
of  Drumlane,  near  Maghera,  County 
Berry,  and  reported  in  The  Belfatt 
Morning  N*w»  of  the  8th  March  instant ; 
whether,  as  therein  stated,  Mr.  Simms 
did,  in  consequence  of  having  asnsted 
to  return  Mr.  Healy  to  Parliament  as 
Member  for  South  Derry  at  the  Novem- 
ber Election,  1885,  suffer  serious  loss 
and  injury  by  the  damage  done  to  his 
crops,  which  were,  during  the  night 
time,  malioiously  dug  up  and  scattered 
about  or  destroyed  on  several  occasions ; 
whether,  since  the  last  Qeneral  Election 
(when  Mr.  Simms  again  supported  Mr. 
He^y).  a  quantity  of  flax  was  taken 
from  his  store  and  maliciously  burned 
in  an  adjoining  field  ;  whether,  about  a 
week  ago,  some  persons  maliciously  set 
fire  to  and  wholly  destroyed  "  a  splendid 
granary  "  belonging  to  Mr.  Simms,  and 
in  which  he  had  valuable  property 
stored ;  whether  any  arrests  hare  been 
made  in  connection  with  these  outrages ; 
and,  what  steps  the  authcnities  nave 
taken  in  the  matter  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8ECEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I,  of  course, 
know  nothing  of  what  Mr.  Simms  may 
hare  done  in  respect  of  the  Elections ; 
but  I  understand  that  he  states  to  the 
Constabulary  that  he  did  not,  in  1885, 
t^e  the  part  attributed  to  him  in  the 
Question.  The  injuries  to  his  crops  ap- 
pear to  be  much  exaggerated.  For  the 
burning  of  a  bam  wMch  occurred  about 
a  fortnight  ago  he  claims  £100  compen- 
sation. This  claim  will  be  fully  inresti- 
gated  in  ordinary  course.  No  arrests 
hare  been  made  as  yet ;  but  the  police 
hare  the  matter  in  hand,  and  meanwhile 
are  affording  protection  to  Mr.  8tmins*B 
property  by  special  patrolling. 

Mb.  M'CABTAN:  May  1  ask  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  if  it  be  tme  that 
a  quantity  of  flax  was  taken  from  Ms 
store  and  burned  7  That  is  a  Question 
which  has  not  been  answered. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  think,  Sir, 
some  flax  was  taken  on  the  18th  of 
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Januaxy  and  burned  in  an  adjoining 
field. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  IBISH  LIOHT&- 
CABLINOFORD  LOUOH  LIOHT- 
KEEPERS'  HOUSES. 

Mh.  M'CABTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  cause  of 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Iriah  Lights 
Commissioners  in  buildiog  the  dwelling 
bouses  for  the  keepers  of  the  leading 
lights,  Oarlingford  Lough;  what  was 
the  amount  of  purchase- money  paid  for 
the  building  ground;  the  annual  rent  of 
the  Bite;  and  the  rent  now  paid  for 
lodgings  for  the  keepers ;  and,  whether 
he  can  state  definite^  when  the  btuld- 
ings  will  be  oommenoed  f 

The  SBOBKFART  (Baron  Hbhbt 
De  Wobhb)  (Ltverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
The  erection  of  these  dwellings  during 
the  current  financial  year  was,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Lights,  postponed  in  favour  of  more 
urgent  works.  No  purchase  money  has 
been  paid  for  the  building  ground ;  but 
an  annual  rent  of  £7  It.  9d.  has  been 
sanctioned  for  the  site  on  a  lease  for 
IfiO  years,  and  £40  has  been  paid  as 
compensation  for  disturbance  of  existing 
tenants;  £48  is  at  present  paid  annually 
for  lodgings  for  tne  keepers,  and  the 
estimated  cost  of  erecting  the  dwellings 
is  £1,876.  The  Board  of  Trade  are 
prepured  to  sanction  the  expenditure  for 
erecting  these  dwellings  during  the  year 
1S87-8,  and  it  will  rest  with  the  Com- 
missioners  of  Irish  Lights  to  carry  out 
the  work. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD-LOANS. 

Mn.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  fShiop- 
shiie,  Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Iiooal  Goremment  Board,  Whether 
he  can  state  the  amount  of  the  local 
loans  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Govera- 
ment  Board  during  the  last  financid 
year;  whether  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease or  decrease  in  the  amount  as 
compared  with  the  preceding  year ;  and, 
whether  loans  have  been  contracted 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Goremment ; 
and,  if  so,  to  what  amount  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Towor  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
total  amount  of  the  loans  sanctioned  by 
the  Local  Government  Boud  to  be 
raised  by  Local  Autiiorities  daring  the 

}  Mr.A.J.Batfour 


year  ended  December  31,  1886,  was 
£2,827,867,  being  a  decrease  of  £459,054 
as  compared  with  the  total  amount  so 
sanctioned  during  the  preceding  year. 
The  Board  hare  no  information  as  to  tiie 
amount  of  the  local  Joans  which  were 
contracted  during  the  year  without  the 
sanction  of  any  Central  Department; 
but  it  may  be  stated  that  the  total 
amount  of  the  specific  sums  which  by 
local  Acts  passed  during  the  year  were 
authorized  to  be  raised  by  Sanitary 
Authorities  and  Mununpal  Corporations 
without  the  sanction  of  any  Central 
Department  was  £1,496,287. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVATE  BILL 
BUSINESS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry )  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  the  num< 
ber  of  Bills  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Commons  by  Private  Members  during 
the  last  six  years,  and  the  number  of 
such  Bills  which  have  been  passed  into 
law? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  the  total 
number  of  Private  Members'  Bills  be- 
tween 1881  and  1886,  inclusive,  was 
825,  while  the  number  of  those  Bills 
which  received  the  Boyal  Assent  was 
117. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  In 
consequence  of  the  answer  just  ^ren, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  on 
an  early  day  to  call  attention  to  the  in- 
creasing number  of  Bills  introduced  by 
Private  Members  tor  the  purpose  of  ven- 
tilating their  own  particular  crotchets, 
to  the  unscientific  drafting  of  saxsh.  Bills, 
and  to  the  waste  of  the  public  money 
and  time  in  printing  and  diaooning 
them ;  and  to  move — 

"  That  provision  ought  do  longer  to  be  made 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  printing  and  pnblioa- 
tion  of  Fiivats  Members'  BUli." 

INDIA—UADBAS  BOARD  OF  BEVENUE 

—STATEMENT  OF  MR.  THOMAS. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Thomas,  senior 
member  of  the  Madras  Board  of  Be- 
venue,  in  his  Beport  on  the  cuzrent 
Tanjore  Bemission  Scandal,  that  a  wide- 
spread conspiracy  exists,  and  that  the 
district  officials  are  too  mndi  interested 
in  land;  and,  whether  nncovenanted 
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o£B(ual8  are  forbidden  to  hold  land  in 
their  distriota ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
collector  has,  during  the  past  10  years, 
brought  to  the  notice  oi  GoTemment 
that  the  Tamore  officials  habitually  con- 
trarene  the  Begulations  in  the  matter  of 
land  holding  ? 

Thx  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  07 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  Ohatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State's  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  Beport  in  question, 
and  a  despatch  has  been  sent  to  the  Qo- 
vemor  of  Bladras  on  the  subject.  Un- 
corenanted  officials  who  exercise  inde- 
pendent judicial  or  revenue  lunctions  are 
forbidden  to  hold  land  in  their  districts ; 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  collector 
has,  within  the  lost  10  years,  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Govemor^of  Madras 
that  the  Tanjore  offioials  contravene  this 
B^nlation  habitually. 

INLAND  BEVENDE-INOOHE  TAX  ON 
AKERIOAN  £1<0UB  UILLS  OOU- 
PAMIB8. 

Mb.  DIXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sax,  Uxbridge)  asked  Mr.  Ohaiioellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whetiier  the  Httsbury's 
or  Waahbom  Flour  Mills  Companies  of 
America,  who  send  large  quantities  of 
flour  here  on  consignment,  pay  any  In- 
come Tax;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  oblige  them  to  do  so,  and 
thus  remedy  an  injustice  to  our  English 
millers  ?  . 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Oosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square] :  Foreign  Companies 
or  persons  sending  goods  or  produce  to 
this  country  are  not  assessable  unless 
they  carry  on  business  in  this  country, 
either  themselves,  or  through  agents 
coming  within  the  pnnriBions  of  the 
Inoome  Tax  Aot  of  1842,  fi  ft  6  Ftet. 
c.  86,  B.  41.  H  the  hon.  Giratleman  vUl 
gire  tiie  Xncrate  Tax  coQeolore  any 
asustonce  in  disoovwing  encfa  Com- 
panies as  ought  to,  and  do  not,  pay  In- 
come Tax,  he  will,  I  feel  aore,  find  them 
most  grateful  sad  reoi^Ta  enaj  en- 
couragement. 

IRELAND— THE  ORANGE  ORGANIZA- 
TION—UNION OFFICIALS. 
Un.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  (Longford,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Are  Union  officials 
allowed  by  the  Looal  Gorerament  Board 
to  be  mwnben  of  the  Orange  oi^aniza- 

TOL.OCICZII.  [THxuinBiu.] 


tion ;  is  it  contrary  to  rule  that  they 
should  deliver  public  speeches  ;  will  he 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  the  speech  of  Brother 
Hugh  Johnson,  Master  of  Orange  Lodge 
269,  an  officer  of  Magherafelt  Union, 
reported  in  7^  Belfut  Wnkltf  Nem  of 
5uL  Maroh,  as  fbllows : — 

*'  He  then  urged  on  all  the  brethren  to  be 
more  united  than  ever,  and  to  ])ewaro  of  all 
traitors,  Bhowioff  the  poBsihilit^  of  there  beinf; 
ID  all  Bocidtim  Lnndys  and  traitors ;  and,  hold- 
ing in  hia  hand  a  Report  of  the  Grand  Orange 
Lodge  of  Ireland,  proved  the  truth  of  his  aasor- 
tion  that  oven  tn  their  own  locality  they  vicm 
under  the  |>ainfal  necessity  of  expelling  per. 
jured  '  traitors '  from  their  ranks ;  " 

and,  whether  he  has  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  persons  so  named  as 
traitors  on  the  list  of  the  Gh-and  Orange 
Lodge  of  Ireland  are  in  danger  of  out- 
rage; and,  if  so,  will  he  afford  them 
police  protection? 

Mk.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked, 
befcnre  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swered the  Question,  if  he  was  not  aware 
that  this  charge  was  a  pure  fabrication ; 
and  whether  there  was  in  tiie  Ghimd 
Orange  Lodge  of  Ireland  snoh  number 
as  that  of  the  Lodge  spedfied  in  the 
Question,  and  therefore  if  there  was 
any  necessity  for  affi>rding  police  pro- 
tection to  parties  as  suggested  in  the 
Question  ? 

The  chief  SBCEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  aoouraoy  of  the 
statement  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Johnston),  though  all  I  know  about  the 
matter  is  derived  from  half-a-minute's 
inspection  of  one  of  the  Bules  of  the 
Orange  Society  shown  to  me  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
on  the  Paper,  there  is  no  rule  of  the 
Local  Oovwnment  Board  on  the  auhject 
of  Union  offlcials  being  membov  oi  the 
Orange  Organisation.  The  only  officer 
of  the  Ma^orafelt  Union  who  bears  the 
name  of  Hugh  Johnston  is  the  shoe- 
maker of  the  workhouse.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Membw  will  give  me  the 
names  of  any  persons  whom  he  thinks 
might  be  endai^red  by  anything  in  the 
speech  referred  to,  I  shall  communicate 
with  the  Looal  Authcnities.  I  think 
myself  his  fears  are  unfounded. 

RIVER  THAMES— THE  WATER  COM- 
PAinES— THE  SEWAGE  SYBTEU. 

Mb.  PIXON-HABTLANB  (Middle, 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  tbe  FMeident  of 
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the  Local  OoTOTiunent  Board,  "Wlietbeir, 
in  view  of  the  large  profits  derived  by 
the  Metropolitan  Water  Companies  and 
the  Oonservators  of  the  Biver  Thames 
ixom  the  sale  of  the  water  of  that  river, 
it  is  possible  for  the  Local  Governmeat 
Board  to  oblige  those  Bodies  to  devote 
some  part  of  the  sums  received  to  help 
to  de&ay  the  cost  of  diverting  the 
sewage  from  the  river;  and,  if  not, 
whether,  in  the  case  of  the  town  of 
Btaines,  which  while  deprived  of  its 
andeat  outlet  for  sewage  derives  no 
profit  or  advantage  from  such  sale  of  its 
water,  and  where  the  sewage  system  re- 
quired by  the  Board,  as  proved  by  Hr. 
Hawksl^s  Beport,  will  involve  the 
finandal  ruin  of  the  town,  he  will  pro- 
mote aoy  scheme  to  defray  part  of  the 
necessary  cost  of  her  own  requisitions  7 
The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
sums  to  bepaid  to  the  Conserrotors  of 
the  Biver  lliames  by  the  Metropolitan 
Water  Companies  are  fixed  by  statute, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
no  powers  in  the  matter.  With  regard 
to  the  Staines  Local  Board,  I  regret  to 
state  that  they  have  long  evadM  their 
statutory  duty,  with  the  result  that  the 
Thames  has  been  polluted  with  the 
sewage  of  the  cUstriot.  It  devolves  on  the 
Staines  Local  Board,  as  is  the  ease  with 
every  othnr  Sanitaty  Authority,  to  de- 
fray the  cost  of  any  sewerage  works 
which  are  required  for  their  district.  No 
doubt,  the  cost  to  Staines  will  be  heavy ; 
but  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  promote 
any  scheme  for  the  purpose  of  relieviDg 
the  Staines  district  of  me  burden  wldtm 
it  must  undertake. 

lAW  AND  JUSTICE  — COURT  HOUSES 
—ACCOMMODATION  OF  UNTfilED 
PRISONEBS. 

LoBD  ELCHO  (Ipswich)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  all  cases  when, 
in  consequence  of  the  Beport  of  ike 
Oommittee  on  the  Acoommodation  of 
TTDtried  Prisoners,  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
build, extend,  or  otherwise  alter  Uie 
proposed  accommodation.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  examine 
the  plans  before  the  proposed  works  are 
earned  ont,  in  order  to  see  that  the  in- 
tended alterations  comply  with  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee,  and 
are  in  every  respect  suited  to  tiie  te- 
quirements  of  the  case? 

i  Mr.  IHxm-Barmani 


The  SEORETAST  of  STATE  (BCr. 

Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  In  the 
Circular  which  I  have  lately  issued,  I 
have  invited  the  Local  Authorities  to 
communicate  with  me  what  works  tbey 
propose  to  undertake.  Such  communi- 
cations I  shall  refer  to  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Prisons,  and,  acting  on  his 
advice,  shall  inform  the  Local  An- 
thorities  of  my  own  opinion  on  their 
proposals ;  and  by  these  means  I  hope, 
not  only  that  the  acoommodation  may 
be  brought  up  to  a  proper  standard,  but 
also  that  any  nseUss  expense  may  be 
avoided. 

THE  BOTAL  COMMISSION  ON 
BI-METALLI8M. 

Mb.  HOWOBTH  (Salford.  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  as  the  Chairman  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  Bi-metallism, 
If,  in  view  of  the  great  interest  talran  in 
the  subject  by  the  mercantile  community, 
it  would  be  possible  to  publish  a  weekly 
pricu  or  abstract  of  the  evidence  ? 

Thb  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  m  reply, 
said,  that  to  his  great  regret  he  was  no 
longer  Chairman  of  the  Currency  Com- 
mission, and  the  Question  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  his  successor,  or  his  Bepre- 
sentative  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
When,  however,  an  analogous  Question 
came  under  his  notice,  when  he  was 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  he  replied 
that  he  felt  it  to  be  very  ud usual  and 
inexpedient  to  publish  evidence  in  the 
manner  proposecl. 

Mb.  UHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
inquired  who  was  now  the  Chairman  ^ 
the  Commission  ? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  believed  that 
his  successor  was  not  yet  ^pointed. 
The  Question  had  better  be  addzeased 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqiier. 

WAR  OPFIOE— SIGHT  TEST  FOE  CAN- 
DIDATES FOB  C0UUIS8I0N8. 

Sib  GHTER  HUNTEB  (Hackney, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Where  the  BegulaUons  which 
have  recenUy  been  laid  down  for  testiog 
the  sight  of  candidates  for  commissions, 
stated  to  be  now  in  force,  are  to  be 
found,  and  when  they  were  published  P 

Tbb  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr.  K 
Stabhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle): 
The  Begulations  referred  to  are  in 


Digitized  by 


357  SSnuiharSmhM'dmmt  of  {Maboh  14, 1887}  Minengotti  hy  ih»  PortugtuM.  S58 


Clause  53  of  the  Army  Oiicalar,  dated 
the  let  of  March,  1887,  and  are  to  be 
found  at  page  807  of  the  Army  lost. 

ILLEGAL  HKEnNGS  CntBLAlTD)— 
STBEET  BANDS. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkemiy,  8.)  asked 
Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, by  statute  or  othervise,  Resident 
Magistratas  in  Ireland  are  entitled  to 
prevent  bands  playing  in  the  public 
atreets,  on  the  grounds  that  the  persons 
ibrming  such  bands  are  about  to  attend 
a  meeting  in  another  town  or  place; 
and,  ThethOT  the  poisibiUty  of  such 
persons  attending  an  illegal  meeting  at 
a  Aitore  time  xradem  their  conduct 
illegal,  and  entitles  the  police  to  dis- 
perse themP  . 

ths  Attorney  general  poe 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Torsity) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me 
for  an  abstract  legal  opinion,  which  it 
is  impossible  for  anyone  to  give.  Magis- 
trates, by  the  Common  Law,  would, 
under  certain  circumstanoes,  be  entitled 
to  disperse  a  band  playing  in  the  public 
streets,  and  such  a  right  has  often  been 
exercised  b^  them  to  ^e  great  advantage 
of  the  pnblio  peace.  The  fact  that  the 
porsons  composing  the  band  are  pro- 
ceeding to  attend  a  meeting  in  another 
place  may  afford  legal  grounds  for  the 
magistrate  causing  them  to  disperse ; 
bat  each  case  must  be  judged  of  by  its 
own  droamstances. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  —  THEIR 
NORTHERN  ESTATES. 

SxbSAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
The  estimated  present  capital  value  of 
ihe  Northern  Estates  belonging  to 
the  Greoiwich  Hospital,  the  outlay  on 
them  each  year  tar  the  last  five  years, 
and  the  annual  net  xetom  each  year  for 
the  same  period  ? 

Mb.  ASHHEAD  BARTLETT(ALobd 
of  the  Abkzbaltt)  (Sheffield,  Eoolesall) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  present  gross 
fkrm  rental  from  the  Norwem  Estate 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  is  estimated  at 
£8,260 ;  and  if  the  farm  property  were 
scdd  on  the  same  terms  as  were  obtained 
at  the  last  sales  in  1882  and  1864  (about 
30  years*  purchase  on  the  average)  it 
woud  pmonoe  a  eai^talanm  of  £247,800. 
It  is  not  possible  to  arrive  at  the  capital 
value  of  the  minerals.  The  outlay  on 


the  Northran  Estates,  and  the  net  re- 
turn of  income  (including  minerals)  for 
the  lost  five  years,  are  as  follows: — 
1881-2,  outlay  £10,734,  net  return 
£18,156;  1882-8,  outlay  £6,988,  net 
return  £15,773;  1883-4,  outlay  £6.393, 
net  return  £12,349;  1884-5.  outlay 
£6,229,  net  return  £6,645;  1 885-6,  out- 
lay £4,618,  net  return  £7,418.  For 
1883-4  and  1884-5  the  net  returns  are 
given  less  on  account  of  sales  of  portiims 
of  the  estate  in  these  years. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Abthub  O'OomroB 
(Donegal,  E.), 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  BABTLETT  said 
that  the  return  for  minerals  alone  for 
the  year  1886  was  £8,700. 

ZANZIBAR-BOUBARDMENT  OF 
MINENGANI  BY  THE  PORTUGUESE. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that, 
on  February  16th,  after  a  few  hours* 
notice,  the  Fortu^  bombarded  Mi- 
nengani,  the  British  quarter  on  the  Bay 
of  Tuagi,  in  Zanzibar,  and  that,  after 
the  bombardment,  a  party  of  Portuguese 
sailors  landed,  and  burnt  and  destroyed 
all  the  private  property  which  British 
subjects  had  been  obliged  to  leave  be- 
hind ;  whether  a  protest  and  application 
for  redress  has  been  lodged  by  the  suf- 
ferers with  the  British  Consul  at  Zanzi- 
bar; whether  anything  has  resulted 
from  the  representations  which  the 
British  Foreign  Office  addressed  to  the 
Portuguese  Government  on  the  subject 
of  the  rupture  between  Portugal  and 
Zanzibar;  and,  whether,  if  the  report 
as  to  tiie  bombardment  of  Minengani  be 
oorreot,  any  steps  have  been  taken  effec- 
tively to  protect  British  eubjeots  and 
interests? 

Thb  UNDER  8E0BEIABY  os 
STATE  (Sir  Jakbs  Fbsoussok)  (Man- 
chester, M.E.):  Some  British-Indiui 
subjects  have  arrived  at  Zanzibar  from 
Minengani,  and  have  informed  the  Act- 
ing Consul  General  that  their  property 
has  been  destroyed  by  the  Portuguese ; 
but  no  further  particiuara  have  yet  been 
reported.  Her  Majesty's  ship  Rnndur 
left  for  Tuttgi  Bay  on  uie  13th,  with  iu- 
stmctions  to  ascertain  and  report  what 
had  taken  place.  The  Portuguese  Go- 
vemmmt  have  assented,  on  uie  repre- 
seutatiou  of  England  and  Germany^  to 
stop  hostilitiea,  restore  to  the  Bnltan  tite 
o«ptnxed  vessel,  and  enter  upon  negotia- 
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UxfOB  with  His  Highness  with  regard  to 
the  territory  in  dispute.  Her  Majosfy's 
Govemment  will  take  such  steps  on  he- 
half  of  British  Buhjects  and  interests  as 
may  be  required  when  the  facts  of  the 
ease  have  Been  properly  asoertained.  In 
the  meantinie,  Her  Majesty's  Acting 
Consul  (General  at  Zanzibar  has  been 
affording  relief  to  those  British  aubjeots 
who  hare  been  rendered  neeeantoos  by 
the  events  at  Tungi  Bay. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
"  BOARDING  OUT  "  OF  PAUPER  CHTL- 
DBEN. 

Mb.  NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board.  Why  the  fwinciple 
of  "boarding  out"  of  pauper  children 
is  not  more  generally  adopted ;  if  his 
attention  has  been  caUed  to  that  part  of 
the  Beport  of  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board  "mat  whilst,  in  one  case,  the  ave- 
rage weekly  cost  of  children  in  the 
workhouse  was  found  to  be  3f.  7lid.,  as 
against  2*.  7^.  in  a  Home,"  and  in 
another  4«.  0^.  per  diild,  as  against 
3«.  0^.,  he  will  recommend  its  farther 
adoption  where  possible ;  and,  whether 
the  number  of  56,291  c^dren  in  the 
wtnrkhonaes  nnder  16  years  of  age,  as 
given  in  the  Beport  of  the  Local  Gto- 
vemment  Board,  as  against  1,022  in  the 
"  Homes,"  provides  opportunity'  for  ex- 
tending of  the  system  of  "boarding 
out"  with  advantage  to  the  children 
themselves,  and  with  a  great  saving  on 
the  local  rates  ? 

Thb  PBESIDBNT  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
figures  which  are  quoted  in  the  Ques- 
tion will  be  found  in  a  Beport  of  one  of 
the  Lispeotors  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board.  They  do  not  refer  to  the  rela- 
tive cost  of  children  maintained  in  a 
workhouse  and  of  those  "boarded  out" ; 
but  to  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
adult  inmates  of  a  workhouse  as  com- 
pared with  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  children  in  an  estabUahment  provided 
by  the  Guardians  on  the  "cottage- 
home"  principle.  The  cost  of  a  child 
boarded  out  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
union  is  usually  4«.  per  week,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  olothing,  school  fees,  and 
medical  attendance.  The  initiative  as 
regards  the  adoption  of  the  "  boarding- 
out"  system  rests  with  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  not  with  the  Local 
Government  Board.    The  Bcwd  are 

8&  Jtrnw  FtrpufOH 


always  ready  to  entertain  appUoatiooa 

from  Guardians  for  the  adoption  of  the 
system  where  the  oiroumstanceB  of  the 
union  appear  to  be  such  as  to  rendw 
that  eyrtem  appropriate,  and  proviaon. 
has  been  made  for  complying  with  the 
requirements  prescribed  by  me  order  of 
the  Board.  I  believe  the  figures  given 
by  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  latter  portion 
of  his  Question  are  correct ;  but  X  may 
say  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  theee 
children  are  only  temporaiy  inmates 
of  the  workhouse  with  their  parecta, 
whereas  the  "boarding-out"  system  is 
limited  to  orphan  and  deserted  children. 

Mb.  MX71a)ELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked,  whether  the  Local  Govem- 
ment Board  could  not  do  something  to 
promote  the  "boarding-^at "  system  t 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said  that  the  Local 
Govemment  Board  were  fdways  ready 
and  willing  to  conuder  any  ap^oations 
made  by  Boards  of  Guardians ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  knew  that  tiie  ini- 
tiative must  rest  with  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
would  do  his  utmost  to  assent  to  any 
proposition  in  that  direction. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Gould  not  the 

Xhon.  Gentleman  send  out  a  Cir^ 
urging  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
adopt  the  system  ? 

Mb.  BITOHIE:  I  think  the  Local 
Govemment  Board  have  already  made 
their  opinion  known  to  Boards  m  Gnu- 
dians ;  but  I  will  look  into  the  qneation. 

INDIA  (RAILWAYS)-THB  BAILWAT 
TO  QUETTA. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbuigh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  orders 
have  been  given  for  surv^ring  a  pro- 
longation of  the  Quetta  Bailway  in  the 
direction  of  Oandahar  acrose  the  Khora 
Anuran  Bange,  and  have  such  ordeis 
been  issued  witii  the  assent  of  the  Secre- 
taty  of  State ;  what  is  the  length  of  the 
|woposed  extension  from  Shebo,  and 
what  is  its  estimated  ooet ;  will  it  pass 
beyond  the  limits  oi  Britidi  teiritoiy; 
and,  if  so,  has  the  consent  of  the  Amear 
of  Afghuiistan  been  obtained  to  the 
survey;  and,  what  has  been  the  total 
cost  to  the  Indian  Exchequer  since  1884 
of  the  Quetta  and  Bolon  Bailwovs  P 

The  UNDEB  SECSBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
Ek>me  inquiry  has  been  made  in  India  as 
to  tlw  engineering  questioiu  invdved  m 
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the  extension  of  the  Quetta  Railway  to- 
wards Gandahar;  but  no  formal  pro- 
posal to  cacry  the  line  across  the  Khora 
Amran  Bauge  has  been  submitted  to  the 
GoTemment  of  India  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.  It  is,  therefore,  impossible  to 
Bfive  the  detailed  information  asked  for. 
The  actual  outlay  on  the  Quetta  and 
S(dan  Bailways  from  1684-6  to  the  end 
of  the  current  financial  year  is  put  at 
BaS.Sd.dO.OOO. 

Ub.  BTJOH&NAN  asked  whether  it 
was  intended  to  extend  the  railway  be- 
yond the  limits  of  British  territory  ? 

Sir  JOHN  OOItST  replied,  that  the 
Jion.  Member  most  see  that  the  Question 
was  premature,  as  nothing  had  yet  been 
B«ttled.  Until  it  was  settled,  he  could 
not  make  any  annoaneement  on  tiie 
■nbjeet. 

IHI*AND  BEVENUE-WITHDRAWAL  OF 
TUE  COLLECTOR  FROM  8LIG0. 
HR.O*E:£IiLT(Bo8common.N.)a8ked 
the  Ghiaf  Seoretuyto  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  beeoi  called  to  the  Kesolution  passed 
at  a  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Sligo. 
ouideaining  Uke  proposed  withdrawal  of 
the  Collector  of  Inland  Berenue  and  his 
staff  f  run  Sligo ;  whether  Sligo  is  one 
of  the  most  impwtant  p<nte  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  and  conveniently  situ- 
ated to  serve  several  neighbouring  coun- 
ties ;  and,  whether,  should  the  pro- 
posed ohange  be  made,  there  will  be 
no  Oolleotor  between  Londonderry  and 
Oalway? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bautoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  l^s  Qnes- 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  be 
has  answered  it  more  than  once  al- 
ready. 

The  BEOBETABY  n>  tbb  TBEA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  Jacksok)  (Leeds,  K.)  said, 
ho  had  answered  the  Question  on  two 
Bsparate  ocoasions  within  the  past  week 
or  two.  The  whole  matter  would  be 
oar^oUy  conmdeted  before  any  action 
was  taken. 

Mb.  AETHUS  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, my.  Is  this  reduction  in  Sligo  a 
pn^oriian  of  a  large  scheme  of  reduction 
extending  over  every  portion  of  Ire- 
land? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  must  ask  the 
hoo.  Oentlenum  to  gife  Notice  of  that 


INDLA.-VACCINATION  LAWS  IN  BRI- 
TISH  INDIA -PENALTIES. 

Me.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
What  is  the  highest  amount  of  fine  that 
can  be  legally  imposed  on  a  parent  or 
guardian  in  British  India  for  a  refusal  or 
neglect  to  cause  his  child  to  be  vacci- 
nated ;  and,  what  is  the  longest  term  of 
imprisonment  that  can  be  legally  in- 
flicted in  a  case  of  breach  of  the  Vacci- 
nation Laws  in  British  India  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
In  British  India  vaccination  is  compul- 
sory in  certain  selected  areas  only.  No 
penalty  is  imposed  for  simple  refusal  or 
neglect  to  vaccinate  a  child.  For  mere 
disobedience  to  a  magistrate's  order  to 
vaccunate  the  maximum  penalty  is  50 
rupees.  Contumacious  and  persistent 
disobedience  may  in  certain  cases  entail 
a  floe  of  1,000  rupees  and  six  mouths' 
imprisonment. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  {IRELAND}- 
DISTURBAN0E8  AT  YOUGHAL. 

Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  fol- 
lowing statements,  which  appeared  in 
TKs  !nmes  of  last  Friday,  are  true : — 
That  a  determined  effort  was  made  on 
the  previous  night  to  burn  the  house  of 
Inspector  Kerin  at  Youghal ;  that  the 
crowd  broke  the  windows  of  the  Pro- 
testant Schools  and  the  Methodist 
Church  at  Youghal;  and  that  chil- 
dren of  12  to  14  years  of  age  were 
found  drunk  in  the  doorways,  early 
on  Thursday  morning,  in  the  streets  of 
Youghal  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoubj  (Manchester,  £.) :  This  Ques- 
tion is  on  the  Paper  without  Notice,  and 
as  local  inquiry  is  necessary  it  cannot 
be  answered  for  a  fisw  days. 

MB.CHANOE(Eilkenny,S.):  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  discover 
the  source  from  which  these  statements 
have  been  made  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
DISTURBANCES  AT  YOUGHAL  — 
TELEGRAM  FROM  CAPTAIN  PLUN- 
KETT,  DIVISIONAL  MAGISTRATE. 
Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
^  Irdand,  Whetttw  he  had  an  inter* 
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Tiew  in  Dublin  on  last  Tburadaj  with 
Captain  Flunkettt  IKviuonal  Ifagistrate 
for  Cork  District ;  whetlier  it  was  with 
his  knowledge  or  by  liis  instmotions 
that  Oaptain  Flankett  sent  the  fol- 
lowing telegram  to  the  officer  in  com- 
mand of  the  police  at  Youghal  from 
the  General  Post  Office  in  Dublin — 

"  To  Diitrict  Inapector, 
*'  ToQghal. 

"Meuase  receiTed.  Deal  very  flummarily 
if  any  org&nized  resiatanoe  to  lawful  aotho- 
rify.  If  neceesary,  do  not  heutate  to  ehoot 
them. 

"Kuiikett, 
"Dublin;" 

whether  the  police  force  that  went  to 
Yooghal  on  Ihe  previous  Tuesday  eren- 
ing,  and  caused  the  death  of  a  fisher- 
man named  O'Hanlon  by  a  bayonet 
charge  were  acting  under  orders  from 
Captain  Flnnkett;  whether  the  last 
lUitum  of  warian  rarimes  for  quarter 
ended  Slst  December,  1887,  shows  a 
total  of  only  fire  offences  reported  by 
the  Constabulaiy  for  the  whole  Division 
of  East  Cork,  which  contains  the  three 
large  towns  of  Qneenstown,  Midleton, 
and  Tonghal ;  whether  Uiree  of  those 
eases  so  reported  were  threatening  let- 
ters, another  a  case  of  alleged  intimi- 
dation, and  the  fifth  a  case  of  trivial 
assault ;  and,  whether  he  can  give  any 
explanation  of  those  special  instructions 
being  given  to  the  police  to  use  their 
bayonets  and  rifles  on  the  unarmed 
inhabitants  of  this  district  without 
either  reading  the  Biot  Act  or  calling 
upon  them  to  disperse? 

Hb.  SEAGEB  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.)  also  had  tiie  following  Question  on 
the  Paper :— To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland,  U 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  paragraph  in 
Tk6  Pall  Mall  Gautte  of  March  Hth, 
which  attributes  to  Captain  Plunkett  a 
telu;ram  sent  to  the  District  Inspector 
at  xoughal,  in  the  fdlowing  woru — 

"  SCessage  reoeiTed.  Deal  verjr  snmrnarily  if 
any  organised  mtstanoa  to  lawful  anUtoiity. 
If  neoeaiuy,  do  not  hedtate  to  ahoot  them. 

"Flankett, 

Dublin;" 

and,  if  bo,  is  Her  Mi^esty's  Government 
determined  to  support  their  offioers  in 
Budi  Action? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balpoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  will  an- 
swer at  the  same  time  the  Question 
which  stands  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 

Ur.Lam 


Friend  the  Membn*  for  Woat  Maryle- 
bone (Mr.  ^Awgee  Hunt).  I  rather 
tiiink  that  the  interview  alluded  to  in 
the  Question  was  on  Wednesday,  and 
not  on  Thursday.  My  conversation 
dealt  solely  with  the  general  state  of 
Captain  Plunkett's  district.  The  cir- 
cumstances under  which  O'Hanlon  met 
his  death  are  at  present  the  subject  of 
investigation.  I  do  not  queetion  the 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member's  statis- 
tica;  but  they  do  not  appear  relevant 
to  the  question  raised  by  Captain 
Plunkett's  action.  The  explanation 
which  the  hon.  Member  requires  seams 
to  lie  on  the  face  of  the  telegram  itsdf. 
The  Divisional  Magistrate  reoeived  in- 
formation that  an  o]^;aniced  attack  on 
the  police  fbxce  was  intoided.  Ho 
gave  directions  that  such  an  attack  was 
to  be  ene^elically  met,  and  that,  if  it 
should  prove  necessary,  recourse  must 
be  had  to  fire-arms.  In  doing  so,  he 
appears  to  me  to  have  not  omy  acted 
according  to  his  duty,  but  in  the  manner 
which  is  best  calculated  to  support  the 
authority  of  the  law ;  and,  in  the  long 
run,  to  prevent  the  injuries  and  loss  of 
life  which  must  ensue  if  it  is  supposed 
tiiat  the  police,  in  the  execution  of  their 
duty,  may  be  attacked  and  maltreated 
with  impunity.  The  Government  ap- 
prove Captain  Plunkett's  action,  though 
they  grewy  regret  the  necessity  whtoh 
gave  rise  to  it. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  May 
I  ask  the  right  htm.  G«ntleman  why  it 
was  that  only  30  policemen  were  smt  to 
f  onghal  on  the  occasion  in  queetion ; 
and  also  whether,  if  danger  was  appre- 
hended, it  would  not  have  been  advis- 
able to  send  100  or  200,  as  the  authori- 
ties are  in  the  habit  of  doing  on  criti- 
cal oocaaiona?  It  is  aosaaaination. 
["Order!"! 

Mb.OHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.):  Might 
I  be  pennitted  to  ask  whetiinr  the  pouoe 
fiwoe  referred  to  in  tiie  Queetion  and 
the  commanding  officer  wore  in  Toughal 
to  assist  in  serving  a  warrant  <m  the 
Bev.  Father  Edler,  which  warrant  has 
since  been  found  to  be  illegal  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTB:  The  warrant 
in  question  was  withdrawn,  not  because 
it  was  iUegal,  but  because  the  name  was 
mis-spelt. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  if  ho  would 
communicate  to  the  House  the  mesa^e 
which  led  to  tiie  despatch  by  Osptaia 
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Flnnlwtt  c£  the  telegram  quoted  in  tiie 
Question  oi  the  hon.  Member  ? 
Hb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  do  not  know  whether, 
from  the  answer  of  tiie  Chief  Secretary 
with  reference  to  the  teleeram  of  Cap- 
tain Flonkett,  I  correotly  understood 
him  to  say  that  the  Irish  Glovemment 
approve  of  the  language  of  Captain 
Plonkett  in  ordering  the  police  to  shoot 
without  delay  and  without  hesitation ; 
and  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  Irish  Qo' 
vemment  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
give  instractions  to  that  gentleman  that 
the  police  should  not  fin  without  ex- 
hauirting  every  means  to  avoid  the 
Bhedding  of  blood  ? 

Mb.  L  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  have  read 
the  telegram  to  which  he  refers.  He 
asks  whether  the  Irish  Government  ap- 
prove of  a  telegram  ordering  the  police 
to  fire  "  without  delay  and  without 
heutation.*'  That  is  not  the  language 
of  Captain  Flunkett  I  have  already 
told  hon.  Gbntlemfin  opposite  that  the 
Goretnment  approve  <d  Captain  Flnn- 
kett^s  action;  and  I  do  not  oonceive 
that  an  order  given  to  the  police,  couched 
in  the  language  which  the  hon.  Member 
nggests,  womd  in  any  way  alter  the 
eonduot  of  the  police,  which  appears  to 
me,  as  fiEur  as  I  know,  to  be  conduct  of 
tiie  greatest  patience  under  very  great 
pruvooation.  I  am  given  to  understand, 
though  I  do  not  guarantee  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  fact,  that  on  the  occasion 
when  O'Hanlon  was  unfortunately  killed 
— [Several  Irish  Mshbebs  :  Mur- 
dered!]— 21  out  of  22  policemen  were 
severely  injured. 

Hk.  FOX  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) : 
I  would  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  if  a 
private  telegram  was  received  stating 
that  tiiey  expected  organized  resistance, 
why  tili^  treated  it  thus  by  sending  only 
20  or  30  men? 

[Nowply.] 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -JERE- 
UUH  HEQARTY,  MILLSTREET. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  Jeremiah  Hegartj, 
late  of  the  Macroom  Workhouse,  now  of 
UiUsttoet,  has  been  appointed  to  the 


Commisdon  of  the  Peace  in  the  County 
of  Cork ;  whether  the  said  Hegarty  is 
owner  of  a  public-house  in  the  town  of 
Millstreet,  and  is  also  baili£f  to  the 
Landlord  Defence  League  in  Cork ; 
whether  he  has  been  for  some  time  past, 
and  still  continues,  under  police  protec- 
tion ;  if  it  is  true  that  his  police  guard 
have  objected  to  the  treatment  they  have 
received  at  his  hands;  what  reasons 
have  been  given  for  granting  police 
protection  to  Hegarty;  on  how  many 
occasions  this  year  has  a  supplementary 
police  pa^l  been  sent  to  survey  the 
route  by  which  Hegarty  was  travelling ; 
whether  such  polios  were  supplied  on 
Hegarty's  application ;  whether  the  (udy 
people  who  frequent  his  public-house 
are  policemen  and  emergency  men ; 
whether,  in  view  of  these  facta,  it  is  his 
intention  to  bring  the  appointment  under 
the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chimcellor ;  and, 
by  whom  was  Hegarty  recommended  for 
the  said  magisterial  position  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETAUT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoiih)  (Manchester,  E.):  This 
Question  appears  on  the  Paper  without 
Notice,  and  as  some  local  inquinr  is 
necessary,  it  cannot  be  answered  for  a 
few  days.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Momber 
will  be  good  enough  to  pos^Kme  it  for  a 
week. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS  —  IMPORTATION  OP  CATTLE 
PROM  IKELAND  INTO  SCOTLAND. 
Mb.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wliether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  action  of 
certain  Local  Authorities  in  Scotland 
with  regard  to  forbidding  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  from  Ireland  generally ; 
whether  any  distinction  is  made  by  these 
Authorities  either  aa  to  the  locality  or 
port  from  which  cattle  are  sent  or  as  to 
the  sort  of  cattle,  whether  store  or 
dairy  cattle;  wheUier  any  disease  has 
been  traced  to  any,  and  what,  Irish 
port,  and  what  class  of  cattle  was  af- 
fected ;  whether  he  wiU  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Scottish  AuUiorities  to  page 
22  of  the  last  Report  of  the  Ag^cnltunil 
Department  of  ^e  English  ^vy  Coun- 
cil, where  it  is  shown  that  69  per  cent 
of  the  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Scotland  are  shown  to  be  in  the  dairy 
stock  of  Glasgow  and  Edinburgh ;  whe- 
ther he  will  make  representation  in  the 
proper  quarter  in  Scotland,  so  us  to  pre- 
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vent  these  powers  of  sanitaryregulations 
from  being  an  injury  to  the  export  trade 
of  Ireland ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  tbat 
two  years  ago  some  similar  action 
was  t^en,  but  afterwards  modified,  so 
far  as  the  ports  of  Deny  and  Belfast 
were  concerned,  on  the  protest  of  the 
Irish  Authorities  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  similar  energetic  action  to  have 
the  same  modifications  made  imme- 
diately? 

Thb  chief  SEOBETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchesteri  E.*} :  I  fully 
recognize  the  importance  of  the  subject 
to  which  this  Qaestioii  refers,  but  it  ap- 
pears on  the  Paper  without  Notice ; 
and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  be  in  a 
position  to  answer  it  without  previous 
communication  with  the  Departments 
concerned  both  in  London  and  Dublin. 

Me.  O'DOHERTY  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  endeavour  to  do  so  at 
once,  if  possible  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  I 
wiU. 

THE  ECCLESIASTICAL COiOIISBIONEBS 
3AND  THB  PADDINGTOK  TRUSTEES- 
HALE  OF  LAKD. 

Mk.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Eppiug  Division  of 
Essex  (as  one  of  the  Ecdesiastieal  Com- 
missioners), Whethor  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  informed  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  pariah  of  Paddington 
that  a  difficulty  exists  in  carrying  into 
effect  a  sale  of  vacant  land  in  Padding- 
ton, the  joint  property  of  the  EocleBias- 
ticaJ  CommiBsioners  and  the  Paddington 
Trustees,  which  land  is  required  by 
the  parish  authorities  for  a  recreation 
ground,  the  scheme  for  that  purpose 
being  promoted  as  the  Jubilee  scheme 
for  the  parish ;  whether  the  difficulty 
arises  from  a  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  joint  owners  as  to  the  share 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  land  to  which 
they  would  respectively  be  entitied,  and 
not  from  any  question  as  to  the  price  to 
be  obtained,  which  has  practically  been 
mutually  agreed  upon;  and,  whether, 
considering  the  public  object  for  which 
the  land  is  required — namely,  that  of 
securing  for  public  purposes  of  recrea- 
tion the  only  vacant  land  in  the  densely 
populated  parish,  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  will  endeavour  to  take 
such  means  as  may  remove  the  obstacle 
now  apparentl^ezisting  ? 


8iE  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping) :  My  answer  to  the  first 
and  seconcTparagraphs  is,  yes.  In  re- 
plying to  the  tl^d  paragraph,  X  would 
say  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commiasioners 
would  be  prepared  to  concur  in  the  sale 
of  the  land  for  the  Paddington  Park  at 
the  price  per  acre  suggested,  provided 
that  the  money  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Tmatees,  who  should  invest  the 
amount  and  pay  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  and  the  Paddington 
Trustees  reflectively  so  much  of  the 
income  as  represents  vhat  they  at  pre- 
sent recmve  from  tiie  land  to  be  sold,  any 
excess  of  income  being  allowed  to  accu- 
mulate and  being  invested  nntil  the 
whole  question  at  issue  between  the 
ConuuissionerB  and  the  Paddington 
Trustees  be  settled.  I  may  say  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  haveoffiared 
and  are  willing  to  refer  the  question  at 
issue  between  them  and  the  Paddington 
Trustees  at  once  to  arbitration,  the 
arbitrator  suggested  by  them  being  Lord 
Selbome,  lord  Herschell,  ax  Lord 
Bramwell. 

POST    OFFICE  —  POSTAGE  TO  AUS- 
TRALIA   ANDrNEW  CALEDONIA. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HBATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Festmaster  Oeneral, 
Is  he  aware  that  lettm  from  England 
for  New  Oidedonia,  vUk  Australia  are 
charged  Ad.  each,  while  letters  also  from 
this  country  for  Australia,  1,000  miles 
nearer,  and  carried  by  the  same  steamers, 
cost  6^.  each;  and,  will  he  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House,  with  a  view  to  remedy 
these  and  other  anomalies? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Yes ; 
I  am  quite  aware  ^at  letters  can  be  for- 
warded by  French  packet  to  New  Cale- 
donia for  a  postage  of  4(f.  each,  while 
6(2.  is  charged  for  a  letter  to  Australia  by 
any  route,  and  whether  by  British  or  by 
Franch  packet.  The  explanation  is  that 
New  Caledonia  (a  French  Colony)  is  in 
the  Postid  Union,  and  enjoys  its  advan- 
tages, while  the  Aaetralian  Ooloniee  are 
not  in  the  Union.  The  q^uestion  of  the 
Australian  Colonies  joinmg  the  Postal 
Union  is  one  entirely  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Colonies  themselves. 
Hitherto  tiiey  have  not  thought  it  expe- 
dient to  do  so.  As  the  Conference  of 
Colonial  Representatives  about  to  meet 
in  London  is  expressly  invited  to  e(nudd« 
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this  and  other  questions,  I  should  tbiok 
it  scarcely  courteous  to  the  Oolonial 
QoTemments  to  anticipate  any  reoom- 
mendations  which  that  Oonferenoe  may 
make  by  instituting  an  inquiry  by  a 
Oommittoe  of  thia  House  at  tfiia  moment. 

POST  OFFICE-CHABOES  FOB  POSTAL 

ORDERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Ishe  aware  that  postal  orders  for  10«.  &d. 
cost  \d.y  while  postal  orders  for  9«.  cost 
\^d. ;  and  that  postal  orders  for  20«.  oost 
while  the  19*.  ^d.  postal  orders  cost 
2^d. ;  and,  will  he  take  steps  to  remedy 
this  ffrieTanoe,  or  call  for  suggestions 
fo>m  his  officers,  with  a  riew  to  orercome 
these  anomalies  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(lb.  Baizbs)  (Oambri^  UniTersity) : 
In  wglj  to  the  hon.  Uemberi  I  have  to 
state  that  &ere  are  no  9<.  or  19f.  6i. 
postal  orders  in  existence ;  and  that  it 
would  be  impossible,  without  increasing 
the  poundage  to  meet  the  heavy  ex- 
pense, to  issue  a  multitude  of  orders  so 
as  to  include  erery  conceirable  sum 
between  It.  and  20«.  It  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  send  the  amounts  quoted,  to 
use  more  than  one  order ;  and  in  such 
cases  tlie  commissionB  payable  for  the 
two  orders  may  not  unreasonably  exceed 
the  amount  p^raUe  tta  only  one. 

EDUCATION  (IBEI.ANI))-NATIOKAL 

SCHOOL  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant Ireland,  When  he  will  bring 
forward  the  Oorenunent  measure  for 
impronng  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Natifwal  School  Teachers,  which  there 
is  reason  to  bcliere  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  late  Ohief  Secretary  ? 

The  OHIEF  SEOBETABT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balvoub)  (Manohester,  £.) :  This  sub- 

i'ect  is  under  my  consid«ration ;  but, 
isving  regard  to  the  pesent  state  of 
^blie  Business,  I  can  give  no  promise 
*t  presemtwith  reference  to  it 

MX.  TX7ITE  asked.  Whether  the  First 
I«rd  of  the  Treasury  would  give  him 
fiwilitiea  for  moving  ue  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  on  tiiis  subject  standing  in 
his  name? 
The  first  LORB  (Mr.  W.  H. 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  Until 
nie  Boles  of  Frooedox«  are  through,  it 


will  not  be  in  my  power  to  give  any 
promise  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  TUITE:  During  the  present 
Session  will  yon  afford  us  any  oppor- 
tunity? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

SOTTTH  AFRICA— GERUAN  OCCUPA- 
TION OP  PONDOLAND. 

Dk.  OLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment in  The  Pall  Mall  OatetU  of  14th 
March,  that  Dr.  Karl  Peters  is  about  to 
start  &om  Berlin  in  command  of  an  ex- 
pedition to  take  p(»8ession  of  a  portion 
ofPondoland;  and  if  there  is  any  Treaty 
by  which  0«many  has  acquired  pos- 
session of  territory  in  Soutti  Africa, 
between  21  and  32  degrees  south  and 
29  and  30  degrees  east? 

The  SECRETART  op  STATE  (Sir 
Hehrt  Holland)  (Hampstead):  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  para- 
graph mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member. 
We  have  no  knowled^  of  the  alleged 
Karl  Peters'  Expedition.  No  such 
Treaty  as  that  referred  to  exists  be- 
tween this  country  and  (Germany,  nor 
have  we  ever  heaiu  of  such  Treaty  be- 
tween Germany  and  the  Pondo  Chief.  I 
may  add  that  in  August,  1885,  certain 
proposals,  apparently  arising  out  of  an 
agreement  made  by  Herr  Kegel  with 
the  (Thief  of  Pondoland,  were  made  with 
a  view  <A  placing  Pondoland  under  the 
protection  of  the  German  Empire ;  but 
the  German  Gtovranment  replied  that 
they  were  not  in  a  position  to  entertain 
the  Petition  in  question,  as  they  had 
already  been  informed  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Government  exercises  a  protec- 
torate over  the  whole  coast  of ,  Pondo- 
land, in  pursuance  of  Sir  Bartie  Frere's 
Proclamation  of  September  4,  1878,  aod 
Sir  Peregrine  Maitland's  Treaty  of  Oc- 
tober 7,  1844. 

CETLOK-THE  COLOHBO  AND  KANDY 

RAILWAY. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Seoretsry  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
O>lombo  and  Kandy  Railway  in  Ceylon 
was  constructed  on  funds  provided  by  a 
tax  levied  on  the  agricultural  produce 
of  the  Uva  Province ;  whether  a  con- 
siderable revenue  is  at  the  present  mo- 
ment  enjoyed  by  Qovemment  from  the 
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profits  of  that  railway;  whether  the 
Nanu-oya  eztensioii  of  that  railway  was 
oonstructed  on  the  understanding  that 
the  line  ahoiUd  ultimately  be  oamed  on 
into  the  Vva  FMvince,  and  can  only 
become  a  pofitable  line  when  tiie  Ura 
extension  has  been  carried  out;  and, 
whether  Her  Ut^'esty's  Qovemment, 
considering  the  uoanimous  wish  of  the 
GoTemoT,  the  Council,  and  the  planters 
of  Oeylon  to  be  permitted  to  carry  out 
that  extension,  wiU  re-oonsider  its  reoent 
reto? 

The  SEOBETAET  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hbkby  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
Oolombo  and  Eandy  Bailway  was  oon- 
structed by  funds  provided  by  a  loan 
secured  on  the  general  rerenue  and 
assets  of  the  Colony.  In  addition  to  this, 
between  1856  and  1870,  an  export  duty 
was  leried  on  the  produce  and  mannfao- 
turee  of  the  whole  Island,  not  of  Uva 
only.  No  separate  profit  uid  loss  ac- 
count of  that  particular  section  of  the 
Ceylon  Ooremment  Railway  is  ke^ 
But  while  the  pn^t  Reamed  by  it  is, 
no  doubt,  considerable,  it  is  largely 
diminished  by  the  less  profitable  exten- 
sions of  the  original  main  line.  The 
Nanu-oya  extension  was  sanctioned  ex- 
clusively on  its  own  merits.  The  antici- 
pation of  profit  has  not  been  realized ; 
and  the  questioa  of  the  further  exten- 
sion of  t£e  line,  and  whether  such  ex- 
tension would  render  it  remuneratiTO, 
has  engaged  the  careful  consideration 
of  my  Predecessors.  Uy  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  declined  to 

five  his  sanction  to  the  Uva  extension, 
eoause  tihe  estimates  of  net  earnings 
proved  an  examination  to  be  untrust- 
worthy. Public  opinion  in  Ceylon  is 
divided  on  the  matter ;  and  the  Legis- 
lative Council  were  not  unanimous,  as 
the  gentleman  representing  the  Native 
community  protested  against  the  mea- 
sure, and  divided  against  it,  on  the 
ground  that,  should  the  line  be  unre- 
munerative,  the  country  would  be  bur- 
dened with  a  very  large  increase  of  debt. 
The  amount  required  for  the  immediate 
extension  of  25  miles  to  Haputella  is 
nearly  7,000,000  rupees ;  and  no  settle- 
ment will  be  accepted  by  the  Uva 
planters  as  satisfactory  which  does  not 
provide  for  a  further  extension  of  about 
30  miles  bey<md  Badulla.  My  Prede- 
oeasor,  however,  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  permit  liie  extension  to  be  con- 
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structed  by  a  Company,  should  capi- 
talists take  a  different  view  of  the 
figures  placed  before  him. 

STATE  OP  lEELAND  —  THE  NORTH 
BIDING  OP  TIPPEBABT. 
Hr.  F.  J.  0*BEIEN  (Tipperary.  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  "Lma 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whethor  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  address 
of  the  Eight  Honourable  Baron  Dowse 
to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  North  Siding 
of  Tipperary  County,  at  the  recent 
Spring  Assizes  at  Nenagh,  in  whioh  the 
following  passages  occuned: — 

"  Gentlemen,  I  am  very  glad  to  tell  yon  tint 
the  bosineBa  to  go  1>ef ore  ^on  is  very  light. 

"  The  nomber  of  caaea  is  not  more  than  eight. 

"  Of  the  cases  repented  to  me  by  the  County 
Inspector,  namberiog  28,  with  the  ezoeptton  « 
the  eight  I  have  mentioned,  they  do  not  ahov 
any  tendency  to  crime  in  this  part  of  the  ooonty. 

"  The  contrast  between  these  28  cases  and  the 
41  cases  broaght  under  the  notice  of  the  Judge 
on  Circuit  last  year,  is,  on  the  whole,  -very  satis- 
factory. In  fact,  so  far  as  overt  acts  of  crime 
are  ooncemed,  toe  North  Biduig  Tipponzy 
waa  never  in  a  b^tsr  state. 

"Yon  must  rememliflr,  GenOamatti  this  is 
not  the  first  time  I  was  on  <Sn»it  here ;  ud, 
as  far  as  I  can  judge  or  form  an  oinnion,  the 
state  of  the  North  Biding  of  TIppetazy  {s  rary 
satisfactory. 

"  There  has  been  a  deoreaie  of  crime  in  iH 
cases,  and  a  decrease  of  49  in  oases  of  intoxica- 
tion. 

"  So  far  as  I  know,  you  have  every  reason  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  state  of  the  ooonty ;  " 

whetha,  at  said  Assises,  there  was  a 
presentment  for  £505  for  extra  policy 
referring  to  whioh  the  Judge,  in  reply 
to  a  traverse,  said  "  it  was  imperative 
on  him  to  pass  it ; "  and,  whethCT,  in 
view  of  this  address  of  Baron  Dowse,  the 
Government  will  take  steps  to  relieve 
the  ratepayers  of  Tipperary  from  the 
burden  of  this  amount  for  extra  police  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEORETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  believe 
the  report  to  be  snbstantitUly  accurate. 
The  question  of  extra  police  has  been 
very  recently  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Irish  Government;  and,  in  tlieir 
opinion,  the  number  cannot  be  safely 
diminished.  Th^  are  chiefly  required 
for  the  protection  of  individnala;  and  it 
is  satisfactory  to  learn,  firom  the  leuned 
Judge's  remarks,  that  they  have  so  efll- 
ciently  performed  their  duty. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—THE  HAUFSTEAD  POST  OFFICE. 
1£r.  HENNIEEB  HEATON  (Can. 

terbory)  asked  the  Poebnaster  QenenUi 
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"Whether  a  priDcipal  derk  in  the  Secre- 
tozy'a  Office  of  the  General  Post  Office 
has  reoentiy  made  a  oomplaint,  at  the 
instigation  of  his  own  daaghter,  of  in- 
Givility  on  the  part  of  certain  female 
clerks  in  a  local  post  office  at  Hamp- 
stead ;  whether,  on  the  reference  of  this 
principal  clerk,  these  female  clerks  were 
reptimanded  for  their  alleged  indnlity ; 
whether  an  impartial  inquiry  will  be 
made,  so  ^  to  ascertain  the  real  facts  of 
the  case ;  and,  whether,  in  the  eyent  of 
the  Postmaster  General  being  satisfied 
that  the  oomtdaint  was  ninuBtinable,  the 
censnre  on  the  female  clerks  in  question 
will  be  officially  withdrawn  ? 

Thb  P08TUASTEB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baubs^  (Oambridge  Unirenity) :  A 
oomplaint,  snoh  aa  that  to  whuih  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  has  been  recently 
made  by  a  lady  residing  in  Hampatead, 
and  this  lady  happens  to  be  the  daughter 
of  one  of  the  principal  clerks  in  the 
Secretary's  Office.  Having  myself  in- 
quired into  the  matter,  I  fe^  constrained 
to  state  that,  in  my  judgment,  the  matter 
is  a  very  trampery  one ;  and  I  should 
much  regret  if,  from  the  attention — the 
nndeserved  attention — it  has  received, 
the  public  were  led  to  suppose  that  the 
relatives  of  Post  Office  servants  claimed 
a  greater  amount  of  attention  than  other 
people.  To  judge  from  the  testimony 
which  the  complaint  has  evoked  in  their 
faTOur,  the  two  female  olerksin  qnestion 
wonld  seem  to  bear  a  high  character  for 
dTility  and  att6nti<m  in  thediaoha^  of 
their  offlfdal  duties,  and  to  hare  con- 
ducted  themselves  generally  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  public.  No  official  censure 
has  been  passed  upon  thran,  and  they 
will  Tecnve  none. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOAED  — THE 
ILKLEY  LOCAL  BOAED-REDUCTION 
OP  THE  QUOTA  OF  MEMBERS. 
Mb.  BAERAN  (York,  W.B.,  Otley) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Board  have  decided  to  reduce 
the  number  of  members  on  the  Ilkley 
Local  Board  from  18  to  12  against  the 
unanimous  deusion  of  a  public  meeting 
(called  b^  the  dmrohwarden  and  orar* 
seer)  against  such  ndnction ;  and,  whe- 
ther, m  view  of  that  deciuon,  they  will 
pos^ne  the  reduction  till  after  the 
ratepayers  have  had  an  opportunity,  by 
their  votes,  of  expressing  tboir  opinion 
cm  the  queeti<ni  at  the  next  election  ? 


The  president  (Mr.  BrrOBiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Local  Government  Board  were  applied 
to  by  the  IIU^  Local  Board  to  issue  an 
Order  reducing  the  number  of  the  mem- 
bera  of  the  Local  Board  from  12  to  9. 
They  were  subsequently  informed  of  the 
resolution  passed  at  the  meeting  referred 
to ;  and,  before  arriving  at  any  decision, 
they  directed  a  local  inquiry  by  one  of 
their  Inspectors.  After  full  considera- 
tion of  the  matter  the  Board  deemed  it 
desirable  to  comply  with  the  request  of 
the  Local  Board,  on  the  ground  that  the 
arrangement  was  one  lively  to  conduce 
to  the  satisfactory  conduct  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Board ;  and  an  Order  was 
issued  accordingly  on  the  8th  of  this 
month.  The  number  of  members  as 
now  fixed  is  fully  equal  to  that  which  is 
now  nsnally  asugned  to  a  district  with  a 
population  sndh  as  that  of  the  Ilkley 
District.  If  the  Order  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  heen  deferred, 
there  could  have  been  no  reduction  in 
the  number  of  members  to  be  elected  at 
the  coming  election. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— DISTRICT 
SUBVETORa 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Wheuer  he  is 
aware  that  postal  surveyors  and  their 
assistants  in  the  different  jrastal  districts 
in  Ireland  are  in  the  habit  of  notifying 
to  the  Postmasters  of  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal Head  Offices  in  their  districts  the 
date  upon  which  they  will  make  a  survey 
of  the  offices  of  these  Postmasters ;  whe- 
ther the  surv^  of  an  office  includes  a 
che(^  of  the  various  accounts,  as  also  of 
the  stock  of  stamps  and  money  held  in 
reserve;  whether  a  notification  of  this 
kind  is  in  accordance  with  surveyors' 
duties;  and,  whether  it  might  enable 
Postmasters,  who  may  happen  to  be 
defaulters  in  their  accounts,  to  make 
good  the  amount  from  other  sources 
preparatory  to  the  survey  of  their  offices 
taking  place  ? 

Tab  T08TMA8TER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  RftiZBS)  (Oambridge  tTniversiW) : 
I  am  nssnred  by  the  surr^ycns  that  the^ 
and  thmr  aasiBtanto  are  not  in  the  habit 
of  notifying  to  any  Postmaster  the  date 
upon  vhich  a  survey  will  be  commenced ; 
but  secrecy  on  the  point  has  not  been 
observed,  unless  thwe  has  been  in  any 
particular  case  a  special  object  in  doing 
BO.   The  aooonnte  of  Post  Offices  are 
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checked  at  certaia  times,  iadependently 
of  surveys,  and  the  check  at  a  survey  is 
made  in  connection  with  the  general 
scrutiny  which  is  then  effected  into  the 
whole  system  of  keeping  the  accounts, 
and  is  not  merely  directed  to  the  testing 
of  the  balances. 

THE  IMPERIAL  INSTITTTTE-THE  SITE 
AT  SOUTH  KBNSmOTON. 

Sir  SAMUELWILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  site  at  South  Kensington 
which  is  proposed  for  the  Imperial  In- 
stitute will  be  given  free  of  cost  and 
incumbrance  to  that  Institution ;  or 
whether  it  will  be  liable  for  the  whole, 
or  any  portion,  of  the  sum  of  £143,119 
15«.  lid.,  due  by  the  CommissioDers  of 
the  Ezhibitiott  of  1851  to  the  Greenwich 
Hospital  Fund,  as  shown  in  the  Accounts 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  furnished  to  Far- 
liament  on  the  18th  February  last  ? 

Tbb  FIBSX  LOBD(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
iB^iBg^^^^Mtmhuter):  I  am  informed  that 
tha  tlririaiqti  which  the  Oommisaioners  of 
tiie  ^ddhftion  of  1851  propose  to  grant 
th«  site  lor  the  Impenal  Institute  are 
not  yet  arranged;  and  the  Commissioners 
tell  m.e  that  they  have  no  intention  of 
asking  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to 
T^loat>u  the  site  from  the  mortgage  debt 
except  upan  payment  of  the  amount 
due. 

Mk.  AKTHUE  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  whether  the  accounts 
CMnnectfltl  with  the  Imperial  Institute 
would  he  published  ? 

Mil.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  I  men- 
tioned the  other  day  that  the  Govern- 
siOQt  have  no  connection  whatever,  as  a 
ShWSpoat,  with  the  Imperial  Insti- 
ta^ltssAa  therefore,  it  would  be  quite 
iIE'  question  for  them  to  enter 
{tk^^iDlf  «a|;agement  on  the  subject. 

TH£  HOYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881, 
AND  TUB  PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRE- 
LAMP)    ACT,     1866  —  "ANONTMOITS 

He.  OEANOE(Knkenny,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
T.  H.  Hbut)  (Longford,  N.)  a^ed  the 
Xbit  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can 
«xptnii  why  the  evidence  of  the  Boyal 
Commisaion  on  the  Irish  Land  Qneation, 
pri'^ided  over  by  Lord  Oowper,  contains, 
m  if  from  four  witneaaee,  a  seriee  of 
stateraaDta  headed  "  Anonymous; "  and, 


is  there  any  precedent  for  evidence  to  be 
received,  or  published,  by  a  Royal  Com- 
mission from  witnesses  unwilling  to  give 
their  names  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTH)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  think 
the  House  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  the  Government 
have  no  control  over  the  proceedings  or 
arrangement  of  the  business  of  a  Royal 
Commission;  but  I  am  informed  that 
there  have  been  instances  in  other  Com- 
missions in  which  evidence  has  been 

S'ven  in  the  manner  indicated  hj  the 
uestion.  The  reluotanoe  of  the  wit- 
nesses to  append  thmr  names  to  the  evi- 
dence may  DO  aocounted  for  by  tiie  |ffe- 
sent  state  of  afhiis  in  Ireland. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE 
ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
May  I  ask  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  the  Tote  on 
Account  for  the  Civil  Service  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thi  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  On  Thursday  nes!L 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER  (Wolw- 
hampton,  E.) :  I  thought  there  was  an 
understanding  that  the  Navy  Ewtimatiw 
were  to  be  taken  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Navy 
Estimates,  the  Sopplementary  Kavj 
Estimatea,  and  the  Vote  on  Aocnant  Ua 
the  Civil  Service  will  all  be  down  on 
Thursday.  On  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Navy  fistimatea,  it 
will  be  competent  for  hon.  Members 
to  bring  forward  Amendments  relating 
to  such  Estimates ;  but  we  shall  be  able 
to  proceed  with  the  Supplementary 
Navy  Estimates  and  the  Vote  on 
Account  for  the  Civil  Service  without 
any  further  Motion  that  Uie  Spet^ker  do 
leave  the  Chair. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  As  a  point  of  Order,  may  I 
ask  you,  Sir,  if  it  ia  praotioable  for  the 
Gh>Temment  to  take  a  Vote  on  Aoooont 
without  first  moving  that  you  leave  the 
Chair? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  it  has  been 
repeatedly  done. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Has  it 
not  invariably  been  in  reference  to 
Supplementary  Estimates  as  dj^tfiiwt 
from  Totes  on  Account  ?  Is  it  not  com- 
petent for  any  hon.  Member  to  more  aa 
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Amendment  to  the  Qaestion  that  you 
leave  the  Ohair  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
riderinff  a  Vote  on  Account  f 

Mb.  BFEAKEB  :  No ;  it  is  not  com- 
petent for  an  hon.  Uember  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Ohair  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  a  Tote  on  Account.  The 
distinction  which  the  hon.  ICember 
draws  is  incoirect,  and  it  would  he  my 
doty  to  leave  the  Ohair  at  once  on  the 
Motion  being  made,  on  Monday  or 
Thnrday  that  the  House  go  into  Oom- 
mittee  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
either  Supplementary  ^Estimates  or  a 
Vote  on  Aooount. 

8UPPLT— ABHT  ESTIHATBS-SISCnS- 

StON  OF  VOTE  1. 

Sm  aEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc)  adced,  Whether  any  further 
opp<nrtunity  would  be  given  for  discus- 
sion of  the  first,  and  most  Important, 
Anny  Tote,  whidi  had  been  pasaed  at  a 
iate  honr  without  discoesion  ?  He  also 
wished  to  Imow  when  it  was  expected 
tbst  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  Esti- 
mates would  make  its  Beport? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TBEA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Member  must 
be  aware  that  an  engagement  was  en- 
tered into  for  the  renewal  of  the  general 
dtaeossion  on  Army  Votes  upon  the  Vote 
Ua  CloUiing.  I  hope  that  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Estimates  will  report 
their  observations  to  the  House  at  an 
ea^  period. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked. 
Whether  the  Army  Estimates  would  be 
nfaned  directly  to  the  Committee,  or 
lud  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honse  P 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  question 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War ;  but  the  intention  of 
the  Government  was  to  carry  out  the 
ucdertaking  given  to  the  House,  to  refer 
the  Estimates  after  the  first  Vote  to  the 
Csmmittee  for  inquiry,  and  the  Com- 
mittee will  report  its  observations  to 
the  House.  It  is  not  intended  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  further  Votes,  unless  any 
^nolnte  neoessity  should  occur,  uni»l 
the  Committee  has  had  the  opportunity 
of  remvting  its  dedsion.  But,  as  the 
hoB.  liemmr  knows,  the  necessities  of 
the  PoUic  Service  make  it  necessary 
MnetiniM  to  take  a  Vote  on  Account. 


At  all  events,  no  time  will  be  lost  on  the 
part  of  the  Government. 

POST  OFFICE-PILLAR  BOXES— MARK- 
ING WITH  THE  POINTS  OF  THE 
COMPASS. 

OoLONBL  WARING  (Down.N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  great 
advantage  to  be  derived  from  maniing 
the  points  of  the  compass  on  the  tops  of 
street  pillar-boxes,  in  order  to  assist 
strangers  to  find  their  way  in  dark  and 
foggy  weather  ? 

Tub  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  seems  to 
be  interesting  and  ingenious ;  and  I 
shall  be  happy  to  take  the  advice  iA  my 
Department  on  the  snhject. 

HIGHER  AGRICULTURAL  EDUCATION. 

Me.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
would  give  him  an  opportunity  after 
Easter  to  discuss  the  important  ques- 
tion, upon  which  he  had  a  Motion  on 
the  Paper,  of  higher  a^cultnral  educa- 
tion, and  the  desirability  of  canying 
out  a  series  of  experiments,  in  order  to 
ascertain  on  what  points  the  British  agri- 
culturist could  most  successfully  compete 
with  the  foreign  producer? 

Thb  FIRSr  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  wish 
to  express  my  great  regret  that  the 
prolonged  disouesion  on  the  Rules  of 
Procedure  renders  it  impossible  for  the 
House  to  discuss  the  important  question 
of  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  given 
Notice,  and  many  other  questions  and 
Bills  on  the  Notice  Paper.  I  can  enter 
into  no  engagement  with  my  hon.  Friend 
as  to  Public  Bnsioess  after  Easter.  It 
must  be  for  the  House  itself  to  make 
Buoh  progress  with  the  necessary  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  as  to  enable  ques- 
tions of  this  great  importance  to  be 
adequately  discussed. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVIOE  ESTTMATES 
— 'l-HE  VOTE  ON  ACCOUNT. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Labouchebe  (Nortli- 
arapton). 

The  first  LORD  op  ths  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand, 
Westmuuter)  said,  that,  wimout  oon- 
sultation  wiUi  his  Oc^leagues,  he  was 
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nnable  to  state  the  amonnt  of  the  Vote 
on  Account  of  the  Oivil  Service  Esti- 
mates, or  the  length  of  time  which  it 
was  intended  to  ootot. 

OILDEB  OF  TBE  DAY. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (BUI;BS  OF 
FROOEDUKEJ-BULB  1  (OliOSUBE  OF 
DEBATE).— BBSOLUTION. 

ADJOITENED  DEBATE.      LtWELETH  HTGHT.I 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Mun  Question, 
bs  amended, 

*'  That,  after  a  Qaestion  haa  lieeD  projMsed, 
a  Member  riaisg  in  his  place  ma^  daim  to 
move,  'That  the  Qoeation  he  noir  put,*  and, 
unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such 
Motion  is  an  ahuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  Hooee,  or 
on  infrin^ment  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
the  Quesbon,  <  That  the  Qneation  he  now  pn^' 
nhall  he  put  forthwidu  and  deluded  without 
Amendment  or  Debate : 

'«When  the  Motion  *That  the  Question  he 
now  put.'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  haa  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  assent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  been  withheld) 
which  may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Qaestion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (the  assent  of  the  Chair 
as  aformaid  not  having  been  withheld)  That 
the  Question,  That  certun  words  of  the  Clause 
defined  in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clause, 
or  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to 
the  BiU,be  now  put.  Stuui  Motions  shall  be  put 
forthwith,  and  decided  wlthont  Amendment  or 
Debate: 

"Provided  alwayi.  That  Qaestions  for  Che 
Cloenre  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmatiTC,  if  a  Divinon  be  taken,  unless  it 
dhall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  <^pOBed 
by  kss  than  Fwfy  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Memben/' — •  (jtfr. 
William  Etnry  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  r«mmd. 

Ub.  E.  B.  BUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  move  to  insert, 
aftw  the  words  "deotded  without 
Amendment  or  DebatOi"  the  foUoving 
words: — 

"Provided,  That  whenever  the  Chair  does 
not  wittthold  its  assent  to  a  Motion  of  Closure 
which,  if  carried,  would  withdraw  from  con- 
Mderation  any  Amendment  of  which  Notice  has 
been  given,  the  Chair  shall  deckre  whether 
such  an  Amendment  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  Home  or  has  been  wffioiwitly  diaooased 
under  some  other  form." 

I  deprecate  the  idea  that  the  passing  of 
this  Amendment  will  hare  any  prejudi- 

Mr.  W.  S,  Smith 


cial  effect  upon  the  legitimate  action  of 
the  closure.  For  some  years  I  have  been 
an  advocate  of  the  closure,  although  I 
am  anxious  to  see  such  a  measure  of 
closure  as  could  be  legitimately  applied 
and  which  might  reasonably  be  bouered 
to  be  snocessral.  The  disousnon  whidi 
took  place  on  Friday  night  tamed  on 
the  posability  of  the  closure  being  ap- 
plied to  a  debate  on  a  clause  of  a  Bill, 
and  the  consequent  exdnsion  from  dis- 
cussion of  certain  hmd  M»  Amendmento 
to  such  clause.  Several  suggestions  had 
been  made  for  meeting  the  case  in  point, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem< 
ber  for  South  Edinbui^h  (Hr.  Childers) 
moved  an  Amendment  which,  however, 
he  subsequently  withdrew  in  order  to 
allow  further  time  for  consideration.  It 
is  that  same  Amendment  which  I  am 
now  again  submitting  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  In  the  discussion  on  Friday 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ( SCr. 
Gosohen)  said  that  those  who  supported 
this  proposal  were  seeking  the  right  of 
unlimited  Amendment.  That,  I  can 
assure  the  House,  is  not  our  intention, 
and  we  do  not  b^ere  that  sutdi  a  nnilt 
can  poaaibly  ensue  from  the  provisunu 
which  we  propose.  At  the  same  time, 
the  right  cl  very  free  Amendment  is  es- 
sential to  the  usefiilness  of  Parliament, 
and  has  tended  very  materially  in  the 

?a8t  to  the  improvement  of  legislation, 
have  noticed  with  much  satisfaction 
that  a  number  of  eminent  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  have  expressed 
great  tenderness  for  the  right  of  moving 
Amendments.  I  refer  especially  to  the 
views  which  have  been  put  forward  on 
the  subject  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Basingstoke  Divi- 
sion of  Hants  (Mr.  Solater-Boot^,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Ejbage- 
winford  Division  of  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Stavdey  Hill),  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Flayfair),  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Whitehaven 
(Mr.  Oavendish  Bentinok).  By  means 
of  Amendments  persistently  pressed 
^at  improvements  were  iutroduced 
into  the  Prisons  Act  and  the  Army  Disci- 
pline Act.  There  was  a  time,  I  believe, 
when  my  hon.  Friend  the  present  Oh^r- 
man  of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  in 
the  debates  on  the  Soutix  African  Bill, 
found  it  necessary  to  press  his  right  of 
moving  Amendments  to  an  extent  whktb, 
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at  tlie  time,  was  considered  to  be  rexa- 
tious.  If  it  is  said  that  the  right  of 
morineof  Amendments  to  clauses  in  Bills 
Till,  if  preserred  in  an  unlimited  form, 
be  Uabfe  to  abnse,  I  would  reply  that 
the  two  points  placed  in  my  proposal 
for  the  guidance  of  the  Ohair,  and  on 
which  the  Ohair  is  required  to  pronounce 
an  opinion,  are  a  quite  suffioient  aafe- 

Saard  against  any  suuh  danger.  The 
hairman,  under  this  process,  will  only 
exclude  such  Amendments  as  are  an 
abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House,  or  else 
have  been  sufficiently  discussed  under 
some  other  form.  If  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(lb.  W.  H.  Smith)  is  willing  to  concede 
some  nfegoard,  but  prefers  to  give  it  in 
more  general  terms,  then  I  will  sugp^t 
thatinsteadof  this  Amendment  then^^bt 
hon.  Ctaitleman  should  accept  one  which 
■taads  cm  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  my 
hon.  PMend  (lb.  Jolm  EUis),  and  which 
requires  tha^  when  the  oloeue  is  per- 
mitted by  the  Ohair  in  a  form  that  will 
shut  out  Amendments,  the  Ohair  shall 
declare  generally  the  reasons  why  each 
such  Amendment  shall  be  so  withdrawn 
from  consideration.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Dirision  of 
LinoolnBhire  (Mr.  OhapUn),  who  in  all 
thme  discussions  on  Procedure  has 
shown  a  fair  spirit,  and  spoken  in  the 
tone  of  a  statesman,  has  confessed  the 

E>88ible  dangers  of  Uiis  new  Closure 
ule,  and  the  difficulties  that  may  arise 
under  it;  but  he  urged  us  not  to 
attend  to  sooh  alarms,  because  the 
ontlotA  vas  fall  of  eril  portent.  I 
oonstder  that,  if  the  House  "keapt  its 
head)  we  need  not  be  afraid  m  evil 
portents.  We  can  alwajn  manage  our 
own  Business,  if  we  direct  our  efforts  to 
that  end.  We  accept  the  contention  of 
the  (Government  that,  on  a  Motion  of 
Closure,  the  Speaker  shall  have  a  right 
to  veto ;  but  as  the  Rule  stands  at 
present,  the  Ohair  will  be  placed  in  an 
extraordinary  and  novel  position  in 
regard  to  Amendments  to  clauses,  as 
distinguished  from  the  application  of 
the  closure  on  a  single  question  which 
has  been  adequately  debated.  U,  how- 
ever, the  Proviso  which  I  propose 
were  adopted,  the  Ohair  would  be  able 
cm  its  own  responability,  and  fts  Uie  fit 
ehannd  of  the  general  good  aenee  of  the 
House,  to  discriminate  as  to  what 
Amendments  should,  and  what  should 
ootf  be  withdrawn  from  oonsideratiou. 


It  may  be  said  that  this  Proviso  is 
inconsistent  with  the  former  contention 
of  the  Oppontion— that  the  Ohair  should 
not  exercise  any  discretion ;  but  I  would 
point  out,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
principle  of  tfae  Chair  exerdsing  discre- 
tion has  been  accepted  by  the  House, 
and  is  finally  determined  on ;  in  the 
second  place,  surely  the  machinery  to 
deal  with  such  Amendments  to  a  clause 
as  are  liable  to  be  swept  away  without 
reference  to  their  reasonableness,  is 
very  different  to  the  machinery  which 
we  should  wish  to  have  employed  when 
the  Ohair  has  to  consider  the  stopple 
of  discussion  on  a  distinct  question 
under  debate.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  urged  that  only  bogus 
Amendments  will  be  shut  out  by  the 
Bule  as  it  stands ;  but  we  have  only  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  word  finr  that, 
and  he  ma^  not  hereafter  be  in  a 
position  to  give  us  that  security  which 
his  occupancy  of  his  present  Office  may 
fairly  be  said  to  afford  us.  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Hossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  has 
admitted  that  the  Bule,  as  proposed  by 
the  Gx>vemment,  will  onduly  preclude 
the  discussion  of  Amendments,  and  the 
noble  Marquesshas  himself  introduced  an 
alteration  with  the  view  of  meeting  that 
defect.  The  alteration,  however,  does  not 
go  far  enough,  although  as  far  as  it  does 
go  it  is  a  distinct  improvement,  and  I 
uiink  we  ought  to  have  his  Lord- 
ship's sni^rt  for  the  Proviso  that  I 
have  moved,  as  it  will  seenre  the 
object  we  have  in  view  without  being 
open  to  any  objection,  and  without 
being  liable  to  abnse.  I  oannot  imagine 
that,  under  any  circumstances,  it  can  be 
abused,  and  that  is  a  strongargument 
in  favour  of  the  Proviso.  We  oannot 
have  a  worse  "  portent "  than  for  this 
House  to  reject  an  Amendment  that 
cannot  be  abused,  in  favour  of  a  Regula- 
tion which  is  admitted  by  many  of  our 
most  eminent  and,  so  to  spe^,  most 
Parliamentary  Members  to  be  not  only 
absolutely  novel,  but  open  to  grave 
objections.  It  has  been  a  matter  of 
satisfaction  to  hear  Gentlemen  in  various 
parts  of  the  House  speaking,  not  from  a 
Party  point  of  view,  nor  even  from  the 
vaini  of  view  of  desiring  to  press 
BusineeB  forward  with  greater  speed, 
but  with  a  genuine  sense  of  the  noble 
traditions  of  «us  Assembly  as  a  plaoe  of 
political  debate  and  for  the  diaonsaion  of 
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ererything  whidi  eonoenuthe  weUare  of 
the  nation,  bi  oondonon,  I  move  the 
inswtton  of  my  Proviso,  believing  that 
it  is  not  liable  to  any  abuse,  that  it  will 
not  weaken  the  legitimate  use  of  the 
closure,  and  that  it  will  furnish  an 
automatic  and  satisfactory  method  of 
seourine  that  every  substantial  and 
reasonable  Amendment  to  a  clause  shall 
be  brought  before  the  House  for 
examination  and  decision. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  line  12,  after  the  word  "  Delwte,"  to  inaert 
the  words  '<  Provided,  That  whenever  the  Chair 
does  not  withhold  its  assent  to  a  Motion  of 
Closure  whicji,  if  carried,  would  withdraw  from 
consideration  any  Amendment  of  which  Notice 
has  been  giren,  the  Chair  shall  declare  whether 
such  an  Amendment  is  anabnse  of  the  Rnlea  of 
the  House,  or  has  been  saffidentiy  discussed 
under  some  other  form."— (Jfr.  E.  M.  Suttett.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  rmST  LOED  op  the  TEEA- 
SUfiY  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  tne  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  E.  E. 
Eussell)  has  thought  it  necessary  to 
raise  this  evening  a  question  that  was 
debated  on  Friday  evening  at  consider- 
able length  and  ultimately  withdrawn. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Not  at  considerable  length. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  the  Scotland  Division  of  liver- 
pool  says  that  it  was  not  debated  at  o(m- 
siderable  length ;  but  my  impression  is 
that  my  nam  hon.  Friend  oppoute  the 
Membra  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  spoke  three  timee  mion  it  in 
the  course  of  the  evening,  ana  referred 
to  the  qaestion  frequently  in  a  debate 
which  lasted  for  some  hours.  It  is  un- 
usual that  a  question  of  this  character 
should  be  raised  in  almost  precisely  the 
same  terms  at  the  next  Sitting  after  it 
had  been  distinctly  withdrawn.  At  the 
same  time,  I  believe  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  in  Order. 
I  have  only  referred  to  that  matter  in- 
cidentally as  an  illustration  of  the  extreme 
difficulty  we  have  in  making  progress  in 
the  discussion  of  these  Enles  which  are 
of  vital  importance  to  the  Bbiue,  and 
are  intended  to  save  ttui  time  of  the 
House  BO  that  important  qneBfaons  may 
rec^ve  the  oonnderation  which  ought  to 
be  given  to  them.  The  hon.  Gen^man 
asks  the  House  in  his  Amendment  to  lay 
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down  a  Bule  which  is  abaolateW  oovd 
in  the  praotioe  <^  the  House.  It  ia  al- 
together novel  that  the  Spea^r  or  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees  should,  by  order  of 
the  House,  give  a  reason  for  axiy  deci- 
sion on  any  duty  imposed  on  him.  by  the 
House  in  Uie  discharge  of  his  duties.  I 
regret  to  say  that  slmoet  every  night 
now  the  Speaker  has  to  interpose  on 
Questions  of  Order,  and  it  frequently 
happens  that  reasons  are  given  ;  but  it 
has  never  occurred  to  the  House  before 
that  the  Chair  should  be  called  upon  to 
state  the  grounds  upon  which  ite  deci- 
sion has  been  given.  It  is  important.  I 
think,  to  see  that  under  the  terms  of  this 
Eule  we  do  not  impose  a  new  duty  opoo 
the  Chair;  and  hitherto  it  has  never 
occurred  to  any  hon.  Monber  to  reqaire 
the  Ohair  to  state  the  grounds  on  iriiiflli 
a  particular  deciaon  has  been  arriTed  at 
It,  therefore,  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
be  an  unfortunate  departure  for  this 
House  to  take  if  they  make  it  imperative 
to  say — "  Such  a  duty  shall  be  imposed 
upon  the  Ohair  under  all  circumstances." 
It  seems  to  me  to  open  the  way  for  the 
raising  of  questions  as  to  the  validi^  of 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Chair  may 
have  taken  a  decision ;  and  I  can  quite 
see  how  it  is  calculated  seriously  to  im- 
pair the  efficiency  of  the  Ohair.  It 
would  expose  the  Chair  to  question  aa 
to  whether  a  right  and  sound  judgment 
had  been  exercised ;  and  hon.  Members 
will  readily  conceive  what  a  luge 
amount  of  inconvenience  would  be 
(seated  by  an  absolutely  universal  com- 
pliance with  such  a  sttpulatifai.  If  we 
are  to  adopt  Eules  of  this  nature  ire  are 
bound  nnifbnnly  to  adhere  to  certain 
rinciples,  and  we  must  place  reapoosi- 
ility  and  trust  in  the  Chair.  The  tradi- 
tions which  surround  the  Chair  are  such 
as  give  the  Houee  and  the  country  abso- 
lute confidence  in  the  impartial!^  of  the 
Speaker.  The  House  has  already  passed 
Bules  which  may  be  enforced  in  oaee  oi 
emergency,  and  I  cannot  see  any  ground 
whatever  for  this  new  departure  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  endeavouring  to 
induce  the  House  to  aoeqtt.  Wo  are 
told  that  we  can  always  manage  our  own 
Business  with  accurwnr  and  snocess.  I 
entirely  disagree  wiw  that  statemant 
As  a  matter  of  faot,  if  we  had  not  en* 
tirely  broken  down  in  the  management 
of  our  Business  it  would  not  have  bom 
necessary  to  ask  the  House  for  this  in- 
creased power.   The  hon.  Member  has 
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alluded  to  the  right  of  free  Amendment, 
and  free  disouBsion;  but,  for  my  own  part, 
I  think  the  right  of  moTing  Amendments, 
and  the  right  of  free  aiscufision,  will 
be  greatly  forwarded  and  asaisted  and 
not  hindered  by  the  restraint  which  the 
House  is  about  to  put  on  itself  in  the 
absolute  waste  of  time  in  Amendments 
which  must  be  acknowledged  to  be 
frivolons  and  mere  repetition.  More 
than  that,  they  have  the  efifect  of  de- 
priving the  Hoase  of  the  opportunity  of 
giring  a  real  consideration  to  important 
.  qneationa  that  are  presented  for  decision. 
On  these  grounds  I  cannot  aocept  the 
Ameodment  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
trast  that  the  time  wluoh  the  House  has 
already  devoted  to  this  matter  on  Friday 
last  may  be  allowed  to  count  in  the  more 
rapid  disposal  of  the  qnestion  now. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
alluded  to  the  course  which  I  took  on 
Friday  last  in  reference  to  this  matter ; 
but  I  think  he  has  entirely  forgotten 
what  really  occurred  on  that  occasion. 
AVhat  happened  was  this.  We  were 
dieoossing,  late  at  night,  several  Amend- 
ments to  the  lattor  part  of  Bule  I.  We 
had  arrived  at  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marqnefls  of  Hartington)  and 
an  Amfflidment  to  that  Amendment.  In 
the  early  part  of  the  evening,  somewhere 
about  8  or  9  o'clock,  I  stated  what  I 
had  urged  on  the  previous  Tuesday — 
namely,  that  the  Bole  as  drafted  would 
be  dangerous  unless  some  FMviso  were 
inbrodnoed  into  it  to  prevent  safe,  eoxmd, 
and  proper  Amendments  from  being 
blocked  out  by  the  operation  of  the  Bule 
in  its  original  shape,  which  allowed  one 
Member  to  propose  the  closure  on  aa 
early  Amendment  and  the  Ohair  to 
sanction  it  as  against  all  subsequent 
Amendments.  I  said  then  that  after 
the  Amendments  had  been  disposed 
of  I  thought  the  Government  might 
propose  certain  words  which  would  meet 
that  difflonlfy;  and  I  added  that  if  the 
Ooremment  did  not  do  bo  I  would  try 
and  draft  aa  Amendment  myself.  What 
happened  waa  this.  I  fhink  we  anived 
at  the  point  whether  these  words  should 
be  introduced  at  abont  half-past  12,  and, 
having  explained  what  I  pTopoaedtodo, 
I  move  the  words  I  suggested.  How 
was  my  vugge^iou  roceived?  I  was 
aoamzvd  l:^'  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
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Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  not 
having  in  his  hand  the  words  on  the 
Paper,  attributed  to  me  in  regard  to  the 
latter  ^art  of  the  Amendment  a  precisely 
opposite  intention  to  that  which  I  really 
had.  He  said — "  How  can  the  House 
ascertain  whether  an  Amendment  has 
been  sufficiently  diecusaed  if  that  Amend- 
ment has  not  been  before  the  House  ?" 
quite  forgetting  that  the  Amendment 
assumed  that  it  would  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  some  other  fonn.  The  House 
then  got  into  a  wrangle,  which  lasted  for 
some  time,  and  I  thought  that  the  beet 
way  out  of  it  was  to  ask  the  House  for 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  with  a 
view  to  its  being  broutdit  up  afterwards 
and  really  discussed.  That » the  history 
of  the  matter.  This  Amendment  ia  an 
important  one,  and  I  will  now  endeavour 
to  say  one  or  two  words  in  order  to  show 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
appreciated  our  present  puaition  iu  ap- 
proachiDg  this  subject.  He  said  that  it 
would  be  a  new  duty  to  impose  on  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  that  he  should 
have  to  give  reasons  for  any'action  which 
might  be  taken  in  connection  with  ques- 
tions of  closure.  He  laid  great  etreas 
on  that  argument.  But,  Sir,  what 
happens  now  ?  The  existing  Bule  as  to 
closure  says  that — 

"  When  It  Bhall^tpetr  to  Hr.  Speaker,  cr  to 
the  Chairmm  of  Wotb  and  Means,  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  HonBe,  during  any  debate, 
that  the  aubject  has  been  adequately  macoased, 
and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  or 
of  the  Committee,  that  the  qaeetion  be  now 
paL  he  may  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee." 

That  is  to  say,  that  under  our  present 
Rules  neither  the  Speaker  nor  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  can  apply  the  closure 
except  by  assigning  a  reason  that  "it  is 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Committee  that  the  Question  be  now 
put."  I  thmk  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  must  have  fora;otton  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  is  bound  to  assign 
a  reason,  and,  therefore,  that  there  is 
nothin^novel  in  requiring  the  Spealcer 
or  the  Ohaiiman  nnder  this  Bule  to  give 
a  specific  reason  for  any  course  of  action 
he  may  think  fit  to  piursue.  Let  me 
remind  flie  House,  as  it  has  been 
extremely  well  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  IHrision  of-Glasgow 
(Mr.  E.  E.  Eusaell),  that  wo  are  dealing 
in  this  tiiattor  not  with  oIobhvo  simply, 
but  withexolttBion,  Clo&iiro  int'snB  tJiat 
whenjOabAlt.'^'  'l-ijuato  time  to 
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the  dtmnusion  of  a  partioalar  quMtion 
the  debate  should  be  Drought  to  a  close 
at  once ;  vhereas  exclusion  means  that 
the  House  refusea  to  allow  a  question 
to  be  debated  at  all,  and  not  even  to  be 
put  to  the  vote.  Therefrae,  the  two 
questions  are  totally  different,  add.  I 
think  that  we  are  bound,  if  l^e  power  of 
ocdludin^  any  question  from  debate  and 
divinon  is  given,  to  surround  that  power 
witb  certain  obligations  on  the  part  of 
the  Chair  to  state  clearly  why  a  particu- 
lar Amendment  is  not  to  be  put.  This 
question  is  one  which  came  up  before ; 
and  I  would  remind  the  House  of  what 
took  place  in  18SI,  when  the  Urgency 
Bules,  which  were  very  stringent,  were 
laid  down,  and  when  a  question  pre- 
cisely analogous  to  the  proposal  now 
made  arose.  la  regard  to  the  Urgency 
£ules  of  1881,  in  the  first  instance,  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  did  not  make  any  rule 
about  clauses  in  Oommittee  on  a  Bill. 
But  on  the  17th  of  February  he  laid  on 
the  Table  a  number  of  additional  Bules, 
one  of  which  provided— I  think  it  was 
the  third — that  Amendments  and  new 
clauses  not  yet  disposed  of  in  Oommittee 
on  a  Bill  might  be  put  forthwith,  and 
if  the  prooee£nff8  of  the  Oommittee  were 
not  concluded,  then  the  Chairman  might 
leave  the  Gbair  and  Beport  the  Bill  to 
the  House.  Therefore,  under  the  Bule 
of  Urgency  it  was  laid  down  moat  care- 
fully on  the  part  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand 
that  every  question  must  be  put  before 
the  Oommittee  had  concluded  its  labours. 
But  on  the  following  day  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote,  who  appeared  not  to  hare 
been  quite  satisfied  with  that  Bnle,  be- 
lieving that  it  did  not  give  sufficient 
security  for  the  consideration  of  all 
Amen^^ents,  came  down  to  the  House 
and  used  these  words  at  the  bennning  of 
Business.  He  said  that  he  noped  the 
Speaker  would  alter  the  Bale  of  Ur- 
goiey,  because,  as  he  pointed  oat — 

"They  muUratood  from  the  Bulea  that,  in 
the  event  of  their  adoptiiig  the  Hotiontlutit 
waa  intended  to  propoae,  it  would  be  impoasible 
for  the  Rouae,  after  the  hour  of  12,  not  onl^  to 
diacusa,  bat  even  to  vote  upon  any  Amendmenta 
ttiat  had  not  before  that  been  reached,  eren 
thoagh  anoh  an  Amendmeot  might  have  been 
long  on  the  Paper,  mig^t  he  in  itedf  of  im- 
portance, and  might  inToWe  rnatten  that  bad 
not  been  touched  dt  snyprerioiu  Amendment." 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  in  spite  of  what 
at  first  sight  were  the  clear  words  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Speakor  Brand,  oonsidered 
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it  necessary  on  behalf  of  Ms  Party  to 
provide,  as  an  absolute  necessity,  that 
all  Amendments,  whether  they  bad  been 
reached  or  not,  should  be  dealt  wiA 
before  the  Urgency  Bule  was  applied. 
Mr.  Speaker  Brand  on  the  same  day 
substituted  a  new  Bnle  of  U^ency,  ia 
whioh  it  was  provided  that  Am«tdments 
and  new  ebrases  stuidingoitthe  Paper 
should,  after  a  stated  oonr,  be  put. 
That  modification  was  satisfactory  to  the 
House,  and  under  these  mrcnmstanoes 
all  the  clauses  of  a  Bill  and  substantial 
Amendments  under  the  Urgency  Bulea 
were  put.  What  I  would  ask  the  House 
now  u  this.  Were  not  the  Bules  of 
Urgency  satisfactory  as  to  Amendments 
to  dauses  on  the  Paper,  and  why  do  the 
Qovemment  propose  to  introduce  a  much 
more  drastic  closure  than  that  which 
was  so  provided  for  ?  In  March,  1S8I, 
I  find  instances  of  a  great  number  of 
Amendments  being  put  without  debate 
under  the  Bules  of  Urgency ;  but  I  can- 
not find  any  indication  that  such  Amend- 
ments were  either  frivolous  or  Texatious, 
or  more  in  number  thm  would  be 
natnral  as  Amendments  to  ^e  dauaes  of 
a  BilL  I  know  tiiat  in  one  case  there 
were  two,  and  in  another  three,  Amend- 
ment to  a  particular  clause  ;  but  tiie 
operation  of  the  Bules  of  Urgency  pro- 
tected hon.  Members  in  insisting  that 
all  Amendments  should  be  put,  and 
that  provision  was  absolutely  satis&o- 
tory.  I  do  not  care  about  the  exact 
words  of  the  Amendment;  but  I  h^ 
hoped  that  the  House  wotdd  introduce 
into  tiie  present  Bule  a  safeguard  some- 
thing like  that  which  is  now  proposed, 
and,  as  I  have  shown,  they  will  be 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  decision 
arrived  at  under  Bules  of  U^^oy.  I 
trust  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  wilt  per- 
severe in  his  Amendment. 

Ma.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr.) :  I 
wish  to  e^ireas  my  astmushokent  at  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  that  it  would  be  a  novel 
practice  for  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
to  give  a  reason  for  enforcing  the 
clottu^.  Let  me  recall  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  what  occurred  three 
or  four  nights  ago  when  you  applied 
the  cloture  to  a  Motion  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  OaithneesXBr'  Olark] 
tta  the  adjournment  of  the  House.  Oa 
that  occasion  you  distinctly  stated  fiiat 
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Tou  did  80  beoauBe  you  considered  the 
Motion  to  be  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of 
the  Honee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  hia  supporterg  loudly  cheered  that 
annonncement  on  the  part  of  the 
Spraker.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
also  veferred  to  the  judicial  action  of 
the  Chair  in  stopping*  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  on  various  occa- 
sions. Oertainly  that  has  occurred,  and 
in  doing  so,  Sir,  you  have  distinctly 
declared  from  the  Chair  the  reason  why 
you  have  done  so.  For  instance,  you 
have  said,  "I  have  warned  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  wandering  from 
the  subject,  and  as  he  is  continuing  the 
same  irreleTancy  I  call  upon  him  to 
zesame  his  seat."  Fersonally,  I  cannot 
recall  a  ungle  instance  from  my  own  ex- 
perience in  which  the  Chair  has  inter- 
Tened  in  order  to  enforce  the  closure 
vithoat  ezpresainp  the  reason  why  such 
extraordinary  aotion  was  taken  by  the 
Chair.  I  am  afiraid  that  the  right  hon. 
OenUeman  tlw  First  Lord  of  the  Trea* 
snzy  does  not  understand  the  full  mean- 
ing of  this  Amendment.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  carries  out  the  o^ect  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  professes  to  deTise 
— namely,  it  stops^unreasonable  Amend- 
ments, while  permitting  substantial  and 
reasonable  Amendments  to  be  proposed. 

Mb.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
the  Amendment  is  rather  inconsistent 
with  what  the  House  has  already  deci- 
ded— namely,  that  the  intervention  of 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  ^onld  be 
changed  from  giving  assent  or  being  a 
party  to  the  Motion  for  the  closure  into 
veto.  The  Amendment  would 
praotioally  bring  back  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chainnan  into  the  arena,  and  make 
him  a  puty  to  the  whole  proceeding  in 
r^ard  to  the  closure;  and,  after  the 
decision  which  the  House  has  already 
arrived  at  on  that  point,  I  cannot  con- 
sistently vote  for  the  Amendment. 

The  Makqukss  op  HARTINGTON 
(Ijancasfaire,  Bossraidale) :  I  think  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  most  unfortunate  confusion 
into  the  language  of  the  Bale,  which 
ought  to  be,  above  all  thinga,  clear,  sim- 
ple, and  intelligible.  It  would  introduce 
uito  the  Bule  the  term  "abuse of  the 
Soles  of  the  House  "  twice,  and  in  dif- 
ferent aensee;  and,  further,  I  do  not 
think  tliat  the  Amendment  wonU.  effect 
what  its  adTOcates  desire.  It  wollXd  not 
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really  give  any  protection  to  ^on.  Mem- 
bers who  might  wish  to  move  Amend- 
ments. I  cannot  admit  that  the  Bule  as 
it  now  stands  is  more  drastic  than  the 
Urgency  Bule  of  1881.  The  operation 
of  the  Urpenoy  Bule  of  1881  was  that 
at  a  certain  date  and  hour  we  ahould 
practically  conclude  the  consideration  of 
a  Bill  in  Committee,  and  then  all  Amend- 
ments on  the  Bill,  whether  important  or 
trivial,  are  to  be  put  and  decided  upon, 
but  without  debate— that  is  to  say,  that 
discussion  on  what  might  be  most  im- 
portant Amendments  is  excluded.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  operation  of  that 
Bule  is  perfectly  satisfactory ;  but  I  ask 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
whether  they  think  it  is  a  satisfactory 
Bule,  and  whether  it  would  afford  them 
any  substantial  satisfaction  to  be  able 
to  vote  upon  Amendments  tJiat  are  put 
without  any  discussion  ?  That  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  far  more  drastie  Bule 
than  the  one  we  are  now  considering. 
What  I  think  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment really  means  is  that  the  Chairman 
should  prohibit  the  closure  Motion  un- 
less he  is  able  to  make  the  declaration 
proposed  to  be  required  of  him.  Now, 
I  cannot  admit  that  there  ia  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Members  an  inherent  right  of 
moving  an  indefinite  number  of  Amend- 
ments any  more  than  there  is  an  in- 
herent right  of  the  indefinite  prolon- 
gation of  discussion.  The  House  has  a 
right  to  the  disposal  of  its  own  time  and 
to  the  conduct  of  its  own  Business,  and 
the  majority,  with  certain  safeguards, 
not  only  have  a  right  to  stop  discussion, 
but  to  state  the  conditions  on  which 
Amendments  should  beproposed.  Whe- 
ther ^e  light  of  the  House  to  dispose 
of  its  own  time  and  to  manage  its  Busi- 
ness in  its  own  way  is  more  struck  at  by 
the  undue  prolongation  of  debate  or  by 
undue  Amendments  to  a  Bill  is  rather  a 
question  of  degree  than  of  principle ; 
but,  I  think  that  we  are  not  likely  to 
obtfun  the  results  we  are  endeavouring 
to  secure  by  t^s  Bule  if  we  allow  its 
operation  to  be  limited  as  the  Amend- 
ment proposes.  That  Amendment  goes 
in  the  opposite  direction  to  the  line 
taken  in  uie  discussion  up  to  the  present 
time  by  my  right  hon.  Friends  on  this 
Bench.  Their  otg'eot  up  tall  now  has 
bsen  to  make  the  closure  mora  sianile 
and  more  effective,  and  at  tiid  SBiniftWW 
to  relieve  the  Chair  ftgft.am.. 
ces&at?  new  i'-'4poiisiU||H^B|k^^*l 
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Amendment  would  rendw  tlie  closure 
less  effective  and  less  simple,  and  would 
cast  upon  the  Ohair  a  new  responsibility 
in  having  to  make  a  declsration  which 
the  Chair  is  not  now  called  on  to  make. 
Instructions  have  already  been  given  to 
the  Chair  as  to  the  mode  in  which  it  is 
to  exercise  the  veto  conferred  on  it ;  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  either  greater  pro- 
tection would  be  afforded  to  the  minority 
or  greater  power  given  to  the  House  for 
the  due  conduct  of  its  Business  if  we 
seek  further  to  fetter  tlie  Chair  by  re- 
quiring it  to  make  the  declaration  con- 
templated by  this  Amendment. 

MTt.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland} :  I  understand  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Bossendale  to 
argue  that  the  House  and  the  Speaker 
together  may  prevent  the  House  from 
disouBung  an  Amendment,  although 
that  Am«Ldment  may  not  be  an  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  al- 
though it  raises  a  perfectly  new  ques- 
tion, which  has  not  been  discussed. 
But  then,  says  the  noble  Marquess,  the 
object  of  the  New  Rule  is  to  relieve 
the  Speaker  of  responsibility ;  and  you 
are  now  proposmg  to  give  him  a  new 
responsibility.  I^ton  that  basis,  I  con- 
tend that  the  noble  Marquess  is  bound 
to  vote  for  tiie  Amendment,  because,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  relieves  the  Speaker 
of  an  immense  responsibility.  What  is 
the  Speaker  to  do  ?  He  is  now  made 
the  sole  authority,  whether  the  Amwd- 
meut  proposed  is  reasonable  or  un- 
reaaonaUe,  frivolous  or  not  frivolous, 
and  he  may  expose  himself  to  unpopu- 
larity and  didike ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  say  whether  that  nnpopulanty  and 
dislike  may,  or  may  not,  be  justified. 
The  logical  consequence  of  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Marquess  would 
be  the  millennium  that  is  looked  forward 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),who  thinks  that  when 
a  question  has  been  thoroughly  discussed 
in  the  conn  try  ,half-an-hour  would  suffice 
for  its  discussion  in  the  House.  I  should 
be  much  surprised  to  find  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  prepared  to  accept  the  doc- 
trine put  furward  bv  the  noble  Mar- 
uese.  I  cannot  say  that  I  assent  to  the 
escription  which  has  been  given  of 
this  Amendment  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Trearaiy.  He  has  said  that  in 
principle  it  was  folly  discussed  on  Fri- 
day night.   Now,  I  never  heard  an  im- 
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portant  Amendment  discussed  with  more 
brcTity.  The  attention  of  the  House 
was  entirely  taken  up  with  the  question 
of  adjournment;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  took  part  in  the 
discussion,  without  understanding  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  and  succeeded 
in  entirely  misrepresenting  its  character. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  discussion  at  all 
took  place  upon  the  Amendment,  except 
the  few  words  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers]  prefaced  his  observations.  I 
am  certainly  surprised  at  the  way  in 
which  the  Ameudmont  has  been  re- 
ceived by  the  noble  Marquess.  I  look 
upon  it  as  a  perfectly  reasonable  Amend- 
ment ;  and  I  should  have  expected  that 
it  would  have  received  the  support  of 
the  Government.  My  contention  is  tiiat 
no  Amendment  onght  to  be  excluded 
from  discussion  if  it  raises  any  new 
question  of  principle.  It  is  intended  to 
make  the  Speaker  the  sole  authority  to 
decide  whether  an  Amendment  is  rea- 
sonable or  frivolous.  Thus,  without 
assigning  any  reason,  he  might  sweep 
a  number  of  Amendments  off  the  Paper. 
No  Speaker  can  discharge  such  duties 
without  incurring  the  dislike,  and  evMi 
the  hatred,  of  a  section  of  the  Members 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
As  the  Bule  now  studs,  impwtant 
Amendments  may  never  be  put  at  idl ; 
and  the  object  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  fbr  Glasgow  (Mr.  E.  B. 
BuBsell)  is  to  secure  uat  all  Amend- 
ments, as  far  as  possible,  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
and  not  be  excluded  altogether  from 
discission  without  the  House  havings 
hod  an  opportunity  of  arriving  at  a  de- 
finite decision  in  regard  to  them.  If  we 
had  an  undertaking  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  Amendments  would  not  be 
choked  off,  I  might  be  satisfied  to  allow 
the  Bule  to  go  through  as  it  is  ;  but,  as 
I  have  no  such  assurance,  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  press  for  the  acceptance  of 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Brideeton  Biriaioii 
of  Glasgow,  and  I  bweve,  farth«r, 
that  it  would  have  been  a  great  mis- 
fortune if  it  had  not  been  mored  to- 
night. When  the  Amendment  was  under 
discussion  the  other  evening,  only  two 
speeches  were  made ;  and  it  was  witit- 
drawn  not  on  aoooont  of  the  unwilling* 
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nesB  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Obildera)  to  put  it,  but  on  account  of 
the  impossibility  of  getting  a  fair  dis- 
cussion at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing.   The  position  of  the  Chair  haring 
been  reduced  to  the  mere  imposition  of 
a  veto  is  one  reason  vhy  the  Chairman 
refuses  to  interoose  his  veto,  and  to  give 
bis  reason  for  doing  so.   But  the  whole 
Bjratem  of  closnre  is  altered  by  these 
Sales ;  because,  instead  of  the  initiation 
of  the  closure  resting  with  the  Ohair, 
the  initiation  is  now  placed  in  the  hands 
of  ftny  Member  of  the  House,  who  may 
not  happen  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Qo- 
ment,  but  simply  an  irresponsible  pri- 
vate Member.     Under  such  circum- 
stances, it  is  only  fair  and  just  that  the 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  should  hare 
the  opportunity  of  stating  whether  his 
assent  is  withheld  or  not,  and  of  assign- 
ing the  reason.   At  present,  there  is  no 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Chair  to 
assign  a  reason  for  giving  or  withhold- 
ing his  sanction ;  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that,  in  the  event  of  any  mis- 
undeistanding,  the  conduct  of  the  Chair 
would  be  constantly  exposed  to  miscon- 
Btmction.   1  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has 
shown  that  the  Bule  might  be  applied 
vitii  drastic  effect,  and  that  there  would 
be  no  safety  for  any  Amendment,  how- 
ever important.    The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  combatted  that 
theory.   He  stated  that  under  this  Kule 
there  are  undoubtedly  great  theoretical 
powers.   We  know  that,  and  we  also 
know  that  they  will  be  used  to  the 
fullest  extent  whenever  it  suits  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government  to  put  them  in 
force.   Therefore,  what  we  want  is  some 
saf^^rd  against  the  misuse  of  these 
Uieoretical  powers,  and  we  desire  to  im- 
poeo  a  Intimate  limitation  upon  them. 
Let  every  Member  imderatand  tho- 
rooghfy  uiat  individual  Members  will 
not  be  allowed  to  pnsh  the  Bales  to 
their  theoretical  extreme,  and  that  they 
will  never  be  used  in  any  emergency  in 
a  way  that  would  be  palpably  contrary 
to  their  real  spirit.   X  think  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.   Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  is  ad- 
mirably adapted  to  secure  that  end. 

Mm.  GEPGE  (Stockport) :  Notwith- 
•tnding      dianuaioD  which  has  taken 
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placo,  I  remain  of  the  samo  opinion  as 
that  which  I  expressed  the  other  night. 
The  Amendment  itself  is  inconsistent 
with  what  the  House  is  doing.  It  ro- 
quirea  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  explain  his  reasons  for 
the  course  he  proposes  to  take,  and  he 
ia  not  to  be  allowed  to  put  tho  Question 
unless  he  goes  out  of  his  way  to  say  some- 
thing about  theAmendment.  The  answer 
to  the  objections  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  is  this— we  must  assume 
that  the  whole  of  these  Bules  will  have 
brought  to  bear  upon  them  the  common 
sense  of  the  Chair.  The  case  has  been 
mentioned  of  a  clause  with  a  consider- 
able number  of  sub-  sections.  In  such 
a  case  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  tho 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  allow  a 
decision  upon  the  let  sub-section  to  rule 
out  Amendments  on  the  2nd  and  3rd 
sub-sections  and  the  whole  of  those  which 
followed,  even  when,  as  is  suggested, 
they  relate  to  different  matters?  We 
have  hitherto  been  careful  to  render  it 
unnecessary  for  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man to  do  anything  except  in  the  case 
of  withholding  his  consent.  The  Amend- 
ment would  oblige  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man to  explain  his  reasons  f<a  doing 
nothing,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  the 
Amendment  will  be  negatived. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  146 ;  Noes 
215:  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  62.) 

Me.  DILLWTN  (Swansea,  Town) : 
The  next  Amendment  stands  in  my 
name — namely,  to  insert  at  tiie  end  of 
lino  12,  the  words — 

"  Provided  always.  That,  in  Committco  o( 
Supply,  when  a  Vote  is  under  consideration, 
and  to  the  particular  items  of  which  more  than 
one  Notice  of  Ameiidm(>nt  has  been  giTOO,  if, 
after  discuseion  on  one  of  such  itema,  the  Kula 
for  closing  that  diBcussion  is  put  in  force,  the 
fact  of  its  adoption  shall  not  tw  held  to  apply  to 
Amendments  to  the  other  sub-items  of  that  Vote." 

I  may  explain  that  my  object  is  to  pre- 
vent the  application  of  uie  closure  in 
Committee  of  Supply  from  excluding  all 
discussion  upon  items  in  a  Vote  which 
were  not  reached  until  after  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Kule  on  an  Amendment  to  a 
preceding  item.  If  there  is  one  part  of 
our  duty  as  Members  of  Parliament 
which  is  more  essential  than  another,  it 
is  that  of  considering  questions  relating 
to  the  expenditure  of  the  country  in 
Otmunittee  of  Supfdy.    Hon.  Memoers 
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are  aware  that  in  Oommittee  of  Supply 
a  certain  Tote  ii  brought  forward — it 
may  be  for  £100,000,  bat  it  is  made  up 
tii  some  10  or  12  items,  and  what  I  want 
to  guard  against  is  that  the  machinery 
of  uiese  Bules  shall  be  applied  to  the 
closure  of  the  discussion  upon  one  item, 
and  shall  act  as  a  dosure  upon  the  dis- 
ouasion  of  erery  remaining  item. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  12,  st  end,  to  insert  the  words, 
''Provided  always.  That,  in  Committee^  of 
Supply,  whoi  a  Tote  is  nnder  ctmsidanition, 
and  to  the  particniar  items  of  whioh  more  than 
one  Notioe  of  Amendment  has  hean  given,  if, 
after  diwnud<»i  on  one  of  waxAi  items,  the  Rule 
for  dosing  that  discoaiion  is  pat  in  force,  the 
fact  of  its  adoption  shall  not  be  held  to  apply  to 
Amendments  to  the  other  suh-items  oi  that 
Vote."— (Jfr.  Dillwyn.) 

QueatioQ  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Tra  POSTMASTER  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Hahes)  (Cambridge  UniTersity) :  I 
wish  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  expressed  a 
little  more  fully  the  object  he  has  in 
view  in  proposing  this  Amendment, 
seeing  that  the  actual  w<»dB  which  con- 
stitute the  Amendment  are  somewhat 
vague.  I  presume  that  his  object  is 
amply  to  prevent  the  Bule  firom  being 
apjuied,  so  as  to  ezdnde  the  discuasion 
of  all  the  items  contained  in  any  Tote 
whioh  may  be  submitted  in  Oonmiittee 
of  Supply.  Now,  I  think  it  would  be  a 
very  regrettable  incident  if  substantial 
Amendments  to  a  Tote  were  to  be  shut 
oat  in  consequence  of  the  application  of 
the  cloture  to  a  preceding  item ;  bat  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  in  regard  to  the 
first  Tote  of  the  Army  Estimates,  which 
was  under  consideration  last  night,  it 
contains  no  less  that  164  items.  The 
hon.  Member,  as  far  as  I  understand  his 
Amendment,  desires  that  after  an 
Amendment  has  been  disposed  of  to  the 
first  of  these  items,  it  shaU  be  competent 
to  more  Amendments  upon  the  subse- 
quent 163  items.  It  is  quite  possible, 
as  Lord  Beaconafield  onoe  observed, 
tihat  two  determined  men  might  render 
the  whole  work  of  Oommittee  of  Supply 
hopeless,  and  really  exclude,  for  an 
almost  indefinite  period,  the  possibility 
of  getting  more  than  the  first  item 
of  the  Tote.  Not  only  so,  but  two 
Amendments  might  be  moved  on  each 
item ;  one  to  reduce  the  amount,  and  the 
other  to  omit  the  item  altogether ;  and, 


consequently,  we  might  have  336 
Amendments  discussed  upon  the  first 
Tote  in  the  Army  Estimates  alone.  Is 
it  not  better  to  trust  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  Ohairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  protect  us  against  an  inter' 
minable  and  useless  disoiission,  which 
might  otherwise  take  place  ?  We  have 
been  told  t^at  exoltuion  is  a  novelty;  bnt, 
as  a  matter  of  principle,  exdusion  is  no 
novelty.  It  is  an  old  and  well  known 
practice,  to  whioh  &equent  recourse  has 
been  had,  by  submitting  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  the  Previous  Question.  If 
the  Previous  Question  is  carried^  it  is 
impossible  for  any  subseqnmt  Ammd- 
ment  to  be  moved.  Therefore,  tiie 
principle  of  exdusion  is  one  <tf  the 
recognized  practices  of  the  House. 

IiU.  SHAW  LKFETBE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  I  am  surprised  to  find  that 
Uie  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Baikes)  objects  to  the 
principle  of  this  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentiemanthe  Leaderof  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  already  accepted 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
qaess  of  Hartington),  which  placM  re- 
strictions upon  the  application  of  the 
closure  to  the  clauses  of  a  Bill,  and 
which  provides  against  all  the  subsequent 
Amendments  to  a  clause  being  closured 
by  the  fact  of  the  closure  bdng  applied 
to  a  previous  Amendment.  The  ^^nt 
of  &e  Bole  as  it  now  stands  would  be 
to  leave  it  open  to  the  Ohair  to  shut  out 
discussion  on  any  item  in  Supply,  how- 
ever important  it  might  be,  when  there 
are  a  great  many  ^nendments  which 
hon.  Members  wish  to  move.  If  that  is 
so,  it  is  important  that  there  should  be 
some  restriction  on  the  dosure  in  the 
oase  of  items  discussed  in  Oommittee  of 
Supply.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Postmaster  General  says  that  if  we 
adopt  this  Amendment  we  shall  practi* 
cally  do  away  with  dosure  altogether. 
I  entirely  dispute  that  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  adoptionof 
the  dosure  in  tiie  first  place  would  pre- 
vent b(^B  Ammdmentson  theparticular 
item  nnder  discussion,  and  it  wWd  diut 
out  any  discussion  upon  iteiou  of  the 
Tote  to  whioh  no  notioe  of  Amendment 
had  been  given.  I  do  not  see  how  it  is 
po^ble  that  we  can  consent  to  shut  out 
discussion  on  the  items  of  Supply  to 
which  notice  of  Amendment  has  been 
given,  and  whioh  are  hmd  fi^.   I  hope 
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after  the  DiTision  which  has  taken 
place,  which  Bhows  how  sahstantial  a 
feeling  there  ie  in  the  House  on  this 
sabiect,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  way,  and  that  if  the  present 
Amendment  is  nnsatiafactorr  as  to  form, 
diat  he  will  move  an  Amendment  of  his 
own  which  goes  in  the  same  direction. 
I  think  I  may  appeal  to  my  noble  Friend 
below  me  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
to  use  his  inflnenoe,  which  I  know  is 
paranurant  with  the  GoTCrnment,  in 
favoar  of  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  The  noble  Marquees  has  al- 
ready obtained  a  relaxation  of  the  Rule 
in  respect  of  the  clauses  of  Bills,  and  I 
trust  he  will  also  secure  for  the  House 
nmilai  relaxation  with  regard  to  Amend- 
ments to  Totes  in  Supply. 

kta.  OLANOY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
admission  that  has  oome  from  the  right 
hon.  Gmtleman  the  Postmaster  General 
(Hr.  Baikee)  is  one  which  justifies  eTery 
word  that  was  said  in  farour  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  £dinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohild«n) ;  and  I  say  that  it  also  justifies 
ererything  that  will  be  said  on  these 
Benches,  erea  if  the  discussion  now 
nring  on  is  oontinued  until  13  o'dook. 
The  Oommittee  of  Supply  aflbrds  to 
private  Members  the  only  ohanco  they 
uva  of  bringing  forward  grievances, 
and  there  is  a  clear  distinction  in  that 
respect  as  between  Oommittee  of  Supply 
and  Oommittee  on  a  Bill.  It  is  not  open 
to  hon.  Members  on  other  occasions  to 
direct  attention  to  the  grievances  of 
which  their  oonstitnents  complain ;  but 
this  one  chance  of  private  Members  is 
now  to  be  swept  away  by  a  Rule  which 
is  now  admitted  to  be  nothing  else  than 
the  power  to  exclude  any  Amendments 
vrhiiui  private  Members  have  to  propose. 
It  seems  to  be  assumed  that  there  has 
been  too  much  discussion  on  Totes  in 
Simply.  Bat  I  ventnie  to  say,  Mr. 
BpeakeTi  that  thaw  has  never  yet  been 
aoffieimt  disottsaion  on  any  branch  of 
Ooveorament  Bnunesa  in  this  House, 
Take  thefigores  givoi  by  the  right  hon. 
Gaotleman  the  Postmaster  Graeral  him- 
self ;  in  the  Tote  discussed  last  night, 
be  sud  thwe  were  25  sub-heads  and 
164  items.  And  one  night  is  considered 
■nffiexent  for  that !  If  that  is  the  idea 
of  suffident  discussion  which  exists  in 
the  Government  mind,  I  will  say  no 
more  on  the  point  than  that  it  differs 
vevy  greatly  frmn  the  ideas  of  other  hon 


Members  of  the  House.  I  regard  the 
present  Amendment  as  the  most  im- 
portant of  any  that  have  yet  been 
irought  forward  to  this  Bule,  and  I  say 
that  it  demands  the  most  serious  atten- 
tion of  every  hon.  Member  of  the  House» 
who  cannot  be  too  mnch  impressed  wiUi 
the  fact  that,  if  it  is  not  carried,  they 
cannot  hope  for  any  opportnnity  here- 
after of  bringing  forward  the  grievances 
of  their  constituents.  I  say  that  the 
admission  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Posfanaster  Gfeneral  is  most  im- 
portant. It  is  dear  that  this  Bule  is 
equivalent  to  moving  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion, and  I;say  it  is  giving  the  power  to  a 
Minister  at  the  head  of  a  majority  in 
this  House  to  exclude  Amendments  in 
Supply  from  discussion.  The  Govern- 
ment have  dealt,  up  to  the  present  stage 
of  the  discussion,  chiefly  in  assumptions. 
It  is  assumed  that  the  Chairman  and  the 
majority  of  the  House  in  Oommittee  of 
Supply  can  do  no  wrong;  but  I  must 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
change  which  has  oome  over  his  opinion 
since  1682,  when  he  held  that  a  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees  might  possibly  com- 
mit  all  sorts  of  irregularities. 

Mb.  hunter  ^.berdeen,  N.) :  I  do 
not  see  that  any  difference  can  be  main- 
tained as  between  Amendmmts  to  clauses 
of  Bills  and  Amendment  in  Oommittee 
of  Supply.  In  the  case  of  Bills  there  is 
a  logical  connection  between  the  clause 
and  the  Amendments;  but  there  is  no 
such  logical  connection  between  Amend- 
ments and  the  Tote  in  Supply ;  and, 
therefore,  to  say  that  because  the  doaure 
should  apply  to  one  item  in  Supply  it 
should  also  apply  to  another,  is  a  con- 
nection which  I  fail  to  see.  Take  the 
Tote  for  the  Transport  Department  of 
the  Army  Service;  Sub-head  G  is  an 
item  of  £10,000  for  police  at  Woolwich; 
but  the  last  item  in  the  list  is  a  char^ 
on  account  of  pyprus  of  £80.  Now,  it 
might  happen  tut,  althouj^h  it  might 
be  reaaoniAle  that  discussion  on  the 
Woolwich  Tote  ahonld  oome  to  an  end, 
it  would  be  perfectly  monstrous  to  say 
that  no  discussion  should  take  place 
with  regard  to  the  Cyprus  Tote,  which 
might  involve  a  question  of  the  utmost 
importance.  The  Bule,  as  proposed  by 
the  GDvemment,  is,  as  I  understand, 
not  to  limit  debate,  but  to  prevent  dis- 
cussion on  whatever  question  may  be 
disagreeaUe  to  the  majority.   A  mora 
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ingenunu  way  of  preveiiting  diecuBsion 
ocrald  not  poambly  be  dcrrised.  For 
private  Members  this  kind  of  olosnre 
simply  means  annihilation,  for  it  is  only 
upoa  Votes  in  Supply  t^at  they  can 
briag  their  grievanoeB  before  the  House. 
I  agree  with  the  principle  of  closure ; 
I  think  that  the  House  ought  to  have 
the  most  stringent  powers  for  managing 
its  own  Business ;  and  that,  however  un- 
reasonable it  may  seem,  the  majority 
should  have  power  to  put  an  end  to 
debate.  But  I  regard  this  principle  of 
exclusion  of  discussion  as  a  very  dan- 
gerous one.  After  all,  the  great  function 
of  this  House  is  not  so  much  legislation 
as  the  control  of  the  Government,  and  in 
this  respect  this  House  differs  from 
similar  assemblies  in  other  parts  of  the 
world ;  and  I  am  convinced  that  if  we 
do  not  watoh  with  the  greatest  jealousy 
the  proposals  of  tiie  GOTemment.  we 
may  find  that  the  power  of  discussing 
items  of  Supply  has  been  seriously  en- 
dangwed.  Another  point  is,  that  if 
there  ie  to  be  any  advance  in  the  direc- 
tion of  economy,  it  can  only  be  made  by 
the  discussion  of  details;  and  that  in 
itself  is  an  argument  which  ought  to 
commend  this  Amendment  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  Qovemment,  in  my  opinion,  ought 
logically  to  aocept  the  Amendment  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Billwyn).  We  have  already  decided  by 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  that  the  closure  sheJl  be  limited 
to  a  single  clause  in  a  sin^rte  BUI.  The 
(dause  of  a  Bill  is  a  very  different  thing 
iSrom  a  Vote  in  Sup^y.  Tak«  the  ease 
of  a  Minister  auing  for  a  Vote  of 
£500^000  on  eooount  of  the  Ovil  Service. 
Each  of  the  items  in  the  Vote  are  in 
themselves  inBnitely  of  more  importance 
than  nine-tenths  of  the  Bills  which  pass 
through  the  House  in  the  Session  ;  and 
yet,  while  limitiog  the  closure  to 
clauses  of  Bills,  the  Government  refuse 
to  limit  it  in  the  case  of  Supply.  I 
certainly  expected  that  the  Government 
would  make  the  same  concession  with 
T^ard  to  Supply  as  thev  have  made 
vith  regard  to  clauses  of  the  smallest 
Bill  that  may  oome  before  the  House, 
and  I  shall,  of  coarse,  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swuuea  when  ve  go  to  a 
BivisioQ. 

Mr.  ffmttr 


Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  sumKwt 
this  Amendment  in  the  spirit  in  whieb 
I  have  always  supported  Amendments 
tending  to  preserve  the  rights  andpriTi- 
l^es  of  bon.  Members  of  this  Hbaae. 
It  has  been  pointed  out,  and  it  is  an  un- 
answerable argument,  that  no  matter 
how  important  may  be  the  power  of 
moving  a  clause  to  a  Bill,  or  of  moving 
an  Amendment  to  a  clause  of  a  Bill,  the 
right  of  every  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  to  move  Amend- 
ments in  Oommittee  of  Snpply  is  of  far 
more  importance.   It  is  one  of  the  great 
historical  rights  belonging  to  the  Mam* 
bers  of  this  House,  and  il  the  Honae  of 
CJommons  at  the  present  day  occupies  a 
proud  position,  it  is  because  Members  of 
the  House  have  inmsted  on  ezeroimng 
this  power  in  dark  and  troublesome 
times.   In  view  of  the  high  poation 
which  this  ^nse  has  always  taken  np 
with  regard  to  Supply,  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment should  give  some  support  to  this 
very  important  Amendment.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
says  that  by  accepting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  we  should  practically  exclude 
Committee  of  Supply  &om  the  operation 
of  tiie  Bnle,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  tried  to  prove  his  point  by  quoting 
a  saying  of  Ix>rd  Beaconsfield,  to  the 
effect  that  two  determined  men  could 
put  a  stop  to  Constitutional  Government 
by  debating  every  item  of  Supply.  But 
can  it  be  supposed  that  any  two  Mem- 
bers,  or  20  Members,  would  so  degrade 
the  Oommittee  of  the  House  in  the  e^rw 
of  the  country  by  pursuing  so  ridimlous 
and  senseless  a  course  7  The  idea  is  one 
which  no  man  of  business  habits  would 
entertain.    To  my  ^reat  surprise,  the 
Postmaster  General,  m  reply  to  the  hoc. 
Member  for  Swansea,  says,  with  an  air 
of  nonchalance,  delightful  to  see — "  Wo 
do  not  intend  any  encroachment  on  the 
liberty  of  the  House  by  applying  the 
closure  in  Committee  of  Supply."  Bat, 
Sir,  he  contradicts  his  own  statement 
when  he  refuses  to  accept  the  Ameod- 
ment  before  the  Committee.  If  we  have 
not  the  protection  which  is  afforded  bj 
the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Swansea,  il  will  be  prtotioally  in  tho 
power  of/the  Gorenunent  of  the  dav. 
after  a  tew  items  have  been  takaa  m 
Bnppl^'io  bring  the  whole  dismiwtoa  to 
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an  end  by  pressing  for  Uus  Hule  of 
Cloeore,  and,  haviog  got  it,  shut  out 
every  Member  who  may  hare  wished  to 
speak  upon  another  portion  of  the  Tote. 

I  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddiogton  (Lord  Randolph  Ohurohill) 
made  a  stand  for  economy  in  the  expen- 
ditureofthepublicfunds.  Time  alonewill 
show  whether  he  was  justified  in  resign- 
ing^ his  position  in  the  Government  on 
^e  ground  that  he  could  not  get  that 
economy  carried  out ;  but  it  is  quite  as 
essentiu  that  private  Members  of  the 
House,  sent  hme,  as  the  great  Radical 
Party  are,  to  represent  oonstitnenciee  of 
working  men,  should  exennso  their  right 

,  to  ezamine  the  details  under  the  anb- 
heada  <tf  all  the  Votes  that  come  before 
the  Oommittee  of  Supply.  I  cannot  see 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Post- 
master General  has  given  us  any  satis- 
factory answer  to  the  case  put  forward 
in  behalf  of  this  Amendment,  so  very 
briefly  and,  at  the  same  time,  so  ably 
propped  1^  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea. 

Tub  president  of  thk  LOOAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritohib)  (Tower Hamlets, St.  George's): 
It  has  ooottrred  to  me,  having  listened 
to  this  diflcnssion,  to  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  that 
his  Amendment  is  quite  nnoeoessary.  I 
understand  the  Proviso  to  mean  that  if 
tho  elosnre  be  moved  upon  a  paitioulaT 
item  in  the  Tote^  the  decision  come  to 
'     by  the  House  upon  IXvirion  shall  not  be 
held  to  apply  to  subsequent  Amend- 
ments.   But,  Sir,  it  does  not  do  so.  If 
'     the  hon.  Member  looks  at  the  Rale  on 
'     the  Paper  he  will  find  it  stated  on  the 
'     first  page  that  the  House  has  already 

'     deoided  that— 

I 

••When  th«  Uotion  *That  the  Question  t>e 
,  now  put,*  has  been  carried,  and  tho  Qaestion 
ooaBeqaent  thereoo  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther notion  tmy  be  made  (tho  assent  of  the 
Chair  as  eforeaatd  not  having  been  withheld) 
which  mttj  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision 
^.     anjr  Question  alreaay  proposed  from  the  C%air.'' 

^   Suppose  that  an  Ammdment  that  a  re- 
.^f    dnoad  sum  ahaH  be  granted  instead  of 
the  amount  asked  for  was  the  Question 
before  the  Oommitlee.  If  it  seemed 
to  any  hon.  Member  that  the  discus- 
sion  has  been  adequate,  and  that  the 
.,  y    House  ought  to  be  allowed  to  come  to 
^'.^  a  decision,  he  would  rise  and  move 
^<i-^that  the  okMore  shall  be  applied.  It 
U^Ji  perfectly  true,  sfter  the  cloenre  has 


been  applied,  that  a  Minister  or  nny 
hon.  Member  can  move  the  closure  to 
the  Original  Question ;  but  unless  some 
such  Motion  is  made  and  carried,  the 
next  Question,  as  will  be  erident  to  the 
House,  would  be  the  following  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper.  If  that  be  so,  it  is 
dear  that  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  desires  to  secure  is  secured  by 
the  present  Rnle.  If  it  is  desired  to 
apply  the  closure  to  the  Original  Ques- 
tion, which  would  be  the  Vote  itself, 
then  the  consent  of  the  Ohairman  will 
have  to  be  obtained,  and  the  Chairman 
will  have  to  consider  whether  such  Mo- 
tion is  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of 
mittoritieB  or  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House.  If  this  be  so,  I  submit  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  is  not  quite  in  Order,  because 
that  what  it  provides  has  already  been 
agreed  to  bv  the  House. 

Mb.  DIZON  (Birmingham,  Edgbas- 
ton) :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master G^eneral  (Mr.  Raikes)  is  in  con- 
flict with  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  President  of  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  Genwal 
said  that  there  might  be  163  Amend- 
ments upon  a  particular  Vote.  I  assume 
that  those  Amendments  would  have  been 
alrea^  on  the  Paper ;  and,  if  so,  are  we 
to  undferstand  that  they  may  be  moved 
and  debated  ? 

Mb.  RITOHIE:  Unless  the  dosure 
was  moved  and  the  consent  of  the  Chair 
obtained  that  the  closure  should  be  put 
to  the  Oommittee  with  reforenoe  to  the 
whole  Vote. 

Mb.  DIXON:  I  do  not  know  how 
that  would  be ;  but,  according  to  the 
language  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
there  may  be  a  large  number  of  Amend- 
ments, many  of  which  he,  of  course, 
assumes  are  put  on  the  Paper  for  the 

Surpose  of  delay.  But  the  right  hon. 
fentleman  must  admit  that  a  certain 
number  of  them  would  be  justifiable, 
andtherefore  deserving  discussion.  Now, 
tlie  difficulty  is  this.  How  are  we  to  be 
assured  thiit  justifiable  Amendments 
are  not  to  be  ezoLaded  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Fitrt  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury fronld  assure  the  House,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Preindait  erf 
the  Local  Ghivemment  Board  has  assored 
us,  that  there  is  no  intention  to  endnde 
thoee  allowable  and  justifiable  Amend- 
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meats,  then  I  shall  be  diBposed  <to  do 
what  I  hare  hitherto  done,  that  is  to 
Tote  Tith  the  Qoremme&t.  I  eotiiBM, 
howerw,  I  do  not  see  my  wsj  to  do  bo 
at  present. 

ThbCHANOELLOB  or  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  OosoHEir)  (St.  Geor^'s. 
Hanover  Sqnare^ :  Uy  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  President  of  the  Local  GoTem- 
ment  Board   (Bfr.  Bitohie)  has  ex- 
plained to  the  House  ezfiotly  what 
the  situation  is  with  reference  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
and  his  remarks,  I  believe,  were  en- 
tirely in  accordance  with  what  has  been 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes).  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  assamee 
that  the  fact  of  the  closure  having  been 
api^ed  to  one  Amendment  would  ez- 
uude  all  the  otiier  Amendments,  and  to 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  replied  that 
the  applioatitm  of  the  olosure  to  one 
Amendment  would  not  be  held  to  extend 
to  other  Amendments.  Itie  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  that  it  should  be 
so  extended  to  other  Amendments  on  a 
Vote  in  Oommittee  of  Supply.  The  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  is  that  the  ques- 
tion should  remain  opw,  and  that  further 
Amendments  should  be  discussed ;  but 
the  power  is  undoubtedly  given,  if — as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
Qenez^  suggests — ^there  are  163  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  a  large  number  of 
which  are  frivolous,  to  make  a  further 
Motion  with  the  consent  of  the  Ohair, 
when,  if  the  Motion  is  not  withdrawn, 
the  <dosare  would  apjd^.   The  point  is 
that  there  is  no  intention  of  ai^  kind 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment  that  the 
discussion  on  one  Amendment  should 
exclude  discussion  on  another ;  but  the 
closure  may,  of  course,  be  put  unless  the 
Chairman  withholds  his  consent,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Motion  is  either  an  in 
xringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority 
or  an  abuse  of  the  Rulee  of  the  House. 

Mb.  PABNEUi  rOork):  I  have 
always  thought  that  the  precautions  to 
be  adopted  with  reference  to  Amend- 
ments to  a  clause  should  be  in  excess  of 
the  precautions  and  safeguards  to  be 
adopted  with  reference  to  proceeding 
in  we  Whole  House,  where  there  is 
only  one  Main  Question  and  one 
Secondary  Question  in  the  nature  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  Main  Question.  We 
are  now  oonsidering  the  oaae  ot  a  Tote 
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in  Committee  of  Supply,  and  endeaTour- 
ing  to  guard  against  catting  o£F  ho»d  JU$ 
ifotions  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
or  hend  fidt  diaenarions  oa  the  herns  of 
whioh  the  Vote  may  be  oomposed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlecoan  the  OhanoelloT  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen)  says  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Kale  to 
)reTent  such  Motions  being  put.  Bnt 
le  says  that  we  may  hare  163  Amend- 
ments put  down  to  a  Vote  in  Supply  for 
the  purpose  of  Obstruction,  and  tha^ 
therefore,  we  are  bound  to  meet  tbe  cose 
in  some  way  so  as  to  prevent  Obstrac- 
tion  arising  out  of  such  proceedings.  I 
submit  that,  in  endeavouring  to  <  uossre 
such  anticipated  Obstruction,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  a  great  deal  more. 
By  the  metiiod  he  has  devised  he  cannot 
meet  Obstruction  of  that  kind  without 
killing  out  hmd  Jide  diaoaasors  of  the 
Tote.    It  neoeaMuily  fbllotrs  thal^  if 
such  Obstruction  be  resorted  toofpatttog 
down,  say,  20  Amendments  agaliut  dii- 
f  erent  items  of  a  Vote,  the  result  would 
be  that,  if  you  proceeded  to  olosnre  the 
first  of  these  Obstructive  Amendments, 
the  bond  jiis  Motions  further  on  against 
the  same  Vote  would  be  dotured  also. 
I  ask  the  Government  whether  that  is 
not  a  fair  representation  of  the  casef 
The  result  would  simply  be  that,  by 
closing  debate  on  the  first  or  sucoeeding 
Motion  for  the  reduction  of  a  Tote,  you 
will  be  preventing  debate  altogether  on 
subsequent  jond  Jid«  Motions  for  t^uo- 
tion.   You  fail  in  this  case  in  your  en- 
deavours to  prevent  obstructive  proceed- 
ings ;  you  fail  to  give  fair  play  or  free- 
dom of  debate  on  clauses  of  a  Bill  or  on 
aTote  in  Oommittee  of  Supply ;  and  this 
wiU  show  the  Ghnremment  that  soma 
additional  protection  is  neoessaiy  in  re- 
ference to  Oommittee  of  Supply.  May 
it  not  be  better  to  give  the  Chairman 
power  to  sort  out  Amendments,  sup- 
posing that  the  Ohair  considers  there  are 
obstructive  Amendments  on  the  Paper  ? 
What  is  the  objection  to  giving  to  the 
Ohair  power  to  refuse  to  put  Amend- 
mentsr   In  that  way  you  would  safe- 
guard the  rights  of  6ottd  JU*  debaters  who 
are  desirous  of  moving,  later  oa,  Amend- 
ments to  a  Tote.   A^n,  it  will  be  pos- 
sible, under  this  Bule,  for  a  series  of 
ObatruotioniBt  Members  to  place  a  num- 
ber of  Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  a 
Tote  in  Supply  before  a  bond^fid*  Motion 
oui  oome  oa  later,  and  by  that  means 
prereat  its  being  disousssd  by  fincmg 
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the  Gt>Toniment,  or  those  in  charge  of 
the  Business  of  the  House,  to  move  the 
closure.  In  that  way  a  bond  fide  Mo- 
tion for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  would 
be  killed  out.  I  think,  Sir,  that  this  is 
a  rery  important  question.  You  hare 
not  provided,  with  reference  to  a  clause, 
to  give  any  extra  power  to  the  Ohair  to 
sort  out  and  discriminate  between  ob- 
struotive  and  other  Amendments,  eo  as 
to  allow  those  which  are  not  obstmctiTe 
to  oome  on ;  and  I  must  say  that  this  is 
a  very  serious  blot  on  yonr  new  Bule, 
and  which  will,  in  my  opinion,  have 
Toy  ininrions  effects  as  regards  free- 
dom of  debate.  I  think  the  piotore 
of  Obstniotimi  which  the  GoTerament 
have  presented  to  the  House  is  very 
much  overdrawn.  There  is  no  founda> 
tion  for  it  with  regard  to  this  sec- 
tion of  Vembers  of  the  Honse.  Take 
our  action  with  regard  to  this  first  Bale 
—we  have  only  moved  up  to  the  present 
time  16  Amendments,  of  which  only  14 
bave  been  taken  to  a  Division,  and  I 
say  that  in  providing  safeguards  against 
such  action  as  that,  yon  practically  pro- 
Tide  safeguards  against  dangers  which 
have  no  existence.  I  believe  the  Go- 
vernment will  some  day  bitterly  regret 
the  course  which  they  are  taking.  In 
their  eagerness  to  obtain  the  means  of 
excluding  himd  fide  disonsrion  on  their 
contempuited  Insh  Ooezcion  Bill,  they 
are  fashioning  a  weapon  which,  although 
it  will  strike  cbwn  innocent  Amendments, 
cannot  possibly  forward  the  Business  of 
the  country. 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  President  of 
the  liocal  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Bitchie)  and  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Gosohen)  are  totally  in- 
consistent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  declares  that  there  is  no  such 
power  in  the  Bale  as  that  against  which 
uie  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  DiIlwyn)iB  aimed,  whereas 
the  right  hon.  GentLeman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  eays  that  the  power 
may  be  made  to  apply;  but  that  it 
exists  theoretioally  in  the  Ohair.  The 
power  against  which  my  hon.  Friend 
moved  his  Amendment  does  undoubtedly 
exist,  and  the  question  is  whether  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  would 
have  the  precise  effect  which  he  himself 
desires.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


President  of  the  fjocal  Government 
Board  is  incorrect  in  saying  that  there 
is  not  sueh  power  in  tlw  Bule  as  it 
stands.  The  words  are— 

"When  the  Motion  'that  the  Question  Iw 
now  put,*  has  heea  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  far- 
ther Motion  majr  be  made  (the  assent  of  the 
Ohair,  as  sioresaid,  not  having  been  withheld) 
which  maj-  be  requisite  to  biing  to  a  deouuoa 
any  Question  alrrady  proposed  from  the  Chair.' ' 

Now,  the  only  two  Questions  which  can 
be  proposed  at  all  are  the  Yote  on  the 
Paper  or  that  a  reduced  sum  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  One  of 
these  Amendments  being  disposed  of— 
the  closure — the  next  Ifotion  would  be 
that  the  Main  Question  be  put.  If  that 
is  carried,  the  remainder  of  the  Amend- 
ments are  oldtured,  and  therefore  I  say 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  is  directed  at  what  is 
already  in  the  Bule.  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  would  necessarily  have 
the  effect  of  insuring  a  discussion  on 
each  item  brought  before  the  House  or 
the  Committee.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  is  directed  to 
Votes  in  Supply,  and  I  need  not  remind 
the  House  of  the  great  importance  of 
considering  questions  of  detail  in  Com- 
mittee, and  of  regardioff  them  with 
mnoh  greater  somtiny  than  ordinal^ 
Questions  in  Committee,  or  than  ordi- 
nary Questions  which  arise  on  measnres 
in  other  stipes.  Questions  in  Committee 
of  Supply  really  constitute  the  only  ne- 
cessary Business  of  Parliament.  After 
voting  Supply,  the  Government  may 
close  up  the  Parliament,  or  rather  post- 
pone its  sitting,  and  there  is  no  law  to 
compel  them  to  bring  forward  legisla- 
tion, which  is  only  a  secondary  concern. 
Everyone  knows  that  the  country  could 

S)t  on  very  well  without  legislation, 
uestions  bronght  forward  m  Com- 
mittee, and  questions  bronght  forward 
at  other  times,  stand  on  totally  different 
grounds,  and  this  is  the  reason  why  the 
consideration  of  details  in  Committee  of 
Supply  ^ould  be  more  carefully  guarded 
than  tite  oonrideration  of  the  ordinary 
stages  of  BiUs.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
am  anxious  to  safeguard  our  proceeding 
in  Committee  of  Supply  against  unfair 
application  of  the  Oldture  Bule.  If  the 
Bule  is  allowed  to  stand  as  it  is  proposed , 
a  Government  will  be  able,  praotioatly, 
to  close  the  discussion  upon  the  Esti- 
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mates,  and  press  forward  enormoua  Votes 
hurriedly,  and  without  giviog  tioie  for 
discussion.  On  this  very  point  Ministers 
display  a  most  astonishing  inconsiatency, 
because  this  was  a  point  they  insisted 
upon  in  1882  with  great  vehemence  and 
ekill;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  happened  to  sit  in 
Opposition,  they  would  hold  similar 
views  to  mine  to-night.  It  is  merely 
because  hoo.Hembersoppositesit  where 
they  do,  and  consider  themselTes  bound 
to  bring  forward  some  measure  to  faci- 
litate the  progress  of  Business,  that  they 
consider  they  ought  to  adopt  the  line  of 
action  of  the  Government  of  1S82.  I 
would  ^int  out  that  it  is  impossible  in 
Committee  to  bring  forward  an  Amend* 
meut  similar  to  one  which  has  been  al- 
ready disposed  of.  There  ia  no  inherent 
right  at  moving  an  interminable  number 
of  Amendments  in  Committee.  The 
Chairman  already  possesses  power  to 
limit  the  number  of  Amendmeuts  pro- 
posed, and  he  can  rule  out  Amendments 
which  he  considers  frivolous.  I  submit, 
therefore,  that  if  a  Member  were  to 
come  forward  and  put  down  an  enormous 
number  of  Amendments  to  a  single  Vote 
—say,  100  or  130 — probably  more  than 
half,  or  even  four-fifths,  of  those  Amend- 
ments would  be  ruled  out  of  Order,  as 
clashing  with  each  other.  Therefore,  to 
talk  about  the  possibility  of  an  hon. 
Member  putting  down  an  enormous 
number  of  Amendments  ia  simidy  beg- 

S'ng  the  question.  The  right  hon. 
antleman  the  Fostmastor  General  (Mr. 
Baikee)  is  a  high  authority  on  Pro- 
cedure, having  filled  the  position  of 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  for  many 
years,  and  he  must  know  that  we  are 
right  on  the  present  occasion.  He  must 
acknowledge  to  himself  that  he  is  en- 
deavouring to  evade  the  issue  by  imagin- 
iog  a  state  of  facts  which  canoot  arise. 
The  fact  of  his  assuming  that  an  enor- 
mous number  of  Amendments  will  be 
put  down  in  Committee  is  the  clearest 
poarible  proof  that  we  are  right  and  that 
ne  is  wrong.  We  know  that  the  Govern- 
ment voted  over  £4,000,000  last  night  in 
the  oonrae  of  aveiyf  ew  minutes;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  ver^  seldom  that  we 
have  protracted  discussions  in  Committee 
of  Supply.  During  the  whole  time  I 
have  been  here,  X  remember  vety  few 
oooaaiona  on  which  anoh  a  thing  haa 
happened.  I  do,  however,  remember 
on  one  occasion  a  protracted  debate 


taking  place  upon  a  small  item,  at  tlie 
instance,  I  believe,  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  The  question 
raised  was  with  reference  to  the  execu- 
tion of  a  certain  Egyptian,  accused  of 
incendiarism  in  Alexandria.  The  life 
of  this  man  depended  upon  the  decision 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  question  was 
a  critical  one,  inasmuch  as  the  execution 
was  fixed  to  take  place  within  24  hoars 
of  the  night  on  which  the  discussion  oc- 
curred. The  debate  was  continued  for 
a  considerable  time,  although  without 
particular  advantage  to  the  person  prin- 
cipally interested.  There  may  be  occa- 
sions in  the  future,  however,  when  tba 
extension  of  debates  on  similar  qnea- 
tions  would  be  attended  with  diffiarent 
results,  and  we  have  here  a  clear  reason 
why  debates  of  this  kind  should  not  be 
unduly  restricted.  No  doubt  it  is  to  the 
interest  of  the  Government  to  limit  dis- 
cussions in  Committee  of  Supply.  Every 
Government  is  anxious  to  do  that ;  but  we 
recognize  the  fact  that  the  Opposition 
has  certain  rights,  and  that  if  we  allow  a 
Government  to  get  Votes  too  easily, 
once  they  get  the  money  they  will  do  aa 
they  like,  and  care  nothing  for  what  we 
may  say.  It  is  because  we  claim  our 
right  to  discuss  Votes  in  Committee  of 
Supply  with  full  freedom — although  we 
do  not  wish  to  exercise  that  right  to  any 
excess— that  we  shall  rote  for  the 
Amendment.  It  will  not  seeure  us  tibe 
full  measure  of  freedom  that  we  deure ; 
but  it  will,  no  doubt,  have  some  effect 
in  thai  direction. 

Ma.  EDWARD  HAERINQTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  I  labour  under  some  diffi- 
culty as  I  have  not  heard  the  speech  in 
which  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House  was  proposed,  nor  the  arguments 
of  the  Government  in  opposition  to  the 
Amendment — although  these  latter  have 
been  represented  to  me  as  meagre  enough. 
I  find  in  this  Amendment  one  word  which 
is  objectionable  —  namely,  the  word 
"Notice"  of  Amendment.  Speaking 
with  very  little  knowledge  of  ParUamen- 
tary  practice,  I  may  .say  I  think  that 
"Notice"  means  "put  down  in  the 
ordinary  way."  To  my  mind,  Ammd- 
ments  of  very  far-reaching  ctmaeqiMiioe 
have  fret^uently  been  proposed  to  thia 
House  without  Notice.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  eliminated  the  word 
*  *  Notice ' '  from  the  Amendment,  it  would 
have  been  poaiible  for  me  to  have  girsa 
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his  proposal  a  more  thorough  support. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  bon.  Member 
attochos  much  importance  to  the  word, 
his  desire  being  to  prevent  Amendments 
being  disposed  of  in  a  blind  and  informal 
manner.  To  show  the  necessity  of  this 
Amendment,  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  the  effect  of  the  Bule  as  it 
is  proposed  might  be  in  relation  to  the 
passing  of  the  Vote  for  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary.  The  Main  Question  would 
be  that  a  sum  of  £1,412,315  be  voted 
for  the  Irish  Oonstabulary.  There  are 
A  numher  of  sub-heads  under  this  Vote. 
There  is,  tor  instance,  item  "  A  "  which 
relates  to  salariea.  Well,  I  do  not 
suppose  anyone  in  tilts  Hoose,  Brish  or 
otherwise,  would  ever  raise  the  point 
that  the  salaries  of  the  Boyal  Irish  C!on- 
Btabulary  are  either  inadequate  or  super- 
fluous. I  do  not  remember  anyone  in 
this  House  ever  saying  that  the  Irish 
Constabulary  are  paid  too  much,  nor  do 
I  remember  any  advocate  of  the  Con- 
stabulary alleging  that  they  are  paid  too 
little.  During  my  experience  here,  I 
have  been  very  intimately  interested — 
at  any  rate  as  a  listener-in  this  Vote, 
and  I  do  not  remember  aiqrone,  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  ever  having  raised  a 
point  as  to  the  salaries  of  the  Irish  Oon- 
btabulary.  No  one  can  say  they  are 
paid  too  much.  If  we  want  such  a 
Force,  the  men  must  be  paid  fair 

salaries  

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Oonatabulary  on  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARBINGTON :  I 
will  not  discuss  that  matter,  Sir;  but  if 
you  will  allow  me,  I  will  suppose,  by 
way  of  illustration,  that  the  Vote  relating 
to  the  Irish  Constabulary  was  under 
discussion.  No  one  would  object  to  the 
item  for  salaries,  but  later  on,  under 
sub-head  "R"  for  Transport  Service, 
some  hon.  Member  might  have  an  im- 
pmrtant  discussion  to  raise,  and  I  wish 
to  know  from  the  Government  what 
opportunity  he  wonld  have  at  raising 
such  a  disoussion  under  the  Bule  as  it  is 
proposed  to  pass  it  ?  One  of  the  ferst 
formal  items  of  the  Vote  may  have  been 
discussed  some  English,  Scotch,  or 
Welsh  Member,  who  has  chosen  to  take 
advant^ee  of  his  privilege  as  a  Member 
of  this  House  and  as  a  guardian  of  the 
public  revenues.  A  diseussion  of  inordi- 
nate length  mayhave  ocooned,  andonder 


such  circumstances,  I  ask  now  will  it  be 
possible  for  ns  to  reach  the  vital  parts  of 
the  Vote  7  In  referring  to  this  paxttoular 
Vote,  Bir,  I  did  not  wish  to  enter  into 
the  merita  or  demerits  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary Vote,  or  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  any  of  its  items.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  cross  such  an  important  discussion  as 
the  present  with  lengthy  reference  to 
any  particular  Vote  relating  to  Ireland ; 
but  my  strongest  point  is  this — how  can 
we  have  any  guarantee  that  after  a 
tedious  disoussion  upon  an  unimportant 
item  to  which  the  iddturo  has  been 
applied,  the  ]x>intB  we  desire  to  raise 
and  upon  which  we  desire  to  hear  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  expessed,  will 
not  be  blotted  oat  by  the  application  of 
the  cloture  ?  I  would  ask  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  whether  it  is  not  his 
eiperienee  that  the  practical  discussion 
of  a  Vote  takes  place  upon  the  sub-items  ? 
Last  time  I  spoke  in  this  House.  I  was 
incorrectly  reported  upon  this  very  point. 
I  was  represented  to  have  said  that  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  are  sometimes  more 
important  than  the  Bill  itself.  I  did  not 
say  that ;  what  I  said  was — and  I  say  it 
again,  though  it  looks  like  a  paradox — 
the  discussion  on  a  particular  clause  of  a 
Bill  may  often  be  a  more  important  dis- 
cussion than  that  on  the  Bill  itself.  In 
the  same  way  a  disoussion  on  a  sub- 
item  of  a  Vote  may  frequently  be  of 
more  importance  than  what  is  called 
the  general  disousnon  "  of  the  Vote  it- 
self. Ibelievesub-heade"  A,"  "B,"  "0," 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary  Vote  would  be 
carried  n$ta.  con.,  and  yet  there  are  many 
subsequent  items  in  the  Vote — ^for  in- 
stance, that  of  £200  for  Police  Escort 
and  Conveyance  of  Children  to  Industrial 
Schools— upon  which  really  important 
and  serious  discussions  might  be  raised. 
I  assert  that  more  than  three-fourths  of 
the  items  in  the  Irish  Constabulary  Vote 
would  be  passed  without  demur  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Under  the  circum- 
stances I  do  not  think  we  are  going  too 
far  in  again  and  again  impressing  on 
the  Government  the  necessity  of  making 
some  provision  by  whioh,  though  a  Vote 
may  be  substantially  given  to  them  with- 
out disoosflion  or  demur,  we  idionld  have 
some  power  and  privilege  of  discusiing 
items  in  whioh  we  may  be  especially  in- 
terested. The  Government  so  arrange 
these  Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply,  that 
they  really  get  the  money  they  require 
under  Uie  first  two  or  three  sab-heads, 
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and  leave  ns  to  diecusB  tKeir  policy 
upon  remaining  items;  and  what  we 
object  to  is,  that  in  giving  them  the 
money,  we  should  also  give  up  all  grasp 
and  grip  upon  them.  I  do  not  expect 
the  Government  will  assent  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  They 
have  not  assented  to  any  Amendment 
which  has  come  from  this  ude. 
["  Yes ! "]  If  anyone  can  show  me 
the  contrary,  I  wiU  sit  down  at  once. 
No  donht  th»  did  yield  to  the  noble 
Ifarquess  on  this  side  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington);  but  it  stxikea  me  that 
their's  was  the  sort  of  obedience  that  a 
child  3rields  to  its  father.  The  noble 
Ifarquess  leads  in  the  same  way  that  a 
person  may  be  said  to  lead  by  having 
hold  of  the  rope  that  is  attached  to  the 
ring  that  passes  through  the  nose  of  a 
bull.  The  rope  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
noble  Marquess ;  it  is  tied  to  the  ring, 
and  the  ring  ia  in  the  nose  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  Qovemment  must 
come  whenever  the  noble  Marquess 
pulls  the  rope.  Why,  I  would  ask,  do 
not  the  Government  find  it  worth  their 
while  to  yield  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  ?  The  hon.  Member  does  not 
occupy  the  position  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, or  any  position  of  authorily ;  but 
he  preseuta  to  the  House  a  concrete  and 
substantial  Amendment  which,  if  we 
could  luiow  the  real  minds  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  oppodte,  we  should  find  they 
are  thoroughly  in  harmony  with.  I  am 
afraid  that  whatever  I  say  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  have  but  a  very 
transitory  effect  upon  them,  and  will 
pass  off  like  water  dropping  from  a 
duck's  back.  But  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  them  that  they  should  realize 
— and  I  axa.  sure  they  have  realized  it 
already — the  position  in  which  we  shall 
stand,  when  this  Bule  is  passed,  in  re- 
lation to  a  Vote  the  sub-heads  of  which 
may  be  represented  by  the  26  letters  of 
the  alphabet,  if  a  Member  can  be  got  to 
disouaa  one  of  the  least  important  of 
them  to  the  piteh  of  weariness.  A  Mem- 
ber on  eithor  side  of  the  House  may  be 
prompted  to  do  that  by  the  Govenunent 
themselves  ;  for  we  do  not  know  where 
their  Supporters  are  not  to  be  found. 
Their  Supporters  may  be  amongst  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
or  amongst  right  hon.  or  hon.  Members 
above  the  Gangway  on  this  aide  of  tiie 
House;  it  may  be  Uie  Leader  of  the 
bish  Temperance  Party  above  the  Gang- 
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way  on  this  aide,  or  the  I<eader  of  the 
Catholic  Tory  Party  below  the  Gan^a; 
opposite ;  but,  from  whatever  quarter  it 
may  proceed,  they  will  not  find  it  di£&- 
cult  to  get  someone  to  bring  about  the 
application  of  cloture  to  an  unimportant 
item  of  a  Vote,  and  then  they  wiU  be  in 
a  position  to  shut  out  disonaaion  on  all 
Uie  remaining  items.  It  muat  be  re- 
membered that  the  reason  why  a  Mem- 
ber will  rise  and  propose  that  a  Vote 
shall  be  put  to  the  House,  will  be  be- 
cause to  his  mind  the  euhjeot  has  been 
adequately  disouaaed,  and  because  he 
wishes  the  House  to  pronounce  upon 
that  which  he  thinks  there  has  beeo 
sufficient  debate.  The  question  ia  whe- 
ther hon.  Members  ahould  not  have  pre- 
sent to  their  minds  the  interest  of  tiie 

Seople  who  pay  the  taxes.  One  hon. 
[ember  may  be  satisfied  that  there  has 
been  sufficient  debate,  but  we  must  re- 
member that  it  is  not  that  one  hon. 
Member  whose  interests  are  at  stake. 
We  muat  remember  that  we  represent 
people  who  cannot  come  into  this  House, 
or  even  into  Palace  Yard  to  make  a 
demonstration,  in  order  to  show  you  that 
they  are  dissatisfied  with  the  way  in 
which  you  are  dealing  with  the  Votes  in 
Supply.  We  are  tired  of  thie  diaouaairai ; 
and  oomplainta  have  been  made  that 
some  hon.  Members  are  rendering  it 
wearisome.  Some  hon.  Members 
posite  may  think  that  I  am  weariaome. 
iCrm  of  "Hear,  hear!'*  and  comUtr 
cries  of  '*  No,  no  I There  seems  to  be 
a  divided  opinion  upon  the  matter.  Who 
is  to  be  the  judge  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  For  the  seoond 
time,  I  must  aak  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
speak  more  relatively  to  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HABEINGTON: 
Very  well,  Sir.  Granted  that  the  dis- 
ouaaion  has  taken  a  weariaome  turn,  and 
that,  as  the  result  of  that  weariness,  the 
cl6ture  has  been  applied  to  a  discussion, 
on  an  early  part  of  the  Vote,  although 
there  may  be  important  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  to  renudning  anb-headSf  it 
will  be  withiu  the  competence  of  any 
Member  to  rise  and  propose  that  the 
whole  Vote  should  be  put.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  should  be  in  Order  in 
discussing  the  question  of  the  con- 
stituted authority  in  the  House  at 
the  moment  that  that  Vote  would  be 
put  from  the  Ohair.  It  must  nevw 
be  forgotten  that  the  questioa  is 
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to  be  pat  by  the  Chainuaa  of  Oom- 
mittees,  and  it  must  never  be  forgotten 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  an 
official  elected  by  the  majonty  of  the 
day,  or,  in  other  words,  the  Government. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten,  therefore,  that 
the  Chairman  is  imbued  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Government,  which  spirit  is,  to 
show  as  much  work  as  possible  to  the 
nation. 

Ub.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£.) :  In  supporting  the  Amendment  of 
tiie  hon.  Member  1^  Swansea,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
Government  have  oonoeded  something 
to  the  spirit  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Ameo^nent.  It  is  strange  then,  that 
we  oaimot  oome  to  a  form  of  words 
to  carry  ont  what  the  Government 
and  my  hon.  Friend  mean.  What 

J perplexes  my  hon.  Friend  is  the 
ear  lest  this  Bule,  as  it  stands,  will 
prevent  the  House  from  discussing  the 
various  items  of  the  Votes  in  Committee 
of  Supply.  Impressed  as  I  am  with  the 
importance  of  leaving  the  Honse  entire 
power  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  I  am  anxious  that  on  this  point 
there  should  be  no  doubt ;  and  I  think 
it  would  be  wise  of  the  Government  to 
meet  my  hon.  Friend  by  adopting,  at 
least,  a  portion  of  his  words.  I  think 
thOT  would  find  it  easy  to  adopt  words 
wbioh  would  seenre  that  the  object  be 
has  in  view  should  not  be  misunderstood. 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Graitleman 
the  head  of  the  Loou  Government  Board 
(l£r.  Bitohie)  to  say  that  the  Government 
desire  that  there  would  be  no  misunder* 
standing  with  regard  to  this  part  of  the 
Bule.  If  the  Chairman  has  power  to 
strike  out  all  irrelevant  Amendments, 
surely  the  Government,  not  deairing  to 
strike  out  all  the  substantial  Amend- 
ments, should  have  no  hesitation  in 
adopting  words  to  make  that  perfectly 
clear.  1^  experience  in  this  House  is 
that  the  House  has  not  sufficient  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  country  at 
present;  and  I  think  that  anyourtaiU 
ment  of  the  control  they  at  preeent 
possess  will  be  a  great  loss  to  the 
country  and  to  the  power  of  the  House. 
'  e  greatest  function  that  this  House 
'o  fill  is  the  guardianship  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country ;  and  I,  there* 
fore,  think  that  we  should  have  the 
greatest  facility  for  the  discussion  of 
questions  of  finance,  so  that  the  House 
may  fulfil  its  highest  function  in  regard 


to  ihe  protection  of  the  national  purse. 
My  great  fear  in  regard  to  the  applica- 
oation  of  this  principle  of  cloture  is  that 
it  will  be  brought  into  play  in  Committee 
of  Supply  in  a  way  that  will  prevent 
the  House  from  safeguarding  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country.  We  are  called 
upOD,  at  half-past  1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, to  Vote  millions  of  money.  That 
is  not  a  proper  way  of  doing  Business ; 
and  I  think  that,  if  we  are  to  have  the 
dfiture  applied,  the  House  will  drift 
away  from  that  control  of  expenditure 
whi^  it  ought  to  possess.  On  that 
ground,  I  shall  suppOTt  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  shall  do  so  in 
the  hope  that,  before  it  is  put,  the  Go- 
vernment will  meet  us,  and  so  alter  the 
Bule  as  to  make  it  clear  that  it  shall  not 
be  obstructive  to  disoossion. 

Mb.  T.  p.  GILLCIiOuth,  8.):  There  are 
one  or  two  matters  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  in  Committee  of  Supply ; 
and  one  of  them,  I  feel  certain,  will  be 
squashed  if  this  Bule  is  allowed  to  stand 
in  its  present  shape— I  refer  to  an  item 
which  comes  on  at  a  very  strange  place 
— namely,  at  the  end  of  the  Stationery 
Office  Vote.  I  refer  to  the  item  for  the 
translation  of  the  Brehon  Laws  of  Ire- 
land. lAstyear,  I  called  attention  to 
the  matter,  but  the  discussiim  of  the 
8tationer;jr  Tote  had  gone  so  far,  and  had 
been  continued  to  such  a  late  hour,  that  I 
was  precluded  from  Ininging  the  subject 
forward.  I  feel  perfeoUy  certain  that 
that  item  which  appears  in  the  Estimate 
under  the  letter  "  U  "  at  the  very  end  of 
the  Stationery  Office  Vote  will  be  held 
to  be  a  frivolous  matter  when  it  is 
reached — seeing  that  under  the  Vote, 
many  matters  of  general  importance  will 
have  been  discussed.  I  feel  satisfied 
that  if  the  attention  of  the  Chairman  is 
directed  to  any  Amendment  I  may  move, 
he  will  hold  it  to  oome  under  the  head 
of  frivolous  Amendments.  But  the  item 
is  one  of  great  interest,  and  has  reference 
to  a  matter  on  which  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said,  and  on  which  I  sincerely 
hope  I  shall  be  able  to  make  some 
suggestions  which  the  Government  will 
be  rea^  to  accept.  Aa  I  say,  last  year 
I  hul  to  drop  the  subject  in  Oommittee, 
and  was  obliged  to  refer  to  it  on  the 
Beport  stage.  There  is  another  matter 
in  oonnection  with  the  Yute->-namely, 
the  Boyal  Irish  Academjr — to  which  I 
should  like  to  call  attention ;  but,  any 
Amendment  with  regard  to  which,  I  am 
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afraid,  would  be  looked  upon  as  frivo- 
lous, and  would  be  shut  oat  hj  some 
Cloture  Motion.  I  mention  these  things 
as  examples  of  what  the  House  generally 
may  consider  small  matters,  but  which 
certain  hon.  Members  may  take  a  very 
deep  interest  in.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
QoTernment  with  the  assent  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  would  be  able 
to  treat  such  disonssion  as  frivolons.  I 
believe  that  if  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  were  adopted,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  find  that  the  efficiency  of  his 
Bule  would  remain  unimpaired.  What 
is  the  use  of  taking  away  from  the 
House  tiie  privU^o  of  discussing  such 
items  as  I  have  mentioned  ?  ^d  yet 
you  propose  to  leave  the  power  of  taking 
away  that  privilege  from  hon.  Members 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman.  Tou 
leave  the  Chairman  a  discretionary 
power  that  under  this  Bula,  as  framed, 

?rou  will  strike  this  privilege  oat  of  our 
lands  without  power  of  recovery,  once 
the  cloture  is  applied.  The  only  ar^- 
ment  urged  by  the  Qovernment  against 
the  Amendment  was  that,  if  it  were 
adopted,  every  item  in  a  vote  would  be 
used  as  a  peg  on  which  to  hang  an 
obstructive  debate.  I  protest  against 
that  argument.  The  experience  of  the 
House  is  against  such  an  assumption. 
The  House  has  got  along  for  a  very  long 
period,  indeed,  without  a  Bule  of  Pro- 
cedure like  this  affecting  Committee  of 
Supply,  yet,  practically  speaking,  there 
haa  oeen  no  such  thing  as  protracted  dis- 
cusuon  on  any  item.  Hembws  have 
had,  up  to  ths  preaent  moment,  the 
power  of  raising  obstracttve  discusnoos 
on  Votes  in  Supply ;  how  is  it,  then,  that 
such  obstructive  discussion  has  never 
taken  place  ?  What  right  has  the  Qo- 
Ternment to  use  that  argument,  when  the 
experienoe  of  the  House  is  against  them? 
Therefore,  I  say  that  the  argument  of 
the  Qovernment  is  a  perfecuy  illusory 
one,  and,  if  I  may  say  so,  amounts  to  an 
impertinent  one. 

CowMBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  The 
CoQserrative  Party  have  token  refuge  in 
silence  on  this  Amendment.  ["  Hear, 
hoar!"]  They  shout  "Hear,  hear!" 
and  I  believe  that  they  ore  quite  ri^^t 
in  doing  so.  They  have  never  been  the 
advocatea  of  ectmomy,  and  have  never 
tried  to  loww  tajcatim.  [*'  Hrar, 
bear!"]  One  Oonserratlre  Ifember 
agun  criea  **  Hear,  hear  I "  He  and  hit 
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Friends  ue  right  to  do  what  they  can  to 
fetter  our  disouasion  in  Committer  be- 
cause, under  this  Bule,  they  will  be  able 
to  swell  the  Estimates.  It  is  true  that 
Conservative  Members  sometimes  oocapy 
a  great  deal  of  time  in  Committee.  We 
had  four  exoelleat  speeches  from  them 
last  night ;  but  they  were  not  in  favour 
of  economy — on  the  contrary,  eveiy  one 
of  them  was  in  favour  of  increasing  the 
Estimates.  But  the  object  of  Ihift 
Amendment  is  to  retain  to  the  House 
the  facilities  we  have  for  diminishing 
expenditure;  and,  no  doubt,  the  Govern* 
ment,  from  their  point  of  view,  are  right 
in  not  only  refusing  to  answer  our  atgu- 
ments,  but  in  sitting  in  silence  under  the 
furore  that  reigns  outside,  and  taking 
that  which  will  eoaUe  them  to  pass  over 
Amendments  with  a  minimum  of  dis- 
oussion.  This  new  Bule  will  give  a  Con- 
servative Government  every  opportunity 
for  increasing  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country.  It  seems  to  me  a  remarkable 
thing  that  we  should  bo,  at  the  present 
moment,  passing  a  Bule  to  stifle  discus- 
sion on  the  items  of  the  Estimates, 
seeing  that  only  six  weeks  ago  a  Conser- 
vative Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
resigned  his  position  because  he  con- 
eidered  the  Estimates  were  unduly 
swelled.  We  have  it  from  that  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he 
was  the  only  Member  of  the  Gh»vem- 
ment  in  favour  of  economy.  W^,  is  it 
not  strange  that  immediately  after  lua 
reugnation  we  find  the  Gorerament 
proposing  the  duture,  and  saying,  when 
an  Amendment  is  proposed, "  We  will 
take  very  good  care  to  limit  debate  on 
the  EsUmateo?"  Who  is  it  who  has 
brought  in  this  Amendment  ?  It  is  not 
one  of  the  Irish  Members.  Had  it 
been  an  Irish  Member,  you  would  have 
said  we  bring  it  in  because  we  want  to 
obstruct.  Who  has  ever  aooused  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
of  obstructing  ?  He  has  always  been  a 
great  authority  on  the  Boles  of  the 
House,  and  has  sat  here  patiently,  Ses- 
sion after  Session,  doing  his  best  in 
Committee  of  Supply  to  seep  down  the 
Expenditure  of  the  oountiy.  I  do  not 
think  any  Conservative  Member  can  ear 
the  same.  The  hon.  Member  has  had 
a  seat  here  for  a  very  long  time,  and 
has  made  the  bert  nse  of  it,  and  I 
defy  the  Conservative  Party  to  point  oat 
on  their  side  of  the  House  any  iCember 
who  has  attended  so  oonstantly,  vaA 
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whose  opinioa  deserres  so  maoh  con- 
Bideration  aa  that  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
Then,  I  think  the  Government  ohoose  a 
very  singular  day  for  the  refusal  of  our 

'     appeal.    We  voted  yesterday  no  less  a 

'  ram  than  £4,000,000,  and  yet  they  are 
going  to  paes  a  Bole  which  wiUprevent 

I  us  firom  macuning  the  items  of  Votes  in 
Sa]gply.  No  doubt  it  vronld  be  well  to 
limit  disousrion  apon  manprYotes — say, 

<  to  two  or  three  minutes,  joat  to  enable 
questions  to  be  asked  and  answers  to  be 
returned  by  the  Government.  I  approve 
of  the  limitation  of  speeches;  but,  at 

I     the  same  time,  I  think  ^ou  ought  never 

I  to  stop  the  question  in  Supply — you 
ought  never  to  atop  any  discussion  upon 

I  any  particular  item.  I  admit  that  it  is 
quite  possible  to  call  attention  to  any 
matter  on  Report ;  but  I  am  persuaded 
that  if  ve  are  dotured  in  Committee, 
we  shall  be  oI6tured  on  the  Beport 
stage  next  day.  It  is  a  most  aan- 
gerous  and  novel  jprtnoiple  to  introduce 
into  the  prooeedmgB  of  the  House 
of  Oommons,  that  a  Uiuister  can 
rise  in  his  plaee,  and  after  there  has 
been  debate,  say,  upon  an  item  of 
£50,000,  insist  upon  £1,000,000  or 
£2,000,000  sterling  being  voted  without 
any  discussion  whatsoever.  By  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  we  shall  be  saved 
firom  that  danger.  I  have  known  a  great 
deal  of  diffictuty  in  getting  Supply ;  but 
I  never  knew  the  Ciommittee  to  discuss  a 
Yote  item  by  item.  Personally,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  we  do  not  pay  sufficient 
attention  to  the  Estimates.  Instead  of 
Mtending  too  much  time  in  Committee  of 
Supply  we  do  not  spend  enough  time. 
By  the  rsjeotien  of  this  Amendment  the 
Government  take  i^on  themselves  the 
entire  responsibiUty  for  the  Estimates. 
The  Estimates  are  never  impeached ; 
but  the  Oovwnment  are  now  taking 
power  to  shnt  the  months  of  Members, 
and  in  doing  so  it  seems  to  me  they  are 
incurring  a  respcmsibility  which  no  Mi- 
nisters have  ever  ventured  to  undertake 
in  the  previous  history  of  England. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo.  W.) :  It  seems 
to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  really  do 
not  know  where  we  are.  We  have  had 
most  conflicting  opinions  from  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  opposite  regarding  uiis 
Amendment,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
nnreasonable  that  we  should  now  ask 
lor  s«»ne  autiioritative  expreseios  of 
opinion  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
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upon  this  question.  Now,  it  is  quite 
true  that,  upon  occasions,  certain  con- 
tentioua  Yotes  have  been  discussed  at 
some  length  ;  but  I  am  not  aware  of  a 
single  instance  in  which  an  obstruotive 
Motion  has  been  put  down  to  the  Esti- 
mates. As  a  rule,  there  aro  not  mom 
than  three  or  four,  or  half-a-dozen, 
items  in  an  Estimate  whidi  are  con- 
tested, and  yet  hon.  Members  tell  us 
that  it  is  because  it  is  qtute  possible  to 
have  ISO  or  130,  or  even  800,  obstruc- 
tive Motions  on  one  Estimate,  that  this 
Bule  is  considered  necessary  by  the  Go- 
vernment, in  order  to  enable  them  to 
carry  on  the  Business  of  the  country. 
Now,  desirous  as  hon.  Members  may 
have  been  in  past  times  to  retard  the 
progress  of  Business  in  this  House,  I  do 
not  know  a  single  instance  where  Mem- 
bers have  put  down  an^  larp;e  number 
of  Motions  against  anv  item  in  the  Esti- 
mates with  a  view  to  Obstmotion.  But, 
after  all,  if  we  are  not  to  be  permitted 
to  have  the  privilege  we  now  enjoy,  of 
discussing  each  item  in  itself,  were  is 
notiiinpr  to  |nrevent  Ministers  moving 
Yotes  in  a  few  general  phrases.  It  is  a 
most  convenient  plan,  and  it  would  Imvo 
the  effect  of  effeotnally  jveventing  an 
answer  being  given  by  tiie  IVeasury 
Bench  to  any  questi^ui  to  which  they 
are  disinclined  to  give  an  answer. 
Now,  inasmuch  as  for  the  last  six  years 
there  has  been  nothing  in  the  shape  of 
Obstruction  directed  at  the  Estimates,  I 
fail  to  see  on  what  ground  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  carry  this  Bule  into 
operation.  This  portion  of  the  Bule 
does  not  merely  provide  for  the  ddture ; 
but  it  puts  an  end  altogether  to  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  House  ox  grievances.  It 
also  puts  an  end  to  the  privileges  of  pri- 
vate Members,  because,  judging  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  Government 
has  been  acting  of  late,  it  is  perfectly 
evident  that  private  Members  will  not 
have  an  op{K>rtuni1y  of  im)vingMotions 
they  have  given  Notice  of  for  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays,  or  for  Wednesdays.  I,  as 
an  Irish  Member,  must  protest  against 
this  curtailment  of  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  Members.  Had  we,  the  Irish 
Members,  not  had  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
posing man^  grievances  during  the  last 
live  years,  I  feel  certain  that  we  should 
not  have  been  able  to  have  brought 
about  so  salutary  a  diange  in  the  publio 
opinion  of  this  country  in  regard  to  Irish 
aniairs  as  that  which  has  taken  place. 
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Nor  irould  ve  hare  been  able  to  indnoe 

the  Govemment  to  make  alterations  of 
considerable  importance  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland.  There  are 
many  other  questions  which  we  have 
still  to  bring  forward ;  but  I  am  afraid 
this  Rule  will  be  put  into  operation 
much  more  frequently  against  Irish 
Uembers  than  against  any  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  I  am  aAnid  the 
Qovemment  will  use  the  powers  which 
Parliament  is  now  about  to  give  ^em, 
for  the  purpose  of  suppresaing  the  voice 
of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives,  and  it  is 
mainly  for  this  reason  that  I  take  excep- 
tion to  the  Bule  and  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  DiUwyn). 

MB.J.0^00NN0B(Tipperat7,S.):  I 
cannot  oongratulate  the  Grovernment  on 
its  obstinacy  in  declining  to  accept  any 
Amendment  that  comes  firom  this  side  of 
the  House,  except  it  proceeds  from  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Miember  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  who, 
with  perhaps  some  questionable  taste, 
sits  on  the  Front  Bench  above  the 
Gangway.  I  consider  that  this  Bule 
will  have  a  disastrous  effect  upon  all 
future  legislation;  and  I  cannot  but 
re^t  the  adoption  oi  such  a  Bule  as 
this,  if,  as  we  fear,  the  effect  of  it  will 
be  that  a  vote  is  to  be  taken  after  a 
disonasion  upon  tiie  first  item  upon  the 
whole  Vote.  Now,  let  me  give  one  or 
two  instances  of  the  ill-effeot  this  Bule 
will  have.  If  this  Bule  had  been  in 
operation  last  year,  one  or  two  very  im- 
portant changes  would  have  been  pre- 
vented on  one  Vote.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Committee  the  state  of  things  that 
existed  in  regard  to  the  equipment  of 
the  Army  in  ^Igypt— a  state  of  Uiings 
which  was  a  disgrace  to  the  country  and 
dangerous  to  the  men  engaged  in  carry- 
ing on  the  military  operations  in  E^npt. 
It  will  he  remembered  that  my  non. 
Friend  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Oommittee  the  fact  that  the  hwmesa  and 
saddloy  and  other  portionsof  the  equip- 
ment  were  absolutely  rotten  and  totally 
unserviceable.  The  exposure  resulted 
in  an  tnqnixy,  and  in  this  terrible  and 
diwrooeittl  state  of  things  being  recti- 
fied. Now,  during  the  discussion  on 
the  qneetion  of  Army  dotfaing,  I  brought 
forward  the  fact  that  a  certain  firm  in 
Ireland  did  not  get  its  due  share  of  the 


work  that  was  put  out  to  emtract ;  bat 
I  was  met  with  a  blank  refusal  by  the 
Government.  I  was  driven  to  a  Division, 
and  though  I  was  ignomioiously  de- 
feated, so  impressed  were  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  statements  that  were 
made  on  behalf  of  the  limerick  Factory 
that,  in  the  course  of  a  few  dajrs  or 
weeks,  they  entered  into  negotiations 
with  the  managers  of  that  estabUsh- 
ment,  and  a  contract  wa»  given  that 
was  most  beneficial  to  the  people  of  the 
locality,  and  certainly  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  Public  Service  at  large. 
Now,  if  this  Bule  had  been  in  forooi  it 
would  have  been  imposuble  for  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ncfftham^a  to 
have  brought  these  matters  befm  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  What  is 
desired  is  that  we  should  have,  in  black 
and  white,  what  really  is  the  position. 
We  have  at  present  the  word  of  the  Go- 
vernment, through  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  that  this 
Bule  will  not  be  put  in  force.  I  am  not 
inclined  to  put  my  trust  in  any  Ghtvem- 
ment.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  been  so  often  misled,  if  not 
deceived,  by  the  Government  that  I  de- 
cline to  place  reliance  in  any  €h>rem* 
ment  whatever.  It  is  quite  dear  Uiat 
if  the  Bules  of  the  House  provide 
tain  procedure,  any  assurances  of  ri^t 
hon.  Gentlfflnen,  in  a  direction  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Bules,  is  of  no  value 
whatever.  I  hold  that,  as  the  Bule 
stands  at  present,  it  is  very  vogue,  and 
that  we  are  entitled  to  ask  that  the 
Bules  of  this  House  shall  be  made  as 
plain  as  the  most  ordinary  understand- 
ing can  oomprehend.  It  is  at  present 
in  the  power  of  the  Government  and 
the  Speaker  to  shut  off  all  diaousuons 
upon  various  items  that  may  be  put  fw- 
ward  in  Committee. 

MB.6PEAKEB:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  yet  spoken  at 
all  relevantly  to  the  subject  before  the 
House.  I  must  warn  him  to  be  more 
relevant. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB:  I  bow  to  your 
ruliuff,  Mr.  Speaker;  but  I  thongkt  I 
would  be  in  Order  in  referring  to  its 
being  made  dear  to  the  Oommittee  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  confusing  between  the  items  of  a  Vote 
and  the  clauses  of  a  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB:  WeU,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  support  the  Amendment  ol 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
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DiUwjn),  beoaaae  I  believe  it  to  be 
neoeesarj  that  this  House,  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  shall  have 
ample  opportnnity  for  the  discussion  of 
erwy  item  that  oomes  before  them.  I 
hare  taken  some  part  in  the  disousaion 
of  itema  in  reference  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates,  and  grievances  I 
have  brought  forward  atill  remain  un- 
redressed ;  and  it  is  my  intention  to 
bring  them  forward  again  when  an  op- 
portunity presents  itself.  If  this  Eule 
be  passed  in  its  present  state,  I  fear 
greatly  Uutt  I  shall  be  precluded  from 
the  privilege  and  tbe  right  we  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  of  discussing  these 
items  and  briagiog  forward  grievances. 
For  these  reasons,  I  appeal  to  the  Qo- 
Tenunent  to  reconsider  meir  determina- 
tion—their obstinate  determination — to 
TCtjeot,  not  only  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Uember  for  Swansea,  bnt  every 
Amendment  that  oomes  from  tiiis  nde 
of  the  House. 

Mx.  ABTHUB  (VOOKNOS  (Done- 
1^,  E.) :  This  discussion  has  certainly 
not  tended  to  encourage  the  hope  that 
Any  Amendment,  howeverwell  grounded, 
is  Ukely  to  be  received  with  even  reason- 
able favour  by  any  Gentleman  sitting  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Now,  if  I 
were  a  Supporter  of  the  Government, 
instead  of  an  opponent,  I  should  cer- 
tainly be  disposed  strongly  to  urge  upon 
the  Oovemment  to  reconsider  tbeir  do* 
oision  in  regard  to  this  particular  Amend- 
mmt.  I  am  afraid  many  hon.  GenUe- 
men  opposite  do  not  realize  the  practical 
affect  of  this  Bule,  if  this  Amencunent,  or 
WHDething  like  i^  be  not  aocepted.  The 
Sole  would  not  work  very  much  mis- 
chief if  woh  partUular  Tote  related 
exdosively  to  one  mlnect  only;  but 
sneh  is  not  the  case.  The  majority  of 
the  Yotaa  sabmitted  to  the  House  and 
to  Oommittee  of  Supply  include  a  great 
-variety  of  matters  under  one  head.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  Home  Office  Vote ;  you 
-vill  find  in  that  a  considerable  number 
of  diff»ent  services,  with  regard  to  each 
one  of  which  a  Member  of  the  House 
might  reasonably  be  expected,  when  in 
Oommittee  of  Supply,  to  offer  substan- 
tial observations  likely  to  prove  of  use 
in  the  administration  of  the  Home  Office. 
The  same  is  tiie  case  with  the  Vote  for 
the  Local  (Jovemment  Board  and  the 
Board  ot  Trade.  Now,  if  the  closure 
werepnt  in  foroe  upon  the  first  item  of 
the  Vote^  the  reault  would  be  that  all 


Amendments  relating  to  subsequent 
items  would  be  summarily  excluded. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Government 
can  intend  anything  of  the  kind ;  but  I. 
am  perfectly  certain  of  this,  that  when 
closure  is  in  the  air,  when  hon.  Gratle- 
men  who  sit  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site, and  are  not  vested  wiu  responsi- 
bility, become  restive,  it  will  be  difficult 
for  Uie  Government  to  resist  the  clamour 
for  the  closure.  A  few  nights  ago,  when 
the  Supplementary  Army  Estimates  were 
in  Committee,  the  first  item  related  to  the 
contribution,  paid  on  acoount  of  Army 
Services  by  Egypt,  the  next  item  re- 
lated to  Uie  Oonuntssariat  Staff,  the 
third  item  related  to  the  manufacture 
aud  cuBtody  of  Stores,  and  the  last  item 
related  to  the  Special  Grant  of  £1 10,000 
to  an  inventor  on  account  of  the  marine 
torpedo.  Each  of  these  particular  items 
was  a  fair  subject  for  separate  discus- 
sion in  the  House ;  but  if  this  Bule, 
without  such  an  Amendment  as  is  now 
moved,  had  been  in  force,  the  result 
would  have  been  that,  after  a  discus- 
sion, more  or  less  prolonged,  upon  tbe 
question  of  the  contribution  of  Egypt  to 
the  Military  Expenditure  of  this  coun- 
try, your  questions  relating  to  the  manu- 
facture or  custody  of  stores,  to  the  Com- 
missariat Staff,  and  to  the  remuneration 
of  an  inventor  for  a  real  or  a  pretended 
discovery  or  patent,  would  have  been 
summarily  ruled  out.  That  is  a  possi- 
bility against  which  this  House  ought 
carefully  to  guard. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
should  like  to  point  out,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  House  will  be  acting 
unwisely  and  unreasonably  if  it  rejects 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fox 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn).  The  House 
has  already  accepted  the  spirit  «t  tiiis 
Amendment,  so  far  as  the  clauses  of  a 
Bill  are  concerned,  and  there  is  no  con- 
ceivable reason  why  it  shoidd  not  be 
aocepted  in  the  case  of  Votes  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  The  importance  of 
the  discnssionB  which  take  place  in 
Oommittee  of  Supply  cannot  be  over- 
estimated. It  is  within  the  recollection 
of  every  Member  of  the  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  recently  suffered 
a  very  severe  loss,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Sandolph  Ghnrohill) 
found  it  inoon^tent  with  his  sense  of 
duty  to  retain  his  Offioe  as  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  extravagant  do- 
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mands  vere  beiog  made  by  tlie  GKnrem- 
ment  fm  mon^.  In  nnte  of  the  outcry 
which  has  been  raised  in  the  country, 
we  know  that  last  night,  so  lar  £rom 
the  Gommittee  being:  desirous  unrea- 
sonably to  protract  debate,  it  voted 
£4,500,000  in  one  half-hour.  It  has 
been  pointed  out,  in  opposition  to  the 
Amendment,  that  it  woiud  be  possible 
to  raise  a  discussion  upon  every  item  in 
the  Vote.  Nov,  in  the  case  of  one  of 
the  Votes  passed  last  night,  there  were 
no  less  than  seven  pages  of  items,  and, 
if  you  divide  the  Vote  into  sub-heads, 
you  will  find  that  there  are,  instead  of 
200  or  250  items,  only  25  sub-heads, 
eaoh  of  which  makes  proviaion,  on  an 
average,  for  £100,000.  Now,  I  intend 
to  propose  an  Amendment  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dillw^nt)  which  will  enable  any  person 
to  more  the  closure  to  eash  sub-head, 
and  in  doing  so,  I  need  not  point  out 
that  the  different  items  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  Totes  and  other  Votes  are  very 
clearly  set  out  under  separate  sub-heads. 

proposition  will  necessitate  the  ap- 
plication of  a  separate  closure  to  each 
sub-head  of  a  Vote,  and  I  hope  the  Go- 
vemment  will  see  their  way  to  accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  aaid  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  lesTfl  oat  from  tlie  word  "  oonridention," 
to  the  end  of  the  AmradmeDt,  in  order  to  add 
the  wordi  "it  ■ball  not  h9  oompotent  for  a 
Member  to  mftke  any  Motioii  to  bring  to  a  de- 
cision any  Qaeetion  abeady  proposed  from  the 
Chair  for  the  granting  a  wnole  Vote,  in  caee 
any  Member  propoeee  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  omitting  or  redndng  a  sub-head 
thereof,  the  omiBsion  or  redaction  of  which  baa 
not  been  preriooaly  moved. "—(ITr.  Chane*.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Mb.  LABOTTOHEBE  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  think  there  is  very  much  differ- 
ence between  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Ohaooe).  If  the  Government  will  con- 
sent to  one  they  will  consent  to  the 
other.  The  difficulty  whioh  xeally  leads 
to  more  prolonged  disonssion  than  we 
desire  on  this  side  of  the  House  is  that 
the  (Government  never  aeem  to  know 
their  minds.  They  have  brought  in  a 
Bole,  and  they  do  not  aeen  to  vndap- 
stand  what  it  means;  there  ii  no  eon- 


sensns  of  opinion  among  them.  The 
right  hon.  Cfentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  GKiveniment  Board  (Mr. 
Bitohie)  argued  tiiat  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  was 
not  necessary,  because  every  guarantee 
contained  in  it  was  already  contained  in 
the  Bule.  That  view  was  also  taken  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  GkMchen),  and 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Poet- 
master  General  (Mr.  Bukes),  speaking 
with  the  authority  of  an  ex-Ohairman 
of  Oommittees,  said  that  he  was  going 
to  vote  against  the  Amendment  becaoee 
it  introduced  somethiog  which  was  not 
in  the  Bule.  Surely,  therefore,  before 
we  go  much  further  we  ought  to  have  a 
distinct  explanation  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  which  of  these  views  is  ad- 
hered to  by  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Geatleman  Uie  H<niie 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  has  just  en- 
tered the  House ;  snrely  he  will  be  able 
to  speak  with  authority  for  all  his  Ool- 
leagues  upon  that  Bench.  I,  for  my 
part,  think  that  the  Postmaster  Graeral 
was  entirely  right.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea  evidently  thinks 
so,  too,  because  he  has  moved  this 
Amendment.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  if  the 
Bule  passes  without  this  Amendment, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  will  always 
have  it  it  in  his  power,  if  he  sees  fit,  to 
say  there  has  been  sufficient  discusmon 
upon  the  whole  Vote  under  discussion ; 
and,  whether  there  be  an  Amendment 
upon  items  whioh  have  not  been  under 
disonssion  or  not,  he,  and  the  majori^ 
of  the  House,  mav  insist  upon  a  jKvt- 
sion  upon  the  whue  Estimate.  It  is  said 
that  there  may  be  obstructive  Amend- 
ments. I  b^eve  there  can  be  no  ob- 
structive Amendment  having  for  its 
object  the  reduction  of  the  Estimates ; 
I  believe  that  ererj  proposal  to  rednoe 
the  Estimates  is  invariably  right  I 
have  always  voted  for  reduction.  This 
Government  came  in  with  great  profee> 
sions  of  retrenchment ;  but,  after  all,  we 
know  that  it  is  a  Government  of  classes, 
and  we  know  that  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment only  exists  by  expenditure  of 
money  amons;  the  classes.  Allusion  has 
been  made  already  to-night  to  what  haa 
talran  place  on  tlw  Bstimatee.  I  have 
never  obstmetod  on  the  Estimates ;  bnt 
I  have  moved  frequMt  rednotiona  in 
divers  parts  of  the  Estimates.  What 
waa  the  case  with  the  Estimates  of  last 
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year  ?  Thdy  were  hurried  through  the 
House,  and  we,  on  these  Benches,  were 
tidd,  even  if  we  devoted  five  minutes  to 
diaoQsaioii,  that  we  were  ohstmoting, 
and  that  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  get 
away  to  their  ehooting.  The  truth  is 
that  the  Estimates  have  gone  through 
far  too  speedily  already,  and  I  trust 
there  will  not  be  the  same  speed  with 
T^ard  to  the  rest  of  them.  We  do  not 
admit  that  this  Amendment  ia  surplus- 
age, as  the  €K>veniment  contend,  and  I 
shall  Bopport,  together  with  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Amendment  before  the 
Hoooe. 

Thb  SEOBErrAKY  ov  STATE  fob 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhops)  fLincoln- 
ehire,  Homcastle) :  What  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  La- 
bonehere)  has  said  is  only  a  repetition 
of  the  ailment  used  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  and  which,  with 
painful  iteration,  has  been  pat  fbrward 
over  and  over  again  during  the  evening. 
This,  I  think,  is  an  instance  of  the  in- 
genious mode  of  discussion  by  which  the 
time  of  the  House  is  wasted.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  is  to  provide  for 
the  discussion  of  every  item  of  a  Vote. 
The  Government  believe  that  ample 
protection  is  provided  for  every  Member 
who  desires  to  move  substantial  Amend- 
ments to  the  Vote,  and  if  they  are  hond 
JUU,  that  the  wisdom  of  the  Ohair  will  not 
•hiU  out  any  substantial  Amendment 
which  would  remain  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland) :  If  the 
an^t  hon.  Gentleman  Uie  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  thinks  he  has  reason  to 
oomplun  that  this  disoussion  has  been 
unduly  prolonged,  I  must  say  that  he 
has  taken  very  good  care  not  to  submit 
personally  to  the  unpleasant  task  of 
usteoing.  I  have  been  in  the  House 
during  Uie  greater  part  of  the  evening, 
and  I  perfectly  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  has  beenoonsider- 
Able  reiteration  of  argument  on  this 
Ameodment.  But  the  reason  of  that 
has  been  that  on  thia  particular  point 
we  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  what 
UuQovemmentactuallymean.  I  listened 
to  the  riffht  hon.  Gendeman  the  Post- 
naster  ^neral  (Mr.  Baikes)  with  the 
respect  due  to  the  Office  which  he  held 
in  ft  former  Parliament,  and  I  think  he 
was  entirely  wnmg  in  his  contention.  I 
listened  also  to  the  ri^t  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Fie^lent  of  the  Local  Gorwoment 


Board  (Mr.  Bitchle),  and  I  admit  that 
he  was  more  nearly  right  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Postmaster  General 
in  the  oonstmotion  which  he  put  upon 
the  clause.  The  view  of  the  former  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  was  that  in  ttie  Bule 
t^ere  is  ample  protection  for  discussion 
by  the  Opposition  of  every  item  on  the 
Estimates.  If  I  held  that  view  I  should 
be  content.  But  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  a  point  which,  I 
believe,  has  not  yet  been  raised  in  the 
discussion.  I  very  much  regret,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  you  are  permitted  to  in- 
terfere in  this  matter  at  all ;  but  if  you 
are  to  do  so  the  House  has  defined 
exactly  when  you  are  to  interfere ;  and 
although  personally  I  object  to  what  has 
been  laid  down  in  that  respect,  yet  in  the 
interest  of  the  Honse  I  am  willing  to 
submit  to  it.  But  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  with  me  what  the 
clause  contains.  Suppose  there  is  a  Vote 
under  disousrion ;  the  Vote  contains  a 
number  of  items ;  upon  item  number  one 
say  there  is  an  obstructive  discussion, 
and  at  last  the  Leader  of  the  House  in- 
terferes and  secures  the  consent  of  the 
Ohairman  to  the  Motion  for  the  Closure 
and  the  discussion  is  forthwith  closed — 
what  follows  ?  According  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  you  can  pro- 
ceed to  discuss  the  next  item  unless  the 
Leader  of  the  House  chooses  to  call  for 
the  closure.  That,  Sir,  is  going  a  step 
further  than  we  have  already  gone,  and 
I  say  diat  in  this  way  all  subsequent 
Amendments  can  be  shut  out.  I  submit 
that  this  is  going  too  far.  I  suggest  to 
the  rieht  lum.  Gentleman  the  Xieader  of 
the  Sbnse  that,  having  met  the  objec- 
tions taken  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
to  the  extent  of  giving  power  to  the 
Speaker  to  put  the  Amendment  to  part 
of  a  clause  to  enable  the  rest  to  be 
discussed,  the  Government  should  allow 
similar  words  to  be  inserted  in  the  Rule 
with  regard  to  Committee  of  Supi>ly — 
that  the  Chairman  should  be  permitted 
to  put  certain  items  of  the  Vote,  and 
that  we  may  be  then  at  liberty  to  pro- 
ceed wiUi  the  discussion  of  other  items 
without  the  threat  of  the  closure  being 
held  over  us.  I  wish  to  press  it  agaiu 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  first 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  we  want  to 
be  delivered  from  the  fear  that  we  may 
not  have  the  fullest  liberty  to  discuss 
every  item  without  the  leave  of  the 
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Chair.  We  do  not,  aa  MemberB  of 
Parliament,  wish  to  have  to  submit  to 
the  Chair;  and  of  course,  in  saying 
that,  I  trust  that  you,  Hr.  Spef^Eer, 
and  the  House  wul  understand  the 
sense  in  which  I  make  the  remark — we 
desire  to  have  absolute  freedom  of  dts- 
onsoon.  I  submit  that  Ihe  effect  of  the 
Bale  is  that  because  A  has  obstructed 
on  the  first  item,  I,  B,  am  only  to  be 
allowed  to  discuss  a  seeond  Amendment 
if  the  Chairman  and  the  Oovemment 
ihxvik  fit.  Sir,  I  hare  a  higher  right 
than  that.  I  have  the  right  of  a  Ifem- 
bor  of  Parliament  sent  here  by^  his  con- 
Ftituents  to  speak  on  all  questions,  and 
it  is  my  intention  to  do  my  best  to  pre- 
serve that  right,  particularly  where  the 
money  of  the  taxpayer  is  concerned.  I 
submit  that  if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
will  apply  to  Votes  in  Supply  the  same 

Srinciple  whi^  ho  has  applied  to  Bills 
1  Committee,  he  will  meet  the  objec- 
tions of  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House. 

Thb  iriBST  LORD  of  tbb  TBEA- 
81TBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sutb)  (Strand, 
Wesfemiiuter)  :  I  mast,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sundedand  (Mr. 
Btor^)  point  out  that  the  provision 
he  suj^sts  ap]j»ears  to  me  unknown 
in  connection  with  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply,  and,  as  I  honestly  believe,  abso- 
lutely unnecessary.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  laid  great  stress  on  his  duty  as 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  of  Supply 
to  discuss  any  item  which  he  thinks  it 
desirable  to  discuss.  I  say,  Sir,  that  it 
is  the  right  and  the  duty  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  Supply  to  make  their  voice  heard 
at  any  time  for  the  protection  of  the 

Eooketa  of  the  taxpayers ;  but  does  the 
on.  Gentleman  really  beliere  that  that 
unlimited  liberty  of  speech  which  he 
desires  to  presenre  is  the  best  method 
of  disohar^ng  the  duty  of  a  M^ber  of 
the  Committee  of  Supply  ?  I  do  not 
think  it  is.  The  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
that  there  has  been  considerable  ob- 
struction in  Committee  of  Supply ;  he 
admits  that  obstruction  is  possible,  and 
I  say  that  this  Rule  is  directed  against 
that  obstruction,  and  is  so  directed  in 
order  that  the  rights  of  Members  in 
Committee  of  Supply  may  be  secured. 
I  say  again  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
hardly  doing  justice  to  the  majority  of 
this  House,  and  the  responsible  Mem- 
ber who  may  move  that  the  Original 
Question  be  now  put,  or  to  the  xeepon- 

Mr.  Stong 


sibility  which  rests  on  the  Cbairmao  of 
Ways  and  Means,  if  he  supposee  that  it 
is  possible  that  a  substaative  Motioa 
which  ought  to  be  discQssed  in  Oora- 
mittea^of  Supdy  can  be  passed  orer  and 
shut  out  by  the  united  action  of  a  Hi- 
nister  who  may  more,  a  majority  who  i 
may  support  and  a  Chairman  who  msj 
permit,  an  improper  dosare  of  debsta 
I  repeat  that  I  r^ret  beyond  anythii^ 
X  can  excess  the  neeessity  of  linutio; 
disoosnon  eren  upon  tnvial  Amoid- 
menta  with  the  view  of  protecting  di>- 
oussion  on  Amendments  of  importanv. 
I  know  of  no  method  by  whit^i  we  eta 
secure  that  proper  ducusaion  so  com- 
pletely as  to  make  it  the  duty  sod 
responsibility  of  the  Chair  to  thit 
there  is  no  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  tin  | 
House,  and  that  no  right  of  the  miao- 
rity  is  left  unregarded.  For  that  reascm 
I  am  anable  to  accept  the  Amendmart 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  belien 
that  in  resisting  it  we  shall  be  seooriog 
to  this  House  the  just  and  proper  con- 
trol in  Committee  of  Supply  whid^ 
without  some  sudi  regulation  as  we  ptO' 
pose*  would  be  found  to  be  imposBitiM. 

Mr.  T.  p.  OWNNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  My  advocacy  of  this  Anuui4- 
ment  is  grounded  upon  the  rights  of  tie 
taxpayers  of  the  country,  and  not  on  tite 
rights  of  hon.  Members  of  tfais  House. 
We  claim  that  the  finances  of  this 
country  are  subjected  to  the  control  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  this 
House  shall  be  allowed  to  ezerdae  that 
control.  That  is  our  proposition.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  ^ways  speakbg 
about  the  rights  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment in  this  matter ;  but  it  is  the  righta 
of  the  taxpayers  that  we  are  contramn; 
for.  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
GK)vemment  in  reference  to  the  Bsti- 
mates.  Tou  set  forth  in  them  the  salair 
of  the  lowest  offidal  in  the  oountnrand 
the  salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tres- 
stti^,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Socrefcariss 
of  State,  uid  the  porter  who  carries  the 
messages  of  the  charwoman  who  U^ts 
the  fires  in  the  morning;  and  that  is 
quite  right,  because  it  is  a  Constitutional 
Rule  that  not  one  penny  shall  be  spent 
without  it  is  open  to  the  criticism  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  set  forth  a  new  Rule,  that 
the  money  of  the  country  shall  be  spent 
without  that  criticism  if  the  majority  in 
a  discussion  dedare  that  it  shall  net 
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take  place.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  quoted  a  saying 
of  liord  Beaconsfield,  that  tvo  deter- 
mined men  could  overturn  the  Oonsti- 
tntion  of  the  country  if  they  had  Supply 
in  their  hands;  but  we  have  here  the 
proposal  that  a  Minister  shall  tabe 
mm  ti^  House  of  Oommons  the  an- 
cieDt  ligiht  of  ctitioisingf  Yotes  in 
Sap^T.  I  say  that  that  is  the  Aioda- 
mentu  right    the  Houae  of  Commons; 
and  to  say  that  it  shall  be  dependent 
on  the  caprice  of  any  Minister,  or  any 
Member  of  a  Section  of  the  House,  is  a 
moat  revolutionary  proposition.  I  main- 
tain, Sir,  that  under  this  Bule  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Committees  is  the  creature  of  the 
majority  of  this  Hoase,  and  that  nothing 
vhich  ^Ott  can  do  by  means  of  a  Btde 
like  this  will  make  him  anything  but  a 
creature  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
Sappose  that  Vote  24  for  Diplomatic 
Boildings  is  the  subject  of  discussion  in 
Committee  of  Supply.   I  find  there  are 
31  anb-heads,  and  that  these  relate  to 
buiUiDM  in  various  parts  of  the  world. 
Under  ue  Bole  as  it  stands,  if  a  Mem- 
ber wants  to  make  a  long  epeeoh  on  one 
of  tiie  items— relating,  say,  to  a  building 
in  Afriea— he  woold  have  it  in  his  power 
to  shat  out  discussion  on  all  the  other 
buildingB.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  we  must  have  some  power  to  curtail 
obstructive  discussion.   I  say  yon  have 
better  means  in  your  power  than  what 
we  find  here.   I  maintain  that  you  have 
fall  power  to  put  down  obstructive  dis- 
cnssion  in  Committee,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  probably  forgets  that, 
even  if  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Trimd  were  passed,  the  power  of  the 
cdosore  would  still  exist.    My  hon. 
Fnsnd  does  not  want  to  prevent  you 
from  stmping  obstmotive  disoussion  on 
Snb-hsaa  A ;  he  wants  to  prevent  you 
frim  stopping  disensnon  on  all  the  rest 
of  the  sub-heads  in  the  Vote.  That  is 
bis  oonteotion,  and  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  go  to  a  Division,  in  which 
case  I  shall  certainly  foUov  him  into 
the  Lobby. 

Ha.  (yDOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
wish  to  point  out  that  we  are  endea- 
TOnring  to  induce  the  Government  to 
introdnoe  into  the  first  part  of  the  seconc 
olanse  of  the  first  Eule  the  words  which 
the  House  has  already  accepted  at  the 
snggestion  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Uembear  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 


Hartington).  I  think  the  Government 
would  do  well  by  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
Mr.  Dillwyn)  to  introduce  into  the  Bule, 
with  reference  to  Supply,  that  very  im- 
portant principle  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess put  forward  with  regard  to  Bills 
in  Committee.  I  wish  to  put  it  to  hon. 
Members  whether  they  really  under- 
stand on  what  question  they  went  into 
the  Lobby  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
and  to  suggest  that  they  will  be  stultify- 
ing themselves  in  the  vote  they  are 
about  to  give  if  they  do  not  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea.  I  do  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  'Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  replying  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  ought 
to  have  said,  that  he  had  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
that  he  would  carry  the  principle  out 
logically  to  the  end.  If  it  were  impor- 
tant to  apply  that  principle  in  the  case 
of  the  clauses  of  a  Bill,  it  is  more  im- 
portant to  apply  it  in  the  cases  of  Votes 
in  Committee  of  Supply.  But  the  Go- 
vernment have  refbuid  to  do  so,  and  the 
result  is  that  there  will  be  no  Proviso  or 
means,  in  the  second  part  of  the  first 
Bule,  by  which  you  can  save  yourselves 
from  rushing  through  an  entire  Tote, 
even  if  the  Committee  wish  to  discuss 
the  subsequent  items.  I  ask  the  House 
to  be  consistent,  and  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  of  my  non.  Priend. 

Question  put,  and  ogmd  U. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  Provided  always,  That, 
in  Committee  of  Sapidy,  when  a  Tote  ii  nnder 
consideTatioD,  and  to  ue  particnlar  items  tii 
which  more  than  one  Notice  of  Amendment  has 
heen  given,  if,  after  diBcoBsion  on  one  of  Bach 
items,  the  Rale  for  closing  that  discoBsion  is 
pot  in  force,  the  fact  of  its  adoption  shall  not 
be  held  to  apply  to  Amendments  to  the  other 
sub-items  of  that  Vote,'  he  there  inaerted." 

The  House  divided  :—Ay6a  130 ;  Noes 
2l« :  M^ority  86.— (Div.  List,  No.  63.) 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  The 
Amendment  I  have  g^ven  Notice  of  is 
a  simple  one.  Although  hon.  Members 
here  are  some  of  them  extremely  well 
acquainted  with  the  Bules,  I  have  always 
found  that  there  are  many  Members  who, 
notwithstanding  that  they  can  make  able 
speeches,  cannot  tell  the  differejice  be- 
tween Monday  and  Tuesday  and  Thura- 
diay  and  Friday.   It  takes  six  or  seven 
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years  before  a  Membn  oan  tell  the  day 
of  the  week — mean  before  he  knows 
tiie  diflElerenoe  between  the  dass  of  Busi- 
ness taken  on  diffraent  daj^  of  the  week. 
Of  coarse,  Mondays  and  Thursdays  be- 
long absolutely  to  the  Qoremment.  I 
do  not  wish  to  deal  with  those  days. 
Friday  is  a  kind  of  half-and-half  day. 
It  belongs  nominally  to  the  Oovemment ; 
but  the  practice  has  been  for  private 
Members  to  take  possession  of  it,  to  a 
certain  extent,  by  putting  down  Motions 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  I 
do  not  wish  to  touch  Fridays,  hut  I  limit 
my  Amendment  to  Tuesdays  and  Wednes- 
days. On  Wednesdays  private  Members 
bring  in  their  Bills,  andlthink  we  ought 
to  be  Tenr  jealous  of  our  priTilege.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
how  totally  unnecessary  it  is  to  have  the 
cloture  on  Wednesdays,  beoaose  we 
already  have  it  by  the  net  of  the  clock 
arriving  at  6.45  p.m.  The  cloture  pro- 
posed might  be  used  injuriously  by  the 
majority  against  the  minority,  as  it 
would  enable  them  to  cloture  Bills  be- 
fore they  had  been  adequately  discussed, 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  proceed  with 
otiier  measures  in  which  they  were  in- 
terested, but  for  whidi  they  had  failed 
to  get  priority  on  the  Paper.  I  think 
such  a  course  would  be  an  unjust  inter- 
ference with  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers, and  I  hold  that  the  first  Bill  should 
continue  to  have  the  priority  which  it 
has  always  been  understood  to  possess. 
I  should  not  object  to  the  adoption  of 
some  new  ^atom  by  which  a  selection  of 
Bills  might  be  made  for  Wednesdays, 
but  I  thmk  it  nnfiuz  that  the  power  of 
selection  should  be  given  to  the  majority 
by  this  Oloture  Besolution.  With  re- 
g^ird  to  Tuesdays,  our  procedure  differs 
on  that  day  from  our  procedure  on  Wed- 
nesdays. Tuesday  is  the  only  day  pri- 
Tato  Members  can  get  for  the  movmg  of 
substantive  Besolutions.  On  Friday 
only  one  substantive  Motion  can  be 
moved ;  but  on  TuesdavB  several  Mem- 
bers may  put  down  Motions,  and  may 
take  Divisions  on  them.  Many  impor> 
tant  measures  have  been  brought  for- 
ward in  this  way  on  Tuesdays  by  privato 
Members,  and  long  debates  have  ensued, 
which  have  served  to  enlighten  the 
country,  and  prepare  it  for  the  ulti- 
mate adoption  of  the  proposed  r^rms. 
Now,  if  the  olotare  is  earried  as  at 
present  proposed,  the  objection  which  I 
pointed  out  with  regard  to  the  course 


of  Bunness  on  Wednesdays  will  applj, 
because  the  Government  will  seleo^  by 
the  process  of  ol6ture,  that  subject  which, 
th^  msh  to  have  Abated.  J!her  will 
be  able  to  ddture  Bescdntions  number  1 
and  2,  in  order  to  bring  on  number  3, 
which  may  be  of  very  Uttle  public  im- 
portance. I  think  that  the  Government, 
by  proposing  to  deprive  privato  Mem- 
bers of  the  control  of  one  day  in  the 
week,  are  not  only  doing  something 
very  unnecessary,  but  something  vary 
dangerous,  because  they  are  depriving 
the  majori^  of  their  rights — because 
they  themselves  are  really  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  a  minority.  Owing  to  the 
present  fortuitous  state  of  Parties  in 
the  House  on  every  subject  except  that 
of  Ireland,  they  will  be  silencing  the 
majtnity.  By  this  Bnle,  the  QOTem- 
ment  will  have  an  wtj  method  ci  nt- 
^g  rid  of  an  awkward  Beeolntion.  No 
doubt,  the  Leader  of  an  Opposition  will 
always  be  able  to  ^  a  aay  firom  the 
GK>vemment  for  a  discussion ;  but  there 
are  alwa^  a  great  many  questions  crop- 
ping up  with  regard  to  which  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  does  not  care  to  ask 
for  a  day,  and  which  privato  Membm 
should  be  allowed  the  opportunity  of 
discusdng. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  lioe  13,  to  insert  the  words, 
**  Provided,  That  no  Motion  for  a  Clo«ar«  of 
the  Debate  may  be  made  on  a  Taetdar  or  a 
Wednesday."— (Cb^MMf  NUm.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  insertM." 

Teb  FIBST  LOBD  of  thi  TBEA- 
S0BY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sioth)  (Strand. 
Westminster) :  It  frequently  happens 
that  really  interesting  questions,  which 
the  House  is  anxious  to  discuss,  cannot 
be  reached  by  reason  of  the  undue  pro- 
traction of  the  discussion  on  some  sub- 
ject of  small  interest  which  preoedsa 
them.  I  think  that  if  the  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  debate  ehonld  be  dosed 
on  any  question  under  diseosmon,  it 
should  be  at  liberty  to  dose  it.  More- 
over, of  late  years  Govemmente  have 
been  obliged  to  ask  f<a  Tuaedws,  and 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  will  be  to 
exempt  those  evaninffs  ftom  the  doeor* 
when  Government  Budnees  ia  uodev 
ofmdderatiott.  I  do  not  think  that  die 
closure  should  be  denied  to  privato 
Members  who  have  Motions  and  Bills 
before  the  House,  and  who  may  wish  a 
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decision  to  be  oome  to  with  regard  to 
them.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  bo 
fair  and  reasonable,  and  more  for  the 

£ roper  conduct  of  Business,  that  the 
loaore  Bule  should  be  applied  uniTer- 
•ftUy. 

Hiu  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
So  far  as  I  am  conoemea,  if  the  oloture 
ifl  good  for  the  Government,  it  is  also 
good  tax  priTate  Members.  The  pro- 
powl  of  my  h(nu  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Henibw  lot  North  Qalway  (Colonel 
Kolan)  is  to  exdudeTaesdayBAadWed- 
nesdaya  ftom  the  operation  of  the 
doiare.  He  started  his  speech  by  say- 
ing that  Members  did  not  g&t  into 
proper  oonnt  of  the  days  in  me  week 
until  they  had  been  six  or  seven  years 
in  Parliament.  Well,  he  himself  seeme 
to  iiave  lost  count,  because  he  appears 
to  have  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  Tues- 
days and  Wednesdays  are  the  days  on 
vluch  it  would  be  very  advantageous  to 
private  Mnnbers  to  have  a  guarantee 
tbtA  their  Motions  will  not  be  closed  by 
lapMoftime.  I  have  known  oases  in 
which  hon.  Members  have  spoken  for  a 
Toy  long  time  on  Wednesdays  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  a  Bill.  I  remem- 
ber Dr.  I^yons  speaking  for  an  hoar  and 
a-half  in  order  to  talk  out  Uie  Irish 
Sunday  dosing  Bills.  I  cheered  him 
ironically,  and  I  recollect  his  coming 
across  to  me  afterwards  and  thanking 
ne  very  earnestly  for  the  encourage- 
znent  I  had  given  him.  If  the  Govem- 
anent  would  eidude  the  operation  of  the 
oldture  on  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays, 
whenever  Government  Business  is  set 
down  for  thoee  days,  I  should  have  no 
Abjection ;  but  if  it  is  proposed  to  ex- 
elude  the  operation  of  the  doture  on 
Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays  merely,  when 

E irate  Membws'  Business  is  before  the 
001^  I  should  say  that  we  ought  to 
decline  to  accept  ue  proposal.  I  do 
not  know  whether  my  hon.  and  gaUant 
friend  intrads  to  fbree  his  Amendment 
to  a  Division.  I  cannot  think  the  altera- 
tion he  proposes  wonid  be  a  good  thing 
to  private  Members.  I  thii^,  on  the 
contrary,  it  would  be  a  disadvantage  to 
them.  It  is  said  that  hon.  Members  in 
connection  with  Bills  tbatare  discuBsed  on 
Wedneedays  very  frequently  deliver  long 
andcarefuUy-prepared  speeches.  Idonot 
think  he  can  riafer  to  the  Irish  Members, 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  able 
-io  pafsue  a  debate  at  any  time  without 
Toxy  Iwig  notioe.  I  do  not  eee  any  wf^ 


to  support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  believing  that  it 
would  cut  against  private  Members 
rather  than  in  favour  of  them. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN:  I  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Mb.  SPRAKEB  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment in  Order  is  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Ohance),  in 
line  13. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  have  the  following  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  :—In  Bule  1,  line  12,  after  "  De- 
bate," inawt — 

"  PrOTided  tbat  no  Motion  that  the  Qaiue  or 
any  portion  thereof  stand  part  of,  or  be  added 
to,  the  Bill  shall  be  made  until  all  the  Amond- 
ments  of  whidi  Notice  have  heen  given  have 
been  disposed  of." 

ACb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  ruled  that 
Amendment  out  of  Order,  because  I 
consider  the  principle  was  contoined  in 
tiie  Amendment  of  the  noble  Uarquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
qoeas  of  Hartington). 

UiLFARN££li(Cork):  Inthe  absence 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Kilkenny,  I  b^  to  move  for  him  the 
following  Amendment: — In  line  IS,  after 
the  word  "  that,"  to  insert  the  words— 

"Qaestions  that  the  Question  that  certain 
words  of  any  Claose  defined  in  the  Motion 
stand  pu!t  in!  the  Olanae,  or  that  any  Ohuue 
stand  part  of  or  be  added  to  the  BOX  be  now  put, 
shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmatiTe  if  a 
IMvision  be  taken,  anless  it  shall  appear  by  the 
nnmbers  declared  from  the  Chair  that  such 
Question  has  been  sapported  by  a  number  of 
Members  at  least  twice  the  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers voting  against  it,  and  ttuit  other." 

The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to 
provide  an  additional  safeguard  in  the 
shape  of  a  proportionate  majority  in  the 
case  of  a  decision  come  to,  to  apply  the 
cloture  to  questions  with  reference  to 
the  putting  of  a  clause,  or  in  the  case  of 
an  Amotdmmt  which  may  be  moved  to 
tiiat  olauee.  I  think  this  is  an  Amoid- 
ment  which  will  commend  itsdf  to  the 
sense  of  the  House,  because  the  whole 
tone  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  on  the  question  of  the  safeguards 
to  be  adopted  for  a  close  have  shown 
the  neoessify  for  the  adoption  of  some 
other  and  better  safeguard  than  that 
which  is  provided  in  the  Bule  of  the 
Government  as  it  now  stends.  It  will 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
this  question  of  the  proportionate  majo- 
rity was  debated  in  the  last  Parliament 
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on  the  6r8t  Oldture  Bule  introdnoed  by 
the  liberal  Goremment.  The  Oonsei^ 
rative  Party,  as  a  body,  then  took  a 
Tery  strong  and  decided  stand  upon 
that,  occupying  many  nights  with  the 
discussion  of  the  question  as  to  whether 
a  bare  majority  or  a  proportionate  majo- 
rity shonld  decide  the  question  involved 
in  the  cloture.  That  question  was  de- 
cided adversely  to  the  views  of  the  then 
Conservative  Party  by  a  majority  of  44 ; 
but  it  excited  very  considerable  interest 
at  the  time,  and  it  is  possible  that  when 
the  time  comes  for  disoussio^  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  a  bare  majority  shall 
be  maintained  in  reference  to  the  whole 

r ration  of  this  Bule,  or  whether  there 
tl  be  some  proportionate  majority, 
the  OoDserrative  Party  will  be  again 
beaten.  The  question  involved  is  one 
of  a  minor  character,  referring  only  to 
the  application  of  theolftinre  to  a  clause. 
When  the  majority  takes  the  very  un- 
usual course  of  stopping  discussion  on  a 
^ause,  and  cutting  out  a  number  of 
Amendments,  there  should  be  a  deoisire 
consensus  of  opinion  in  favour  of  that 
step  against  the  minority;  in  other 
words,  that  it  should  not  be  in  the  power 
of  200  Members,  or  considerably  less 
than  one-third  of  the  Whole  House,  to 
a^ply  the  cloture  to  the  dauses  of  a 
BiU.  I  think  that  this  is  a  case  on 
which  the  Tory  Party  should  return  to 
their  old  policty  of  insistence  on  the 
virtue  of  a  proportionate  majority,  and 
that  the  liberal  Party  should  divert  from 
tiie  path  which  they  originally  marked 
out.  1  am  reminded  that  in  1 882  we  voted 
against  proportionate  majority  and  in 
favour  of  uoture  by  a  bare  muority. 
We  had  then  in  view  a  <Jdture  applicable 
to  important  Divisions  like  those  in 
second  readings  and  important  Besolu- 
tions ;  we  did  not  think  it  was  a  weapon 
which  could  be  conveniently  used  in 
Committee.  Besides,  the  old  Cloture 
Bole  was  brought  in  by  the  then 
Government  as  a  weapon  which  would 
be  Yean  rardy  used ;  but  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  this  Cloture  Bule  will  be 
frequently  and  indiscriminately  used. 
We  are  therefore  entitled  to  press  very 
strongly  upon  the  Government  the 
necessi^  of  giving  the  eaf^uard  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Memb«r  for  South 
Kilkenny  (Ur.  Chance)  suggests.  The 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  will  not  at 
all  prejudge  the  question  of  proportion- 
ate majority  later  on.     Now  Sir,  if  you 

Mr.  Panuil 


call  to  mind  tiie  many  xefbms  nhhik 
hare  been  carried  of  late  jem,  yon 
will  remombw  that  thsj  have  not  Men 
adopted  without  considerable  insiBtraee 
in  Committee.  Take,  for  instancy  the 
case  of  the  Army  Discipline  Bill,  or,  as  it 
was  called,  the  Mutiny  Bill.  If  the 
Government  had  been  allowed  to  cloture 
the  Amendments  proposed  in  Committee 
to  that  Bill,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Amend- 
ments which  were  entirely  inatnimental 
in  obtaining  the  reform  of  the  law  com- 
prised in  the  abolition  of  flog^ng  in  &s 
Army  and  Navy  would  never  have  been 
carried.  Our  Amendments  in  thoae  daji 
were  looked  uj^on  with  great  repne- 
nance  and  impatience  by  the  whole  body 
of  the  Govemment  Puty.  We  conJa 
soaroely  obtun  leave  to  make  onzaalves 
understood  by  the  Etonse  at  lam^  ss 
great  was  the  impatience  which  wis 
exhibited.  Now,  similar  imptttioies 
and  a  rimilar  situation  will  undoubtedly 
arise  in  future,  if  you  leave  it  in  the 
power  of  a  bare  and  simple  majoritj 
to  rush  headlong  and  not  only  stop 
discussion,  but  prevent  diaoumion. 
There  can  be  no  hardship  whatever  in 
insisting  upon  proportionate  majority, 
such  as  my  Amendment  requiree,  and  I 
shall  be  very  curious  to  see  what  the 
Conservative  Party,  which,  in  1882, 
supported  so  stoutly  a  proposition  for  a 
proportionate  majority  in  reference  to 
the  application  of  the  cloture,  have  to 
say  now,  in  1867,  in  oppoeCtion  to  aa 
Amendmoit  which  only  providea  that 
there  shall  be  a  proportionate  majcnify 
in  those  cases  where  there  is  the  greatest 
risk;  nay  more,  almost  absoliite  en- 
tain^  of  an  abuse  of  this  Bole  by  a 
strong  and  excited  majority.  I  beg  to 
propose  the  Amendment  whidi  stands 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Uembn  for 
South  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Ohaaoe). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Un«  18,  after  ths  word  "  that,"  to  in. 
isrt  the  words  *<  Qnestums  that  the  QBSstion 
that  cattain  vtnda  ct  any  Chuindoflned  in  tiM 
Motion  stand  put  of  the  Clattae,  or  that  any 
Glanae  stand  part  of  or  be  added  to  the  BiU  be 
now  DQt,  thaU  not  be  decided  in  the  affinnatiTe 
if  a  Diririonbe  takn,  nnleat  it  ehall  appear  by 
the  nombettdeolared  from  the  Chair  tbfttBiKi 
Qaestiui  hai  been  aupported  by  a  number  of 
Hemben  at  least  twioe  ue  nnmberof  the  Mem- 
bere  voting  agaiart  it,  and  that  othm.'*— {JTr. 

Question  proposed, "  Thatthoae  words 
be  there  isMrted." 
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Thb  first  LOED  of  thb  TRBA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
WestaunBter) :  I  understand  the  aiga- 
m«tt  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Ur.  Par- 
nell)  to  be  that  the  prooeedings  in  Oom- 
mifctoe  require  a  different  treatment,  as 
regards  closure,  than  the  protseedings 
in  the  House.  I  am  unable  to  accept 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in 
Oommittee  on  a  Bill,  or  a  Committee  of 
Supply,  which  should  induce  the  House 
to  make  a  distinction  as  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  dosure  ehould 
be  ap^ed  to  debate  in  Oommittee,  than 
to  debate  upon  a  eecond  reading  or 
Motion.  X  cannot  help  thinking  the 
safeguards  introduced  in  this  Bute  are 
sufficient.  I  beliere  also  that  the  Bule 
itself  is  necessary  to  enable  the  House 
to  conduct  its  Business,  and  theref<u«  I 
cannot  consent  to  hamper  its  operation 
by  putting  into  the  hands  of  the 
minority  power  to  prevent  the  House 
discliaiving  its  duties. 

Mr.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  re- 
gret I  was  not  in  my  place  to  moTe  this 
Amendment,  of  which  I  had  given  No- 
tice; and  I  have  to  thank  my  hon.  Friend 
and  Leader  (Mr.  Famell)  for  proposing 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  has  overlooked  a  rery  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  introducing  a 
different  Bule  as  to  the  necessary  ma- 
jOTity  in  this  case  than  in  other  oases. 
When  you  have  a  simple  question  of 
cl(»ure  on  one  single  point,  I  am  en- 
tiUed  to  assume  the  House  will  be 
divided  into  two  distinct  Parties.  One 
FarQr  will  be  compoeed  of  such  Members 
AS  donot  deure  further  discussion,  having 
made  up  their  minda  upon  the  subject 
at  iesne ;  but  when  yon  come  to  the  case 
of  a  closure,  by  which  you  will  suppress 
a  number  of  different  Amendments,  the 
House  will  assuredly  be  split  up  into 
many  Parties.    One  Party  will  desire  to 

Set  rid  of  one  question,  another  Party  will 
esire  to  shuve  a  second  question,  an- 
other Party  will  desire  to  prevent  dis- 
cossion  upon  the  third  question,  and  so 
on,  in  aooordanco  with  the  number  of 
Amendments  which  are  to  be  summarily 
enppreesed  by  one  Motion.  On  the  other 
hand,  you  will  find  a  small  number  of 
Gentlemen  who  consider  there  u  some- 
thing in  every  one  of  the  Amendments, 
aiui  who  will  be  unwilling  to  consent  to 
anyoneof  th«n  being  suppressed.  This 
isaaa^omont  wluohoannot  apply  toothw 


instances  of  the  application  of  the  closure; 
and,  therefore,  there  is  a  very  distinct 
case  made  out  for  this  proposition — a  case 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  at  all.  It  is  intended  that  40 
Members  will  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the 
opposition  of  39  Members ;  but  that  if 
one  Member  be  added  to  the  39,  it  will 
be  necessary  that  161  Members  be  added 
to  the  40,  before  the  oldture  can  be 
adopted.  At  the  same  time,  201  Mem- 
bers wiU  be  able  to  carry  the  cloture 
against  200.  That  seems  to  be  a  most 
extraordinary  and  illogical  proposition. 
Now,  my  Amendment  would  getridof  this 
absurdity.  This  Amendment  will  also 
be  more  efficacious  than  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  especially 
in  the  case  of  small  Divisions,  f'or  in- 
stance, 81  Members  will  be  able  to  cany 
the  cloture  against  40 ;  while,  under  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
201  Members  would  be  required  to  vote 
in  the  majority.  I  tmst  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  reconsider  the 
position  he  has  taken  up  in  regard  to 
this  Amendment. 

Mh.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  The  question  of  the  majority, 
by  which  the  cloture  is  to  be  put  in 
force,  is  one  of  great  difficulty.  It  was 
discussed  at  g^at  length  fire  years  ago, 
and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  con- 
clusion then  arrived  at  was  regarded  as 
satisfactory.  Such  as  it  was,  it  is  em- 
bodied more  or  less  in  the  Bule  sub- 
mitted by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  but  a  mere  glance 
at  the  Paper  containing  the  Amend- 
ments will  show  that  very  «>nflioting 
views  are  entertained  upon  the  point,  not 
only  by  Members  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches,  but  also  by  Members  who  rank 
as  Supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  a  variety  of  propositions  have 
been  proposed,  of  2  to  3,  1  to  2,  1  to  3, 
and  BO  on.  Now,  it  is  impossible,  in 
considering  the  question,  to  lose  sight  of 
the  position  the  Speaker  occupies  in  this 
matter.  The  old  Oonstitntional  Bule  of 
this  House  is,  that  every  question  should 
be  decided  by  the  majority ;  and  with 
regard  to  all  ordinary  Business,  it  is 
right  and  reasonable  that  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  should  prevail.  But  the 
imposition  of  the  closure  is  not  an  ordi- 
nal^ proceeding.  The  Government  will 
probably  admit  that  the  imposition  of 
the  closare  is  an  exceedingly  strong 
measure,  and  should  never  be  resorted 
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to  onleea  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
in  support  of  the  proceeding  is  clearly 
manifest.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  appears  to  me  that  any  mere  proper- 
tionate  majority,  where  Uie  majority  is 
a  small  one,  must  be  unsatisfactory; 
becaase  the  majority  may  be  a  chance 
miyorit^,  and  the  Speaker,  recognising 
the  majority  which  happens  for  the 
moment  to  be  before  him,  will  give  his 
consent — or  rather  will  not  withhold  his 
awent— to  the  proposal  that  the  closure 
should  be  inflicted.  It  may  well  be  that, 
OB  many  oocanons,  olosare  will  be  |»ut 
in  force  under  circamstanoea  inwhuih 
only  a  small  portion  of  the  House  is 
really  present.  I  have  oonsidned  this 
question  of  majority  from  all  points  of 
view  in  which  f  coald  regard  it,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  there  is  no  satisfactory 
solution  of  the  difficulty,  except  one, 
and  that  is  the  one  which  is  akin  to  the 
traditions  of  the  House — namely,  an  ab- 
solute majority.  I  do  not  mean  an  ab- 
solute majority  for  the  time  being. 
Closure  is  an  exceptional  measure,  and 
should  be  enforced  by  an  exceptional 
minority;  and  a  proper  and  Constitu- 
tional majority  is  a  majority  of  the 
House  as  a  whole.  An  absolute  ma- 
jority of  tiie  House  is,  of  course,  336 
Members ;  and,  if  we  resolTe  upon  such 
A  majority,  we  shall  reliere  Uie  Ohair  at 
once  of  ul  the  inndious  responsibility 
which  is  now  oast  upon  it.  Yon  will 
free  the  hands  of  the  Ohur ;  because,  in 
submitting  the  Question  to  the  House, 
the  Chair  will  know  perfectly  well  that 
if  the  closure  is  imposed  it  will  be  im- 
posed by  a  majority  of  the  entire  House. 
HaWng  regard  to  these  considerations, 
I  do  not  look  with  very  great  favour 
upon  the  precise  wording  of  this  Amend- 
ment ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  if  the 
larger  proposal — and  what  I  regard  as 
the  sounder  and  more  Constitutional 
proposd^ — is  rdected,  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  go  into  the  Lobby  in  support  of  uiis 
and  other  similar  Amendments.- 

Mb.  U.  J.  KENNT  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
The  least  we  ought  to  expect  is  that 
when  the  ddture  is  imposed  it  should 
be  imposed  by  a  migority  of  the  House 
BA  a  whole,  otherwise  we  have  no  gua- 
rantee that  the  House  is  not  opposed  to 
the  closure.  While  I  consider  the  adop- 
tion of  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  would  be  the 
best  solution  of  the  question,  I  tliink 
the  Amendment  of  the  h<m.  Gentleman 

Mr.  Arthur  (y  Connor 


the  Member  for  South  Kilkenoy  (Mr. 
Chance)  is  extremely  reasonable.  Of 
course,  we  have  ceased  to  hope  that  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  K.  Smith) 
will  accept  an  Amendment  proposed  on 
this  side  of  the  House;  he  has  steadfastly 
refused  to  do  anything  of  the  Hnd ;  and 
we  continue  to  more  Amendments,  in 
the  hope  that  sooner' or  later  the  House 
will  be  struck  by  the  reasonableness  of 
our  demands,  and  accept  our  Amend- 
ments in  spite  of  the  oj^mritioii  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  STOBEY  (Sunderland):  I  must 
confess  I  am  not  in  faronr  of  this 
Amendment.  It  is  proposed  that  whsa 
the  ddture  is  amilied  to  a  daose  of  a 
Bill  there  shall  be  a  two-to-one  majo- 
rity. The  cloture  upon  a  Vote  in  Supply 
is,  according  to  our  own  argument,  much 
more  important  than  the  d^oture  upon  a 
clause.  I  submit  that  as  the  House  has 
let  so  much  go  by  defoult,  they  should 
let  the  whole  go  by  default^  and  let  tiie 
GoTemment  have  its  way.  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  £ast  Don^al  (Hr.  Azthor 
O'Connor)  has  suggeetedthat  tite  dotaie 
should  only  be  applied  when  an  abso- 
lute majori^  of  the  whole  House  votes 
in  favour  of  it.  I  have  not  had  very 
much  experience  in  this  House ;  but  I 
have  had  a  good  deal  of  ezperienoe  <^ 
pubHo  bodies  in  the  North  ox  SU^land, 
and  I  never  understood  a  majority  to  be 
anything  but  a  majority  of  those  who  at 
the  time  being  are  attending  to  Uieir 
business.  I  am  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  a  very  logical  mind, 
does  not  see  that  his  proposal  would  be 
impracticable  and  un-English,  if  it  be 
not  un-Irish.  Sir,  I  thorouehly  deplore 
the  necessity  there  is  for  the  House  to 
take  these  proceedings  at  all.  [Ifmu- 
i€rial  ehears.']  I  think  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cheer  that  sentiment 
had  been  a  little  wiser,  if  they  had 
brought  certain  constituencies  in  this 
oounti^,  and  certain  Members,  into  har- 
mony in  this  House,  there  would  have 
been  no  necesuty  at  all  to  propose  these 
un-English  Bules.  Howerttr,  they  have 
adopted  their  own  course.  Thc^,  who 
opposed  the  cloture  by  a  bare  majority 
in  1882,  tell  us  they  have  now  grown 
wiser.  I  am  one  of  the  minority  who 
resisted  the  cloture  then,  and  who  resist 
it  now,  and  I  am  only  sorry  we  have  not 
now  the  support  of  the  ConswvativeB  in 
preventing  this  Bnle  being  adopted. 
But  I  maintain  that  if  we  an  te  aave 


Digitized  by 


U\  {MiUetcf  |Uabob15,  1887}  iVWur*).  442 


the  oldtore,  let  us  bare  the  cloture.  The 
House  has  adopted  the  principle  of  a 
Bimple  majority  in  the  matter  of  second 
and  third  readings  and  in  Supply,  and  I 
do  not  see  how  we  can  make  an  exception 
in  this  particular  case.  Therefore,  if 
there  be  a  DivisioD,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  Tote,  for  onos,  wiUi  the  Qorem- 
ment. 

Ma.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  As  one  of 
a  body  of  Uembers  who  are  likelr  to 
most  frequently  be  in  a  minority,  I  de- 
sire to  give  my  warmest  support  to  this 
Amendment.  It  is  quite  possible  that 
if  on  the  clauses  of  a  Bill  there  were  but 
two  Parties  in  the  House,  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  ask  that  there  should  be 
a  majority  of  two  to  one ;  but  when 
there  is  a  third  Party  in  the  House  that 
Party  has  a  right  to  see  that  it  receives 
that  protection  which  the  much  larger 
minonty  reoeiTea.  The  tegalax  Opposi- 
tion requires  no  wotection,  as  nz  as  I 
ean  understand ;  out  the  Irish  minority 
is  the  one  which  we  seek  to  defend  by 
this  fair  and  reasonable  Amendment. 

Ha.  O'DOHEBTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
The  House  must  clearly  understand  that 
tiiie  Amendment  does  not  extend  to  the 
closnre  discussed  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Bale.  If  T  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Famell) 
simply  aws  that  when  the  closure  is 
adopted  in  regard  to  the  clause  of  a  Bill, 
there  shall  h6  two  to  one  in  favour  of  its 
application.  The  state  of  things  under 
the  Bule  as  it  now  stands  reminds  me  of 
the  new  machine  gun.  More  care  is  re- 
Qoized  in  nmng  the  machine  gun  than  in 
finng  the  ordmaiy  rifle,  and  the  man  in 
ehtt^*e  of  the  macuiine  gun  has  to  take 
all  due  precautions  to  avoid  danger  to 
his  own  friends.  What  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  moved  this  Amendment  says  is, 
tiiat  when  the  House  is  in  Oommittee  on 
a  Bill,  when,  as  it  were,  the  irregulars 
are  in  the  field,  to  apply  the  machine 
gun  suddenly  and  without  proper  pre- 
csations,  might  be  dangerous  to  one's 
friends,  whatever  might  be  the  effect 
with  ngard  to  the  enemy.  I  think  my 
hon.  iriend  has  very  fairly  pat  the 
question  to  the  House,  and  that  he  has 
shown  that  when  the  House  is  discussing 
Amendments  to  a  Bill  in  Oommittee, 
when  hon.  Members  are  able  to  speak 
two  at  three  times  on  the  same  question, 
when  soma  hon.  Qentlemen  are  not  so 
mneli  iatereeted  in  the  matter  immedi- 
aUij  befSm  thm  as  in  the  safety  of  the 


measure  to  which  it  relates,  there  will 
probably  be  a  tendency,  unless  some 
such  safeguard  as  that  which  is  now 
proposed  be  carried,  to  resort  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  ddture.  My  hon.  Friend 
has,  thraefore,  provided  for  such  a  con- 
tingency. My  observations  have  merely 
been  intended  to  convey  to  the  House 
what  it  is  that  my  hon.  Friend  proposes ; 
and  I  think  that  having  shown  what  is 
his  intention,  and  how  much  he  narrows 
down  the  question,  I  have  said  sufficient 
to  recommend  his  Amendment  to  the 
House. 

Me.  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  What  I  should  like  to  see 
is,  that  the  House  should  be  brought 
into  such  a  state  of  harmony  of  mind 
that  there  should  be  no  necessity  for  us 
to  divide  on  this  question  at  all;  but 
that,  I  fear,  is  too  much  to  expect.  I 
may  say,  however,  that  olthougli  there 
have  been  a  good  many  acceptable  ail- 
ments in  favour  of  the  proposal  we  are 
discussing,  there  have  been  very  nearly 
as  mauy  against  it ;  but  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  I  have  risen  for  the  purpose 
of  opposing  it.  What  I  say  is,  that  pro- 
posals like  this  do  not  exactly  express 
the  ideas  we  desire  to  embody.  They 
are  the  consequential  and  necessary  sub- 
sidiary parts  of  what  is  being  forced 
upon  us  Dy  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  If  I  were  asked  my 
view  of  the  proposal  submitted  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  should  say  I  do  not  a^e 
with  it  altogether ;  but  looking  at  it  as 
bearing  on  what  the  Government  have 
already  done,  and  ia  likdy  to  do,  I 
should  say  that,  as  one  of  a  possible 
number  of  evils,  we  had  better  accept 
it.  Now,  what  is  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  ?  He  proposes,  in  Bule 
1,  line  13,  after  the  word  "  that,"  to  in- 
sert the  following  words :  — 

"Qaeitions  that  the  Qaegtion  that  certain 
words  any  ClaoH  defined  in  the  Motion  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,  orthat  any  Claose  stand  part 
of  or  be  added  to  the  Bill  be  now  pat,  ihaQ  not 
be  decided  in  the  aflbtnatirs  if  a  Eirision  be 
tij^eo,  unless  it  sball  appear  bv  the  numbers 
declared  from  the  Chair  that  such  Question  has 
been  supported  by  a  namber  of  Membera  at 
least  twice  the  namber  of  the  Memben  roting 
against  it." 

What  I  desire  to  say  is  this— I  do  be- 
lieve it  to  be  necessary  tiiat  the  House 
of  Commons  should  have  the  same 
privilege  and  power  as  any  other 
Dody  of  GentUmen  In  any  other  As- 
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•embly  in  the  world  possesses  by  in- 
herent right — the  ^ower  and  privilege 
of  closing  its  own  diBOussions  when 
majority  bo  wish:  although  I  do  not 
know  that  the  proposition  thus  put  is 
very  aocwptable  to  hon.  Gtentlemen  oppo- 
Btte.  Whenever  the  majority  of  this 
House  denree,  and  there  and  then  de- 
elares  U  to  be  desirable  either  for  the 

{>ublio  conTenienoe,  oFj  to  put  it  at  its 
owest  phase,  even  for  the  conTenience 
of  its  own  Members,  that  a  discussion 
should  cease,  I  hold  Chat  it  ought  to 
be  in  its  power  to  make  and  act  on 
such  declaration.  But  it  is  a  far  different 
thing  to  say,  as  this  Amendment  pro- 
poses, that  when,  what  I  may  for  the 
moment  be  allowed  to  describe  as  a 
mechanical  majority  of  two  to  one  shall 
declare  that  a  discussion  shall  be  at  an 
end,  the  discussion  shall  therefore  ter- 
minate. And  here  I  want  the  House  to 
understand  what  is  meant  by  a  majority 
of  two  to  one.  In  order  to  understand 
this,  let  me  ask  how  do  we  atand  to- 
night, or  on  anpr  other  occasion  when 
the  Government  is  supported  by  a  strong 
mfgority  for  the  purpose  of  canying, 
not  only  these  Bules,  out  anything  they 
like  in  the  shape  of  Procedure  ?  They 
may,  by  means  of  a  foiir  or  five-line 
"Whip,  or  even  of  a  twelve-line  Whip, 
have  prepared  a  majority  of  two  to  one, 
or  even  of  three  to  one.  Although  I 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  think  it  does  not  go  far  enough. 
It  stops  short  of  what  I  want  to  see  in 
regard  to  the  division  of  the  House  ou 
the  closure  question.  What  I  wish  to 
put  before  the  House  is  this— that  al- 
though, at  the  present  moment,  a  ma- 
jority of  two  to  one  might  be  got  to  vote 
against  me,  it  is  at  the  same  time  quite 
possible  that  a  majority  of  the  whole 
House  oonld  not  be  got  to  vote  a«unst 
my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment.  What 
we  want,  although  the  wmrds  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  do  not 
suggest  it,  is,  that  in  order  to  enable 
the  closure  to  be  put  on  any  Vote  in 
Committee  of  Supply  or  otherwise,  there 
should  beamajorifyof  the  Whole  House 
in  favour  of  the  dosure ;  and,  if  the 
House  should  so  decide,  then  I  say  that 
no  hon.  Member  occupying  a  place  in 
this  House  could,  for  one  moment,  pre- 
tend to  represent  the  democratic  views 
of  any  constituency  in  the  Kingdom,  if 
he  maintained  that  he  ooum  stand 
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against  that  decision.  The  position  of 
any  hon.  Member  taking  such  a  course 
would,  I  venture  to  say,  be  a  very 
dangerous  one. 

Question  put. 

1h»  T3jmaa  divided : — Ayes  49;  Noes 
191:  Mcyority  142.  — (Di v.  liat,  No. 

64.) 

Mun  Qoestion,  aa  ammded,  agiun 

proposed. 

Ma.  QEDQE  (Stockport) :  At  this 
hour  of  the  morning,  I  beg  to  move  the 
adjoumm^t  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made  and  Uaestion  raoposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.** 

— (ifr.  Qedge.) 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBBA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  In  aBsenting 
to  the  Motion  for  the  adjonrnment  <u 
the  debate,  I  hope  the  House  will  bear 
in  mind  the  necessity  for  making  pro- 
gress with  these  Bules,  and  that  we  may 
be  enabled  to  decide  the  question  of  the 
number  requisite  to  appy  the  closure 
to-morrow. 

Question  put,  and  ogrttd  to. 

Debate  adjoumod  till  3h-morrotc. 

MOTTO  ir. 


BAnsaiTPToy  onrioEs  (sites)  biui. 
Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  David  Plonk^  Bill  for 
the  aoqaiution  of  property,  and  the  proTinon  of 
new  boildings  for  the  Bankruptcy  Department, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  David  Flunket 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 

^iOipruenttdt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 

HouH  a^joD™^     a  quarter 
■ftv  One  rdodc 
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MINUTES.]  —  Sblict  Comkittsb  — National 

Frovident  Insurance,  Mr.  Byrne  ditch. ;  Mr. 

Thomas  Gill  added. 
Public  Bill  —  Qrdtrtd  —  ^rtt  MmUttg  — 

Heformatory  Sohwds  Aflt  (1866)  Amend* 

ment*[10S1. 


Digitized  by 


OHJ>£B  OF  THE  DAT, 


445        SutinmofiU         {Uaboh  16,  1S671       Btuu  {Proeethtre).  440 

rion  of  tSdsBolft,  line  bj  line.  Howeror, 
here  we  are,  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
make  an  end  of  the  Bale  to-day.  I 
should  not  peruet  in  movinff  the  Amend- 
ment if  I  had  not  ooDvinoed  myself  that 
if  the  Bule  is  to  be  made  of  any  real  use 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  intended, 
my  Amendment,  or  something  very  like 
it,  oughtto  be  adopted.  I  will  endeavour 
to  show  the  difference  between  the  Bule 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper  and  as  it  will 
stand  if  the  Amendment  is  accepted.  I 
take  leave  to  say  that  I  am  not  answer- 
able for  the  questionable  English  on  the 
first  three  lines  of  this  part  of  the  Rule — 
"Provided  alwayi  that  Qaeations  for  the 
cloanre  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmatiTe,  if  a  Divinon  be  taketit  aolesa  it  ihall 
amear,  by  th«  ntimbera  dedored  from  the  Chair, 
tost  snoh  Motion  was  m^wtad  by  mora  than 
two  handzed  Membraa," 

&o.  "  Such  liotion  "  can  scarcely  refer 
to  the  plural  "Questions"  in  the  first 
line,  and  I  take  it  ought  to  mean  "  any 
Question"  instead  of  "Questions."  The 
Hule  goes  on  to  say — 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RT7LES  OF 
PROCEDURE] -EULE  1  (CliOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).— RISSOLUTION. 

ADJOUBirSD  DKBATZ.  LTHIBTXEMTa  KIOHT.I 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
joonied  Debate  on  the  Main  Question, 
as  amended, 

**Thst,after  a  Qoflstjon  hs«  been  pnnioHd, 
a  Jfouber  ridng  fai  Us  place  may  olaun  to 
move, '  That  the  Qoeittoo  be  now  pot,*  and, 
unleas  it  ihaU  appear  to  the  Chair  that  nioh 
ICotioQ  iaan  aboae  of  the  Rules  of  the  Hoaee,or 
■n  infringemeDt  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
tiie  Qaestioo,  *  That  the  Qaestion  be  now  pat,* 
■hall  be  pat  fotthwitlu  and  dscided  without 
Ameodment  or  Debate : 

«men  the  Motion  'That  the  Qnaation  be 
now  pnt,'  has  bean  oaniad,  and  the  Qaeation 
conaegnent  thmon  baa  been  dedded,  any  far- 
ther Motion  majr  be  made  (ttie  assent  m  the 
Ohair  as  aforesaid  not  haring  been  withheld) 
which  may  be  reqointe  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Qoeition  already  propoaadfnmt  the  Cbav;  and 
■bo  if  a  danse  be  then  under  oonndoration,  a 
liotion  may  be  made(the  aaaent  of  the  Cbair 
as  aforeasid  not  having  been  withheId)ThKt 
the  Qneatioa,  That  certain  words  of  the  Olaose 
defined  in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clanse, 
or  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to 
the  Bill,  be  now  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  pat 
forthwith,  and  decided  without  Amendment  or 
Debate: 

"Provided  always,  That  Qneatlona  for  the 
Olosiita  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affitmatiTe,  if  a  Diviaion  1m  takeB,  unless  it 
shall  wpear  by  the  nombers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  snob  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  aapptMied  by 
moiB  than  One  Hondzed  Mamban.**  —  (Jfr. 
WiUiam  Smrjf  Smitk.) 

Question  again  {oopoeed. 
Debate  rtmm§i. 

Ub.  OEDQE  (Stockport) :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  Rule  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  all 
after  "  by,"  in  order  to  insert — 

"  A  minority  which  oonsiBta  of  not  less  than 
wie  hondred  llembera  and  which  bear  to  the 
minorito  the  proportioa  of  three  or  nora  to 
two." 

I  little  thought  when  I  gave  Notice  of 
this  Amendment  in  the  ISth  line  of  the 
first  Bule  that  IS  days  would  ela^  be- 
fore I  should  be  able  to  move  it,  and 
though  ^Dj's  maxim — Nulla  dut  tine 
hiud — was  a  good  rule  for  the  minimum 
of  work  to  be  done  by  a  student,  I 
doubt  whether  the  country  at  large  will 
oonsider  that  there  is  somoient  justifica- 
tion fbr  the  invdinate  Imgth  of  time 
which  has  been  taken  np  in  the  disous- 


"  Unless  it  shall  appear,  by  the  numbers  de- 
clared from  the  Choir,  that  such  Motion  was 
supported  by  more  than  two  hundred  Member^ 
or  was  oppoeed  by  leas  than  forty  Members,  ana 
supported  by  more  than  one  hundred  Mem- 
bers." 

1  propose  to  get  rid  of  the  "  Two 
Hundred  Kembere  "  altogether,  and  to 
say,  instead,  "  supported  Dy  a  majority 
which  consisted  of  not  less  than  100 
Members,  and  which  bo;-e  to  the  majority 
the  proportion  of  3  or  more  to  2."  I  find 
that  anything  in  the  shape  of  an  arith- 
metical problem  is  a  puzzle  to  many  hon. 
ICembers,  and  therefore  I  think  it  is 
best  to  explain  that  the  majoritT  shall 
be  half  as  many  again.  We  talk  of  a 
majority  being  "five"  when,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  majority  is  305  to  300.  That 
is  not  the  majoril5^  I  mean.  What  I 
mean  is  that  the  greater  part  or  ma- 
jority must  bear  to  the  smaller  number 
or  minority  the  proportion  of  3  to  2.  In 
regard  to  the  figure  of  "100"  which 
me^es  provision  for  a  larger  quorum 
than  the  ordinary  quorum  of  40,  it  is 
laid  down  in  the  Bule  that  the  closure 
shall  not  be  applied  unless  there  are  100 
Members  who  desire  to  close  the  debate. 
It  is  put  in  this  way  in  order  to  secure 
a  quorum  of  100  preseut ;  for  if  it  had 
stated  that  there  must  be  a  quorum  of 
100,  and  90  were  in  fkronr  of  olosore 
and  15  against  it,  the  15  would  walk 
out  and  so  reduce  the  qnorum  bebw 
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100,  and  the  debate  must  go  on. 
Now  there  is  considerable  authority  in 
favour  of  having  a  proportional  majority, 
instead  of  a  bare  majority,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  closure  of  debate.  In  1882, 
in  a  full  House  of  597  Members,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  proposed  that 
consent  should  not  be  given  to  the 
closure  by  a  bare  majority,  and  was 
defeated  by  the  small  number  of  39, 
although  it  was  opposed  with  all  the 
force  which  ike  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  aiadstooe)  and 
the  la^^  majority  he  possessed  at  the 
time  could  bear  to  bring  upon  it ;  279 
Members  voted  against  the  proposal 
that  the  closure  should  be  carried  by  a 
bare  ma]ority,and  among  the279  were  the 
then  Leaders  of  the  OonservatiTe  Party 
and  most  of  their  followers.  I  do  not 
blame  them  for  having  changed  their 
opinions.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
"old  times  have  changed,  old  manners 
gone,"  and  it  is  imperative  that  some 
form  of  closure  shall  be  adopted  in  order 
to  restore  by  Kule  that  control  over  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  which  was  for- 
merly secured  and  regulated  by  the  gen- 
tlemanly feelings  which  prevailed  among 
its  Members.  Hon.  Membersfrom  Ireland 
tell  us  that  their  constituents  have  sent 
them  hero  to  attain  certain  objects,  and 
diey  consider  that  the  best  way  oi  attain- 
ing those  objects,  both  in  Ireland  and 
here,  is  to  substituto  anarchy  for  law, 
and  to  paralyze  the  action  of  the  House. 
Thepr  avow  that  as  their  objeot  with 
eynical  fhimess,  and  they  do  not  leave 
us  in  the  dark  about  it  and  the  results 
they  desire  to  obtain.  Some  few  years 
ago  it  was  the  practice  of  the  Speaker  to 
call  first  upon  one  side  of  the  House  and 
then  upon  the  other,  so  that  each  side 
should  nave  an  opportunity  of  answering 
the  arguments  which  had  been  put  for- 
ward by  their  opponents ;  and  the  time 
when  the  Division  was  to  be  taken  was 
fixed  by  agreement  between  the  two 
Front  Benches.  This,  however,  is  now 
entir^  changed,  and  the  custom  is 
for  Member  after  Member  to  rise 
from  the  same  part  of  the  House  and  to 
repeat  over  and  over  again  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  put  £>r- 
ward  by  previous  speakers,  with  the 
avowed  olnect  of  delaying  the  Division. 
I  do  not  blame  the  Irish  Members ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  say  that  those  who 
represent  the  great  majority  of  the  oou' 
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stitnentnee  of  the  country  have  also 
rights  and  have  also  duties.  We  come 
here  with  a  mission  or  a  mandate,  as  it 
is  the  fashion  to  call  it,  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Members  obtaining  the  object  they 
desire,  and  to  prevent  it  by  any  means 
necessary.  If  they  have  a  right  to 
destroy  the  spirit  of  our  Bules  and 
avail  themselves  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  paralyze  the  action  of 
the  House,  we  have  also  a  right  to  do 
all  we  can  to  restrain  them.  Our  con- 
stituents expect  that  we  shall  do  so ;  and 
if  the  weapons  we  have  hitherto  em- 
ployed are  not  strong  enongh,  it  is  our 
duty  to  see  wherein  they  have  failed,  and 
to  amend  them  so  that  they  shall  fidl  no 
longer.  They  have  no  right  to  blame  us 
if  we  endeavour  to  deprive  them  of  tiie 
weapons  with  which  they  fight  withaview 
to  obtaining  the  victory  which  the  country 
expects  us  to  obtain.  It  is  our  bounden 
duty,  sent  here,  as  we  are,  to  pass  any 
Rule  that  is  necessary  to  enable  the 
House  to  resume  its  control  over  its  own 
Business,  and  to  pass  the  Estimates  and 
laws  as  soon  as  they  have  been  fairly 
d  iscussed ,  without  procrastination  oi 
any  kind  intended  only  to  prevent  the 
House  from  arriving  at  a  decision.  It  is 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  Bule  wbidi 
was  framed  in  18B2  has  failed  altogether. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  lud  Lo- 
thian, who  introduced  baa  oonlassed 
that  it  has  failed ;  and  the  present  Go- 
vernment have  made  a  similar  con- 
fession, because  th^  are  now  endea- 
vonring  to  amend  it.  Then  let  us  ex- 
amine it  thoroughly,  in  order  to  see 
where  it  haa  failed,  and  why  the  Go- 
vernment, on  attempting  to  amend  it, 
are  leaving  the  last  part  of  it  untouched. 
Why  do  they  retain  the  extraordinary 
provision  of  200  Members  and  a  bare 
majority  ?  They  are  making  no  altera- 
tion whatever  in  that  part  of  the  Bule. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  are  simply 
taking  away  the  initiation  of  the  CSiair. 
and  aregiving  to  the  Chair  a  power  of 
veto.  What  I  desire  to  know  is,  why, 
when  the  Government  admit  that  the 
Rule  has  failed,  they  do  not  proceed  to 
amend  it  in  the  partioularB  m  which  it 
has  failed  f  When  a  veapon  fails,  the 
skilful  workman  mends  the  part  whidi 
is  faulty,  and  this  shows  us  which  part 
has  faued,  at  least,  in  his  judgment. 
The  Government  mtut  clearly  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Ohair,  for  the  last  five 
years,  has  not  done  its  duty,  seeing  that 
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that  is  the  only  point  on  which  they 
hare  proceeded  to  amend  the  Bule.  The 
Chair  was  to  do  this — when  he  thought 
that  a  matter  had  been  sufficiently  de- 
bated, and  that  this  was  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House,  it  was  his  duty  to  report 
that  fact  to  the  House,  and,  if  supported 
by  a  majority  of  at  least  201,  the  (uosure 
was  to  w  applied.  But  the  olosure  has 
not  bem  ap^ed  when  wanted ;  and  all 
the  GoTemment  propose  now  is  to  alter 
the  power  uid  duty  of  the  Speaker ;  and 
therefore  it  is  quite  clear  that,  in  the 
view  of  the  GoTemment,  the  Bule  has 
failed  to  have  the  operation  it  was  in- 
tended to  have,  not  because  of  any  diffi- 
culty as  to  the  201,  but  because  the 
Speaker  has  omitted  to  state  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  and  therefore  the 
closure  could  not  be  applied.  The  Qo- 
vermnent  now  propose  to  take  that 
power  out  of  tlie  hands  of  the  Speaker. 
Now,  I  do  not  believe,  for  one  moment, 
that  that  is  the  cause  of  the  failure.  I 
b^eve  that  the  Ghiur  throughout  has 
done  its  duty  ;  and  the  reason  why  he 
has  not  made  the  necessary  declaration 
has  been  that  he  did  not  believe  there 
was  a  majority  of  201.  Our  special 
object  is  to  put  down  anything  in  the 
shape  of  Obstruction,  from  whatever 
quarter  it  comes,  and  to  enable  the 
House  to  obtain  complete  control  over 
its  own  Bnsiness.  Now,  Sir,  when  it  is 
that  this  Obstruction  generally  takes 
jdace  ?  Is  it  in  a  full  House,  when  some 
Vote  of  "Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment is  being  debated,  and  when 
there  happen  to  be  500  or  600  Members 
present  ?  Nothingof  the  kind  ;  but  it 
18  generally  in  a  House  of  200  or  300 
Members.  Therefore,  if  this  Bule  is  to 
be  efFactual  to  do  its  work,  it  ought  to 
be  made  weak  in  a  full  House,  and 
strong  in  a  small  House ;  whereas,  as  it 
now  stands,  it  is  exactly  the  reverse. 
The  dosnie  ma^  be  applied  if  a  c^uorum 
of  200  vote  for  it  and  39  against  it,  and 
the  S^»eaker  would  be  peneotly  right  in 
nfiuing  to  interpose  his  veto  when  he 
found  there  was  a  large  majority  in 
favonr  of  the  closure  and  only  a  small 
minority  against  it ;  but  if  there  are 
40  Members  against  it — one  Member 
happening  to  come  in  at  the  last  moment, 
perhaps  because  he  failed  to  find  a  pair 
— ^Uie  application  of  the  closure  will  be 
prevented.  In  that  case,  there  must  be 
200  Members  in  favour  of  the  closure 
before  it  can  be  applied.   Why  i^ould 
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that  40th  man  have  such  an  enormous 
power  ?  Are  we  to  look  upon  him  as 
the  Fortieth  Stripe  which  the  Jews 
dare  not  give,  or  the  Fortieth  Artide 
which  Theodore  Hook  offered  to  sign, 
and  was  very  nearly  sent  down  by  the 
Dean  of  Christ  Church  for  his  imperti- 
nence ?  What  I  venture  to  propose  is 
an  absolute  3  to  2  majmrity  all  round, 
which  would  make  it  more  easy  to 
apply  the  closure  when  necessary,  espe- 
cially in  a  small  House.  There  are  670 
Members  in  this  House ;  one-half  is  335. 
According  to  the  Government,  there 
must  be  201  in  the  majority,  with  half 
the  House,  or  335  Members  present. 
That  leaves  1S4  in  the  minority ;  and  if 
the  minority  be  anything  between  40  and 
134  it  equally  requires  200  to  beat  them  ; 
but  if  you  adopt  my  proposal,  a  majority 
of  100  would  stop  66;  120  would  stop 
80 ;  150  would  stop  100 ;  and  so  on  until 
you  reach  134,  who  would  require  201 
to  stop  them.  Again,  by  the  Government 
Bule,  301  could  insist  on  the  closure  of 
debate  against  300  who  may  wish  it  to 
continue.  We  know  &om  past  history 
that  it  has  frequently  happened,  in  a 
debate  upon  a  great  question,  when  the 
mind  of  the  country  has  been  aroused, 
the  discussion  which  has  occurred  here 
has  instructed  the  country,  and  caused  a 
considerable  difference  in  a  Division.  If 
the  Government  have  301  supporters, 
it  would  probably  be  worth  their  while 
to  do  all  in  their  power  to  stop  the  de< 
bate  as  quickly  as  possible.  The  Speaker 
is  unable  to  tell  how  many  there  are  in 
the  minority,  because  there  may  be 
Members  lu  the  Smoking  Boom  and  else- 
where who  do  not  think  it  worth  while 
to  come  into  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
debate.  But  there  would  be  a  rush  of 
Membera  when  the  Division  bell  was 
rung,  and  801  would  apply  the  closure 
against  the  wish  of  300  who  desired  it 
to  go  on.  Kow,  I  say  that  that  ia  not 
right,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  300 
should  have  the  power  of  inusting  that 
the  debate  should  go  on.  As  the  Bule 
now  stands,  the  Speaker  must  often  be 
in  a  difficulty  on  a  Motion  being  made 
to  apply  the  olosure.  He  is  doubtful 
whether  he  ought  to  consent  or  not.  In 
the  end,  he  allows  the  Motion  to  be 
put ;  hon.  Members  rush  in,  and  it  is 
carried  by  a  small  majority — say,  201 
to  200.  Such  a  circumstance  as  that 
would,  I  think,  make  the  Speaker 
exceedingly   careful  in  future ;  and 
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he  woold  determine  always  to  inter- 
pose his  veto  unless  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  there  was  a  large  majority  in 
fkvonr  of  the  closure.  "With  ue  Bule 
as  I  propose  to  amend  it  the  Speaker 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind*  because 
he  would  know  that  the  minority  would 
be  able  to  protect  itself  if  large  enough. 
I  am  satisfied  that  if  jou  pass  the 
original  I2ule  you  will,  in  the  end,  have 
tocometomyAmendmeut,  or  something 
like  it.    It  is  said  that  a  bare  majority 
goveres  greater  matters,  and  ought  to 
prevail  in  this  instance.   In  1882  the 
rigbt  hon.  Member  for  Hid  Lothian 
mentioned  five  historical  incidents  to 
show  that  great  majorities  always  had 
their  own  way  in  important  questioDs ; 
but  upon  examination  of  them  it  will 
be  found  that  really  th^  all  tell 
the  other  way.    For  instance,  ae  to 
the  first  which  he  mentioned,  it  is 
true  that  the  Reform  Bill  of  IBSl 
was  carried  by  a  majority  of  1 ;  but  the 
result  of  the  smaUness  of  the  majority 
was  that  the  Goremment  were  unable 
to  make  way  with  it,  and  they  found  it 
necessary  to  dissolve.   The  Iteform  Bill 
of  1B32  was  carried  by  2  to  1.  Small 
majorities  may  be  powerful  to  prevent 
a  particular  thing  from  being  done;  but 
they  are  powerless  to  carry  their  own 
will  in  any  particular  diremon.  Then 
it  is  said  that  a  proportional  majority  is 
a  new-fangled  idea — ^that  it  is  eometmng 
un-English  and  undemocratic.   Now,  in 
the  United  States  of  America  it  takes  a 
majority  of  2  to  1  to  override  the  Presi- 
dent's veto,  or  to  make  a  radical  change 
in  the  law.   In  our  own  country,  in  the 
case  of  Joint  Stock  Oompaoies,  there  is 
a  prop(»ti(»ial  maiority  of  3  to  1  re- 
quired before  any  change  can  be  made ; 
even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  did  not  venture  to 
propose  a  bare  majority  in  the  case  of 
urgency,  and  in  the  very  Kule  before  ns 
200  cannot  beat  199,  and  it  takes  201  to 
beat  40— that  is  to  sav,  5  to  1 ;  so  that 
this  sacred  principle  of  the  bare  majority 
does  not  come  into  force  unless  there  are 
400  Members  present.    It  is,  therefore, 
too  late  to  say  Uiat  it  is  un-Oonstitutional 
to  have  anything  but  a  bare  majorify. 
We  are  told  that  the  Whips  are  against 
it— that  they  know  when  tiiere  are  200 
Members  in  the  House,  but  they  would 
not  know  how  th^  can  count  upon  an 
unknown  Quantity.  Bat  I  aasert.  Sir, 
that  it  ongntnot  be  aqaestioa  of  Whips, 


for  that  fp.rw  it  a  Party  character. 
Unless  the  general  body  of  the  House 
on  both  sides  come  to  a  conclusion  that 
a  debate  ought  to  be  stopped  and  the 
closure  applied  the  debate  ought  to  pro* 
ceed ;  and  I  would  venture  to  point  out, 
as  a  Member  of  a  Party  who,  for  prac- 
tical purposes,  are  in  a  majority,  that 
one  day  or  other  we  may  be  in  a  mi- 
nority, and  may  then  regret  that  it  is  in 
the  power  of  a  bare  majority  to  stop  an 
im^rtant  debate  in  order  to  please  the 
whim  of  a  Government.  The  closure 
ought  never  to  be  made  a  Party  ques- 
tion ;  personsJly,  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  region  of  Party  and 
placed  in  that  of  the  general  good  sense 
of  the  House.  It  may  be  said  that  there 
is  no  danger,  and  that  no  bare  majority 
will  venture  to  use  its  power;  but  I 
strongly  object  to  put  a  weapon  in  the 
hands  of  any  Party  on  the  mere  supposi- 
tion  that  they  will  not  use  it.  Ijet  me 
quote  what  a  high  authority  —  Mr. 
Grattan — aud  in  1792.  He  made  this 
wise  statement — 

"  When  the  liberty  and  Bocnrity  of  tma  Oo- 
Tamment  depend  on  the  hooonr  <^  another,  ths 
one  eonntrj  nti^  have  nuioh  lionoiir,  hot  the 
other  win  have  no  liberty." 

We  are  fairly  warned  as  to  what  ia 
going  to  be  done.  One  hon.  Member 
said  to  me  in  the  Lobby — 

"  I  intend  to  mslte  the  dosnre  as  hard  as  t 
can,  becauM  I  know  that  yon  Tories  wOl  not 
dare  to  nae  it  against  ns,  althoiuh  when  we  are 
in  power  we  will  use  it  as  t^pitly  ss  w«  oan 
against  you." 

And  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh ( Mr.  Ghildera)  said  much  the  same 
openly  in  this  House  a  few  nights  ago. 
He  is  like  the  boy  at  Eton  who,  being  uq. 
mercifully  thraahed  by  his  master,  con- 
soled himself  with  the  reflection,  "When 
I  get  a  fag  of  my  own  won't  I  lick  him.*' 
I  think  we  ought  to  do  what  we  believe 
to  be  right  without  regard  to  what  may 
happen  when  we  get  our  chance.  If  the 
Government  and  their  followers  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Bule  as  it  is  now  placed 
before  them,  and  which,  aa  I  have  snown, 
will  be  useless  for  the  purooae  required, 
and  may  be  turned  to  their  injury  here- 
after, they  may  live  to  regret  it.  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  state  pub- 
licly that  this  is  not  a  Party  question, 
and  that  no  Membw  who  votes  fnr  my 
Amendment  will  be  looked  upon  aa 
voUttg  against  the  GoTomment.  hut 
June  thft  danger  we  are  afraid  of  noif 
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actually  occurred.  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
whose  conduct  we  are  obliged  to  resist 
were  then  as  numerous  as  they  are  now, 
and  it  was  considered  desirable  to  look 
into  the  matter  and  see  whether  the 
Bules  relating  to  closure  were  sufficient 
to  give  the  Honse  the  command  of  its 
own  time  for  Business.  The  Bule  of 
300  Members  and  a  bare  majority  came 
under  the  consideration  of  that  Oom- 
mtttee,  which  was  presided  over  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Ros- 
sendale  (the  Harquess  of  Hartington). 
Oa  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bodmin  Division  of  Oomwall  (Mr. 
Courtney)  the  present  Kule  was  nega- 
tived in  tliat  Committee  without  a  Divi- 
sion. So  bad  was  it  thought  that  not  a 
hand  was  held  up  iu  its  favour,  and 
instead  of  it  two  other  proposals  were 
made,  both  of  which  got  rid  of  the 
200  Members,  and  required  a  propor- 
tional majority  of  either  3  to  2  or  2 
to  1.  The  3  to  2  proposal  only  found  10 
present  in  favour  of  it  And  why?  Be- 
cause 18  Members  present  preferred  the 
proposal  of  2  to  1,  and  that  was  adopted 
in  the  Keport  after  having  received  the 
support  of  a  considerable  number  of  the 
Members  of  that  Committee.  Only  six 
voted  against  it,  and  23,  at  one  time  or 
other,  voted  in  its  favour.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Members  who  served 
upon  that  Committee  were  the  same  as 
certain  hon.  Members  of  this  House ; 
but  I  find  that  the  six  who  opposed 
were  Sir  William  Haroourt — who  was 
in  favour  of  a  bare  majority— Mr.  Cecil 
Baikes — who  was  against  any  closure 
at  aU— Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Leake, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Sexton.  The 
23  who  voted  in  &voar  of  it  were  Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr.  A.  Bass,  Sir 
Midiael  HiokS'Beaoh,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Courtn^, 
Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr.  Duff,  Sir 
James  Fei^^usson,  Mr.  DUlwyn,  Sir  John 
Gorst,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Holms,  Mr. 
Iliingworth,  Sir  John  Mowbray,  Sir 
Kichard  Paget,  the  late  Mr.  Peter 
Bylands,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Craig- 
Sellar,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope, Mr.  Whitley,  and  Mr.  Whitbread. 
Under  the  shelter  of  this  high  authori^, 
I  think  I  am  not  doing  too  much  in  sub- 
mitting this  Amendment  to  the  House. 
I  tmst  that  the  Government  will  make 
it  an  open  qnestion,  and  that  every 
Member  will  vote  atran  it  in  referenoe 
to  ita  nvl  merits,  Jf  that  be  done  I 


shall  not  be  afraid  of  the  result.  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stimds  in  my  name  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Role  1,  line  15,  to  leavs  out  from  the 
word  "  by,"  to  the  end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  a  majority  which  cooeiated 
of  not  less  than  One  Hundred  Members,  and 
which  bore  to  the  minority  the  proportion  of 
three  or  more  to  two."— (Jfr.  Oedgi.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  more  than'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) :  I 
entirely  agree  with  one  of  the  objects 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Gedge) — namely,  that  of  simplifying 
the  arithmetical  puzzle  which  now  exists ; 
but  the  hon.  M!ember  has  complicated 
the  question  by  attaching  to  the  Amend- 
ment aproportional  closure,  to  which,  for 
my  own  part,  I  am  altogether  opposed. 
If  the  Government  are  to  go  back  now 
and  make  a  retrograde  step,  we  shall 
have  bst  all  the  advantage  of  the  last 
three  weeks'  discussion.  Every  speech 
made  by  the  Government  on  these  Bules 
has  been  made  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Bule  is  to  be  founded  upon  simple 
closure,  and  to  that  they  have  remained 
firm,  the  only  case  in  which  they  have 
altered  their  Bule  having  been  where, 
in  accordance  with  the  general  feeling 
of  the  House,  they  omitted  the  previous 
consent  of  the  Speaker  and  substituted 
his  veto.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  turn  their  backs  upon  all 
their  previoiu  ai^uments,  and  therefbre 
it  is  not  necessary  to  go  further  into  the 
question.  I  fullyagree  that  it  is  desirable 
to  get  rid  of  the  arithmetical  puzzle, 
and  that  the  real  reuon  of  the  Bule 
having  proved  useless  has  not  been  the 
action  of  the  Chair,  but  the  fact  of  a 
mtgority  of  200  being  neeeasaiy.  I 
cannot  see  why  40  Members  should 
neutralize  200,  while  301  aro  enough  to 
prevail  against.  SOO.  I  do  not  see  what 
magic  there  is  in  the  number  of  40.  I 
should  prefer  that  we  should  have  a 
simple  closure,  the  necessoiy  quorum 
being  fixed.  The  object  is  to  make  the 
will  of  the  majoritv  prevail,  and  also  to 
prevent  a  snatch  Division  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  should  like  to  see  some  words 
substituted  instead  of  the  arithmetical 
puzzle,  and  I  would  suggest  that  t^e 
majority  should  be  double  the  minori^. 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port will  not  go  to  a  Division,  but  will 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  so  that  we 
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ma^  be  able  to  go  into  the  qnestton  and 
decide  what  the  quorum  should  be.  By 
the  means  which  I  suggest  we  should 
simplify  the  Kule  and  get  rid  of  the 
arithmetical  pu  zzle. 

MB.OLANOT(DublinOo.,N.):  Icau- 
not  help  thinking  that  the  Amendment 
now  under  consideration  is  simply  a 
bogus  Amendment — that  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  proeecuted  seriously,  but 
simply  to  prevent  anotiier  which  stands 
lower  on  the  Paper  from  heing  discussed. 
That  sort  of  tmng  shows  that  what  we 
have  dreaded  is  very  likely  to  occur — 
namely,  ^at  some  irresponsible  Mem- 
ber on  the  other  side  of  the  House  will 
be  found  resorting  to  taotios  not  of  a 
very  creditable  kind  against  a  particular 
seotion  of  the  House.  Whatever  the 
Government  may  think  of  the  matter, 
after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge)  no  doubt  can  be 
enter^ned  as  to  what  is  meant  by  these 
Bules  by  the  hon.  Member  and  those 
with  whom  he  acts.  He  speaks  of  the 
real  foe  to  be  encountered  in  the  matter 
as  the  Irish  Party.  We  have  asserted 
over  and  over  again  that  these  Bules 
are  wholly,  solely,  and  expressly  intended 
to  be  used  against  the  Irish  Party.  Now, 
I  maintain  that  the  Irish  Members,  not- 
withstanding the  charges  of  obstruction 
which  have  been  made  against  them, 
have  not  been  guilty  of  such  obstruc- 
tion as  to  call  for  the  sweeping  censure 
which  would  be  implied  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  ol6ture.  The  admissKme  of 
the  hon.  Member  certainly  make  out  a 
caee.of  resistance  to  these  Bules  which 
I  do  not  think  the  Irish  Members  antici- 
pated would  be  forthcoming  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  majority 
of  the  House,  I  am  a&aid,  will  at  cer- 
tain times  act  unjustly,  very  much  like 
Oalipb  Omar,  when  he  burned  the  Alex- 
andrian Library,  when  he  declared  that 
books  containing  anything  consistent 
with  the  Koran  were  superfluous,  while 
those  which  contained  anything  incon- 
sistent with  the  Koran  were  miechievous. 
It  is  exactly  the  same  case  here.  If  the 
views  of  the  Irish  Members  are  in  accord- 
ance with  those  of  the  Government  they 
are  superfluous,  and  if  not  tiiey  are 
mischievous,  and  should  be  summarily 
disposed  of.  There  is  something  like 
malice  in  the  Buggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stookpcot — that  the  Sule 
should  be  further  strengthened,  so  that 
it  may  strike  us  more  heavily  when  we 
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are  in  a  minority.  He  knows  very  well 
that  we  shall  always  be  in  a  minority, 
and.  thwefore,  it  will  be  constantly  ap* 

plied  to  ufl,  while  it  will  never  be  allowed 
to  hurt  the  Tory  Party  when  they  are  in. 
a  minority. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TEEA- 
STJET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  shall  not  follow  hon. 
Members  in  attempting  to  vindicate  the 
closure  as  a  Bule,  or  the  necessity  for 
the  closure.  I  think  the  House  has  had 
enough  of  that  argument.  I  will,  how- 
ever, express  a  hope  that  in  the  remain- 
ing discussions  the  House  may  be  en- 
aUed  to  confine  itself  to  the  particular 
Amendment  nndor  debate,  and  that  it 
will  not  be  diverted  into  the  considera- 
tion of  other  questions  which  have  been 
decided  over  and  over  again  by  majori- 
ties of  the  House.  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Gedge)  will  not  think  that  I  am  wanting 
in  respect  for  him  if  I  fail  to  notice  his 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  closure.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  made  an  elaborate  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  a  different  system  of 
closure  from  that  which  the  Gbvemmeot 
propose.  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  made  an 
argument  which,  considering  the  figures 
which  should  be  applied  to  closure  tn  the 
first  instance,  and  supposing  there  had 
been  no  system  of  closure  in  existence 
might  not  have  been  considered  by  tiie 
House  with  great  odvantoge;  but  the 
House  is  not  in  such  a  position.  It 
must  be  understood  thai  the  GJovem- 
ment,  in  proposing  this  Bule  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  have  based 
it  upon  certain  conditions  in  a  Division, 
under  the  belief  that  those  conditions 
are  necessary  to  secure  the  complete 
liberties  of  the  House — tho  liberties  of 
the  minority  as  well  as  the  rights  of  the 
majority — and  that  any  departure  from 
the  principle  upon  which  this  Kule  is 
based,  as  far  as  Divisions  are  concerned, 
would  not  be  an  act  of  good  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  the 
House  itself.  My  hon.  Friend  has  asked 
the  Gktvemment  to  leave  this  matter  an 
open  c[uestion,  and  not  to  make  it  a  Party 
question.  Throughout  these  debates  I 
think  I  have  made  it  dear  to  the  House 
that  the  subject  of  closure  is  not  re- 
garded as  a  Party  question.  Ithasbem 
my  duty  to  press  this  Bule  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  because  1  have  been 
placed  in  a  position  which  rendered  it 
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imperative  that  I  should  submit  condi- 
tions which  are  thought  necesaary  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.  I  may  recall  to  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  I  stated  clearly  and 
distinctly  that  the  Bule  is  not  a  Party 
questioD,  although  it  is  a  matter  which 
we  consider  to  be  neceasaiy  and  Impera- 
tire  for  the  conduct  of  the  Business  of 
the  House.  If  any  hon.  If  ember  is  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  of  course,  he 
is  quite  at  liberty  to  vote  for  it ;  but,  as 
a  Member  of  the  GoTemment,  I  am 
bound,  as  being  responsible  above  all 
for  the  conduct  of  this  particular  debate, 
to  be  no  party  to  chan^ng  the  principle 
of  the  Kule.  My  hon.  Friend  laid  stress 
on  the  fact  that  the  40th  man,  under  the 
Bute,  will  enjoy  a  power  and  influence 
n^bich  are  undue  and  improper ;  but 
under  no  circumstances  can  we  get  rid  of 
the  extraordinary  power  wo  are  obliged 
to  give  to  that  one  man.  If  there  is  no 
40th  man,  there  will  be  in  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend  some  man  who  wiU 
have  precisely  the  same  influence.  My 
hon.  friend  object  s  to  the  condition  that 
if  there  are  more  fhaa  39  Members  who 
vote  in  one  way,  there  must  be  more  than 
100  who  vote  the  other;  but,  under  his 
Amendmenti  he  requires  that  more  than 
139  should  vote  in  order  to  close  the 
debate. 

Mb.  GEDGE  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  He  is  taking  the 
difference  between  the  majority  and  the 
minority  under  the  Bulo,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose anything  of  the  kind ;  but  I  provide, 
whenever  the  majority  is  in  the  propor- 
tion  of  3  to  3,  it  shall  have  the  power  of 
closure. 

Me.  AV.  H.  smith  :  The  Bule  pro- 
vidoa  that  when  the  minority  is  less  than 
40  the  majority  shall  be  more  than  100, 
and  unless  the  100th  Member  can  be 
foand  the  awlication  of  the  closure  will 
be  pTOTentftd.  It  is  scarcely  neceesaiy 
for  me  to  refer  to  the  Amendment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  QroatGrimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  intends 
to  propose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objects  to  the  existing  Bule  because  of 
the  arithmetical  puzzle  it  involves.  If 
it  be  a  puzzle,  it  is  one  with  which  the 
House  is  familiar.  The  Choir  has  not 
always  been  informed  as  to  whether 
there  were  really  200  Members  in  the 
House  who  were  prepared  to  support 
the  closure,  and  I  have  myself  always 
MOB  th«  extceme  diffiooU;  by  which  the 


Chair  would  he  eurroundod  in  the 
attempt  to  ascertain  whether  that  was 
the  case  or  not.  From  that  responsi- 
bility  the  Chair  under  this  Bule  will,  to 
a  great  extent,  be  relieved,  as  the 
responsibiHty  will  be  cost  on  the  Mem- 
ber  who  proposes  to  apply  the  closure. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  I  trust  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  rest  content  with 
having  raised  the  question,  and  will 
spare  the  House  the  necessity  of  going 
to  a  Division  on  a  subject  upon  which 
it  has  already  expressed  a  condnsive 
opinion. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  do  not  know  that  I  should  feel  inclined 
to  object  to  the  first  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  in  regard  to  the  last  part  I  do 
not  think  the  Amendment  is  fair,  or 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  succeeded  in 
making  it  dear  to  the  House  that  it  is 
one  which  ought  to  he  accepted.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  indulged  in  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  invective  against 
the  Irish  Party,  and  has  accused  us  of 
making  the  same  speeches  over  and  over 
again  for  the  purpose  of  obstruction. 
No  more  unfounded  charge  was  ever 
made,  for  we  have  always  been  extremely 
careful  not  to  repeat  speeches  made  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  At  the  same 
time  I  may  point  out  that  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man consisted  of  an  abstract  of  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance).  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
I  have  given  Notice  of  a  further  Amend- 
ment to  that  Amendment  to  leave  out 
at  the  end  "two"  and  insert  "one" 
with  the  view  of  securing  what  I  believe 
would  be  a  better  safeguard  for  the 
rights  of  minorities.  The  Bule,  as  it 
s^and8,  undoubtedly  does  tell  in  favour 
of  small  minorities,  and  it  outs  against 
large  minorities.  I  believe  it  will 
always  be  the  dedre  of  Parliiunent  to 
protect  small  minorities,  and  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  Chair  in  all  oases  to 
have  regard  to  the  rights  of  minorities, 
and  especially  of  small  minorities.  I 
will  not  travel  over  the  important  part 
which  small  minorities  have  played  in 
this  House  in  past  times.  It  would  only 
be  tiresome  to  recite  the  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  small  minorities,  by 
their  perseverance,  activity,  and  some- 
times by  their  doggedness,  have  suo- 
ceeded  in  bringing  about  useful  reforms 
and  alterations  of  the  law.  Large 
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minorities  are  generally  able  to  protect 
themselves,  and  a  Uinister  voala  hesi* 
tate  to  apply  the  closure  to  them.  I 
have  myself,  therefore,  put  down  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport's  Amendment,  the 
object  of  which  is  to  require  that  the 
majority  which  is  to  be  able  to  enforce 
the  closure  should  never  be  less  than  in 
the  proportion  of  3  to  1.  That,  I  think, 
would  be  perfectly  fair.  It  has  been 
repeatedly  said  by  hon.  Members  who 
are  destitute  of  solid  argumisnt  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  would  degene- 
aate  into  anardhy  unless  we  adopt  a  most 
drastic  Olosure  Enle ;  but  I  maintoin 
that  the  Ohair  is  already  fully  capable 
of  preventing  such  a  state  of  things, 
rnd  I  assert  that  during  the  last  five 
years  there  has  been  nothing  in  the 
nature  of  obstruction  on  tiie  ^axt  of  the 
Irish  Members,  either  in  Committee  of 
Supply  or  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Bills. 

Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  support 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  for 
the  reason  that  the  Bule  is  far  better  as 
it  stands  than  it  would  be  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Qedge),  and  I  protest 
against  that  hon.  Member — who  is  re- 
sponsible for  having  put  upon  the  Paper 
bogus  and  decidedly  obstructive  Amend- 
ments—charging anyone  on  these 
Benches  with  obstruction.  I  would  re- 
mind him  ih&t  an  ounce  of  practice  is 
worth  a  pound  of  theory.  We  have  had 
to  comnlain  of  the  conspiracy  of  silence 
on  the  Front  Bench  opposite. 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  subject  under  discussion 
is  that  of  numbers.  It  would  be  more 
regular,  therefore,  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  confine  himself  to  that  Ques- 
tion. 

Me.  FLTNN:  I  wish  to  support  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tyrone.  The  Cloture  Bule 
is  intended  to  put  down  obstruction 
and  deliberato  prolixity,  and  it  will  be 
apparent  to  the  whole  House  that  if 
were  be  obstruction  and  prolixity  of  de- 
bate a  large  number  of  Members  will 
recognise  uie  fact,  and  that  tiiere  will 
be  no  difficulty,  under  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  in  voting  down  those 
who  may  be  anxious  to  prolong  a  dis- 
cussion beyond  what  tho  majority  think 
fair.  In  a  House  of  400  Membera,  if 
300  tiiink  a  discussion  has  lasted  long 
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enough,  they  will  be  able  to  close  that 
discussion. 

Mb.    EDWARD  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  maintain  that  if  we  act  on 
the  principle  of  the  cloture  we  should 
always  require  it  to  be  applied  by  a  bare 
majority  in  a  full  House.    The  reatrio- 
tious  which  it  is  sought  to  place  upon 
the  application  of  the  cloture  are  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  it  being  done  by 
a  snatch  voto,  and  it  certainly  seems  to 
me  that  the  safest  thing  to  do  is  to  insist 
that  the  number  of  Members  neeeoaaiy 
to  enforce  the  cloture  shall  be  such  that 
there  will  be  no  fear  of  the  dfiture  b«ng 
applied  to  a  minoii^  wluch  would  be  a 
m^ori^  in  a  full  House.  In  a  House 
of  SOO  you  would  have  a  majority  of 
300  to  voto  down  200  under  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman 
opposite ;  but  that  would  always  save 
the  regular  Opposition,  and  I  maintain 
that  if  the  cloture  is  to  be  adopted  by 
the  House,  it  should  be  adopted  fairly. 
The  principle  should  be  laid  down  that 
the  will  of  a  bare  majority  in  a  full 
House  should  prevail,  and  there  should 
be  no  arrangement  made  to  save  a  cer- 
tain Party  or  section  of  Members  in  the 
House.   The  hon.  Member  wants  his 
Amendment  as  a  possible  protection  for 
the  Gonserv^ve  Party.   Can  he,  then, 
quarrel  witii  us  for  seeking  protection 
ior  a  much  weaker  Par^  ?  If,  in  the 
future,  the  T017  Party  is  in  the  minority, 
it  will  always  be  a  minority  of  more 
than  200,  and  it  will  have  a  great  Party 
outside  to  appeal  to.   I  submit  that  U 
you  require  a  majority  of  three  to  one 
to  enforce  the  cloture,  it  will  be  perfectiy 
competent  for  the  House  to  Bifence  the 
Irish  Members.   I  do,  however,  think 
it  only  fair  that  whenever  the  House  is 
full,  it  should  have  the  power  of  closing 
its  debates  by  a  bare  majority.  Tho 
desire  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
is  to  so  arrange  the  cloture  that  it  may 
be  used  against  the  Irish  Members,  but 
ag^st  no  one  else.   Of  course,  a  la^e 
minority  such  as  would  bear  the  pro- 
portion of  two  to  three  would  always 
be  able  to  protect  itseU  in  this  House, 
and  will  always  have  an  appeal  to  a 
sympathetic  country;  but  the  minority 
which  we  seek  to  protect  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  one  which  is 
not  protected  by  public  opinion  in  this 
country — although,  no  doubt,  it  has 
public  opinion  at  its  back  in  Iroland. 
The  infiueniM  of  that  Party  is  discounted 
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by  this  House.  Wa  desire  for  it,  there- 
fore, the  shield  of  the  Eules  of  the 
Souse.  I  appeal  in  a  spirit  of  fair  play 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  say 
to  them  that  when  they  seek  to  apply  a 
limitation  they  ought  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple to  its  lei^timate  conclusion.  I 
would  appeal  to  hon.  Members  noT  on 
tike  Opposition  side  of  tiie  House  who 
liold  strong  views  with  regard  to  the 
cloture,  and  I  would  tell  them  they 
would  do  well  to  vote  with  us  on  this 
Amendment,  for  the  reason  that  they 
would  be  voting  against  the  principle  of 
protecting  the  minority  of  the  future. 
What  the  House  ought  to  do  is  to  protect, 
not  large  minorities — which'are  capable 
of  proteoting  themselves — but  small  ones. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  (Mayo,  W.) :  I  also  de- 
sire to  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone. 
According  to  the  proposal  of  the  Bale, 
for  tiie  first  ^e  in  me  history  of  Par- 
liamentary debate,  the  minraity  would 
be  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  majority. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Btodqmrt  would  probably  be  less 
objectionable  than  the  Bule  as  it  stands, 
but  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  H.  Kenny)  would  make  it  possible 
for  a  small  minority  to  make  itself  heard, 
whilst,  at  the  same  time,  preventing  a 
email  minority  from  wrecking  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House.  Without  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Irish  Parfy  would  be  utterly  powerless, 
if  all  the  English  Parties  should  com- 
bine for  the  purpose  of  dosing  the  de- 
bate and  preventing  us  from  making 
ourselves  heard.  It  would  be  impossible 
for  85  or  86  Members  to  continue  a  de- 
bate in  the  House  for  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  lon^  than  the  House  generally 
desired,  if  the  Opposition  joined  with 
the  Ooremment  in  enforcing  the  ddture. 
I  have  no  doubt  that.every  Englishman, 
whether  belonging  to  the  Government 
or  the  Opposition,  and  however  much  in 
sympathy  with  a  certain  section  of 
Members,  would  put  his  foot  down  to 

Srerent  the  degradation  of  the  House  by 
rivolous  discussion  and  obstruction.  11 
Bodical  Members  in  this  House  once 
thought  that  the  Irish  Party  were  intro- 
ducing Motions  and  carrying  on  a  dis- 
cnsnon  for  obstructive  purposes,  they 
would  not,  I  am  sure,  have  the  least 
bevtalJOti  id  CDaloscing  vfth  th«  Go- 
nRuaent  in  order  to  prarent  the  carry- 
OB  «f  ihowe  tsotioi*   Whether  you 
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have  a  majority  of  three  to  two  or  three 
to  one  can  make  very  litUe  difference  to 
the  Government  of  this  country.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  acknowledges 
that  the  Irish  Members  have  been  sent 
here  by  the  people  of  Ireland  in  order 
to  discharge  a  certain  duty,  and  that  we 
consider  ourselves  conscientiously  bound 
to  discharge  that  duty.  But  he  says  the 
House  of  Commons  cannot  afford  time 
to  listen  to  us,  and  that  that  is  the  reason 
he  brings  forward  his  Amendment.  He 
thinks  it  desirable  to  close  the  mouths 
of  the  Irish  people.  Well,  I  do  not 
think  a  declaration  of  that  kind  can  do 
the  hon.  Gentleman  any  good.  I  am 
sure  the  Government  do  not  feel  obb'ged 
to  him  for  showing  his  hand  in  that  way. 
However,  I  trust  the  House  will  not 
assent  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment, but  will  carry  the  modiScation 
suggested  bymy  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tyrone. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.):  I  can 
scarcely  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  upon  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  introduced  his  Amendment,  which 
simply  accentuates  exdusion^^iu  ddture . 
We  have  a  Conservative  Party  made  up 
of  320  Members,  and  the  Whips  of  that 
Party  are  required  to  look  after  little 
more  than  half  that  number  to  put  down 
the  Irish  Party.  Looking  at  the  fact 
that  in  a  short  time  we  shall  have  a 
Coercion  Bill  before  us,  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  which  will  be  sufficient  to  call 
from  Irish  Members  a  demand  that  they 
shall  have  a  hearing,  we  cannot  fail  to 
observe  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  will  give  power 
to  a  small  part  of  the  House  to  stop 
Irish  Uemfaers  from  making  their  re- 
presentations. The  hon.  Member  let 
the  cat  out  of  the  bag  when  he  declared 
that  we  had  usurped  the  time  of  the 
House.  We  know  from  perusal  of  the 
records  that  obstruction  has  come  mainly 
from  the  CottBervative  sido  of  the  House. 
I  have  a  Hetum  of  the  number  of 
Adjournment  Motions  moved  in  the 
House  of  Commons  for  several  years 
past,  and  I  find  that  out  of  a  total  of  27 
such  Motions  the  Conservative  Party 
have  moved  no  less  than  13,  whilst  there 
have  come  from  these  Benches  only  four. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  confining  himself  to  the  Question 
of  the  proposition  of  three  or  more  to 
two  by  which  it  is  propoaed  ity^^t^^'ml 
cl6tun. 
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Mb.  CONWAY  :  I  am  adducing  this 
as  an  iliustration. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  altogether  ir- 
relevant to  the  Bubject  under  diacuaaion. 

Mb.  CONWAT  :  Then,  I  will  purauo 
the  argument  vith  regard  to  the  num- 
bera  relatively.  I  contend  that  this 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port is  intended  as  a  weapon  to  stifle 
our  voices.  As  the  BepresentatiTe  of 
an  Irish  constituencyt  sent  here  to  ex- 
press tbe  grievances  <k  the  Irish  people, 
I  shall  resist  to  the  very  utmost  the 
Amendmento{tliehon.Hemberfor  Stock- 
port, and  shall  give  all  the  support  I  can 
to  the  suggested  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Tyrone, 
which  eeeka  to  make  the  majority  at 
least  three  to  one.  Seeing  that  the 
Conservative  Party  consists  of  320  Mem- 
bers, and  that  they  have  declared  over 
and  over  again  that  it  is  their  intea- 
tion  to  stifle  our  voices,  I  think  that 
this  three  to  one  is  not  a  very  great  con- 
cession for  tbem  to  mnke  us.  I  appeal 
to  the  House  to  support,  so  far  as  the 
sense  of  fair  play  demands,  the  sugges- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (liveroool, 
Scotland) :  The  controvert  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  one  with 
which  hon.  Members  who  were  in  the 
last  Parliament  must  be  familiar.  It 
will  be  rememdered  that  when  the 
question  of  Procedure  was  before  the 
House  in  1882,  the  Tor^r  Parly  brought 
forward  a  Motion  practically  the  same 
as  that  now  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport.  That  Motion  would  have 
substituted  a  cloture  by  two-thirds  for  a 
cloture  by  a  bare  majority.  The  ques- 
tioa  was  ably  discussed  by  the  Irish 
Members,  and  there  were  some  among 
thorn  who  thought  there  was  something 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  such  a  form  of 
cloture.  I  think,  however,  that  if  there 
is  to  bo  a  cloture  it  should  be  one  that 
should  apply  equally  to  all  Parties  and 
Bcclions  m  this  House.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  thinks  that  you  might 
leave  untrammelled  licence  to  the  par- 
ticular Party  he  is  associated  with,  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  down  a  section 
of  this  House  to  which  he  did  not 
scruple  to  make  pointed  and  definite 
allusion.  That  is  the  objection  we  have 
been  making  all  along.  vVe  have  stated 
that  that  will  be  the  effect  of  the  cloture, 
and  it  has  been  denied  over  and  over 
again  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Now,  at 
the  close  of  the  discussion,  we  have  the 
cat  let  out  of  the  basket  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  tells  us  that  the  cloture 
is  intended  to  operate  against  us.  Tbe 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  to  prevent  the  cloture  being 
applied  at  all  unless  there  happened  to 
be  more  than  100  Members  present,  and 
the  second  result  would  be  that  if  yon 
had  100  Membera  present  yon  could 
only  put  them  down  by  a  majority  of 
160,  and  if  you  had  a  minori^of  200 
the  cloture  could  ooljr  be  uplied  by  a 
majority  of  300.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  prevent  the 
application  of  the  dotnre  to  any  £M;Ush 
political  Party.  The  Gonservanve  f  arty 
possesses  31B  Members,  which  does  not 
give  them  a  majority  in  the  House. 
Under  the  Kule  they  could  be  put  down 
if,  on  a  Dirision,  there  were*  319  in 
favour  of  the  cluture  ;  but  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  were  to  be 
adopted,  it  would  require  1 00  more  Mem- 
bers than  there  are  in  the  House  to  apply 
the  cloture  to  that  Party,  which  I  sul^ 
mit  is  a  reductio  ad  abturdum.  If  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendment  were  to 
pass,  the  Conservative  Party  would  be 
protected  under  all  circumstances,  even 
if  it  were  in  Opposition.  The  plain, 
elemontary  question  the  House  has  to 
decide  is  this :  Whether  it  is  in  favour 
of  a  cloture  which  will  put  down  any 
minority  that  wants  to  override  the  wish 
and  deure  of  the  majority,  or  whether 
it  wants  to  confine  the  cluture  to  a  single 
section  and  nationality  in  the  House? 
On  such  a  question  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing there  should  be  no  difference  of 
opinion,  except,  perhaps,  amongst  a  few 
irreclaimable  and  irreconcilable  Tories. 
I  trust  that  when  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  put  to  the  House  it 
will  be  rejected,  not  only  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  £he  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  but  by  the  majority  on  tiiis 
side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  henry  H.FOWLEEfWver^ 
hampton,  E.):  I  trust  that  tne  dear 
declaration  inade  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  will  tend  t)  redooe  the 
number  of  Amendments  on  this  Bole. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
that  he  has  acted  all  through  these  dis- 
cussions in  perfect  good  faith,  and  that 
the  Government  feel  bound  to  adhere  to 
the  remaiuing  portion  of  the  Bule  aa  it 
stands.  A  (^od  many  hon.  Membeci 
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liaTO  expressed  views  and  recorded  rotes 
on  former  parts  of  the  Bule  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  QoTemment  intend  to 
adhere  to  the  quorum  mentioned  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Bule.  Whether  the 
Beleotion  in  that  latter  part  of  the  Bule  is 
the  best  one  possible  I  do  not  know ; 
but  I  deny  that  it  is  an  arithmetical 
puzzle.  We  may,  by  breaking  down 
these  figures,  extend  this  already  pro- 
trauted  discussion  to  an  intenmnable 
length.  I  think,  with  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  that  any  alteration  of  this 
part  of  the  Kule  will  be  a  departure 
from  principle,  and  will  tend  to  increase 
the  number  of  Amendments. 

Queetion  put,  and  ojfrud  to. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  line  IG,  to 
leave  out  "Two  Hundred,"  and  insert 
*>  Three  Hundred."  This  House  is  full 
in  the  evenings  from  half-past  4  o'clock 
to  half-past  7,  and  empty  from  about 
half-post  7  to  half-past  10  or  11;  and 
what  we  want  to  guard  against  is,  the 
application  of  the  doture  in  the  absence 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  House,  and 
at  a  moment  when  the  House  is  not  pre- 
pared for  the  Question  of  the  cloture. 
The  cldturo  is  a  thing  which,  in  its 
essence,  demands  preparation,  and  ought 
to  preclude  surprise.  In  its  very  essence, 
according  to  its  most  earnest  advocates, 
it  is  a  thing  which  ought  to  be  applied, 
not  by  an  accidental  majority  at  a  par- 
ticular moment  for  the  purpose  of  win- 
ning a  chance  triumph,  but  should  be  an 
instrument  permanently  iu  the  hands  of 
the  majority  for  ruling  the  Business  of 
the  House,  with  due  regard  to  minori- 
ties and  with  due  notice  to  them.  We 
desire  to  prevent  hon.  Members,  in  mo- 
ments of  Party  passion,  snatching  a 
victory  from  Gentlemen  who  are  napre- 
parod  to  meet  the  Question  of  cluture. 
It  will  be  easy  for  on  hon.  Member  who 
intends  to  move  the  cldtare  to  give 
Notice  to  the  Whip  of  his  Party,  and  it 
would  be  easy  for  that  Whip  to  have 
200  Members  m  the  House  at  10  o'clock, 
to  take  other  Parties  by  surprise  and 
carry  the  cluture.  What  we  fear  is, 
that  Members  will  be  able,  as  the  Beso- 
iution  now  stands,  to  carry  the  cluture 
by  a  eotip  de  main.  I  am  not  going  be- 
yond the  bounds  of  propriety  when  X 
say  that  you  can  imagine  hon.  Members 
doing  a  thing  like  that.  If  I  myself 
bad  •  Bill  before  the  Honse,  aad  found 


hon.  Members  endeavouring,  by  foul 
means,  to  obstruct  the  verdict  of  the 
majority,  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
giving  them  a  bit  of  a  surprise  by  mov- 
ing the  cloture,  and  I  should  be  able  to 
do  it  by  the  means  I  have  pointed  out. 
This  state  of  things  wiU  be  provided 
against  by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment I  propose.  I  would  point  out 
since  the  new  Parliament,  there  have 
almost  always  been  200  Oonserratiire 
Members  in  this  House.  The  Go- 
vemment  are  compelled,  under  stress 
of  circamstances,  to  have  a  largo 
number  of  Members  present  during 
the  dinner  hour,  and  the  result  wiU 
be,  if  the  Bule  passes  in  Its  present 
form,  that  they  will  always  be  in  a 
position  to  carry  a  Cloture  Besolution 
even  between  half-past  7  and  half-past 
10  o'clock,  when  uie  Members  of  the 
Opposition  are  dining,  are  at  the  theatre, 
or  are  somewhere  else  than  in  the  House 
of  Oommons.  We  should  not  allow  a 
fleeting  majority  to  carry  the  cloture. 
Of  course,  speaking  at  20  minutes  to  3 
o'clock  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon,  I 
find  it  somewhat  difficmt  to  oonvinoe 
hon.  Members  that  there  may  be  occa* 
sions  on  which  hon.  Members  may  be 
carried  away  in  a  whirlwind  of  Far^ 
passion.  The  sacred  dulness  of  the  pre- 
sent hour  is  rather  an  obstacle  to  getting 
hon.  Members  to  contemplate  such  a 
btate  of  things ;  but  hon.  Members  who 
have  been  in  the  House  at  12  o'clock  at 
night,  at  the  dose  of  a  long  debate, 
know  that  we  not  unfrequently  find  a 
large  number  of  Members  anxious  for 
one  thing,  and  one  thing  only— namely, 
to  bring  the  discussion  to  an  end  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  The  result  of 
my  Amendment  would  be  this— that 
during  an  important  discussion  the 
cloture  would  never  be  applied  antU 
everybody  said — "  We  ore  heart  sick  of 
this — the  question  has  been  adequately 
disoussed.  therefore  let  ns  now  take  a 
Division."  The  ddtttre  would  in  that 
way  be  applied  on  a  day  and  at  a  period 
of  the  evening  when  Members  were  in 
the  House  to  take  part  in  the  Division. 
The  cloture  would  never,  under  almost 
any  circumstances,  be  applied  until  the 
Whips  of  the  Ministerial  Part^  said — 
"  This  is  the  night  for  the  Division,  and 
this  is  the  ni^ht  on  which  you  must  be 
in  your  place  in  the  House  of  Oommons." 
If  you  enable  Uie  cloture  to  be  applied 
in  ft  tUa  House,  you  will  make  it  a 
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matter  of  odium.  You  lessen  the  odium 
by  broadening  the  respouBibility,  and 
yon  broaden  the  responsibility  by  having 
tiie  Motion  for  oldture  supported  by  300 
instead  of  200  Members,  which  may  be 
little  more  than  half  a  Ministerial  ma- 
jority. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  "  Two  Hundred,"  in  order  to 
insert  "  Three  Hundred."— (Jfr.  T.  P. 
<y  Connor.) 

QuestioQ  proposed, "  That '  Two  Hun- 
dred' stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  OKAIG  SELLAE  (Lanarkshire, 
Fartiok) :  As  an  Amendment,  which 
stands  next  on  the  Paper,  is  in  my  name, 
and  is,  in  the  first  part  of  it,  identical 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  I  think  I  may  save  the  time 
of  the  Hoase  if  I  now  say  what  I  wish 
to  say  in  defence  of  my  Amendment.  I 
observe,  however,  a  discrepancy  between 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  two  Front  Benches,  which 
might,  perhaps,  be  explained  before  we 
proceed  further.  I  nndnratood  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
to  say  that  he  would  sanction  no  depar- 
ture from  the  prinoiple  of  the  existing 
Bale,  and  that  seemed  to  me  a  very  rea- 
sonable statement  to  make.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
"Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
put  what  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  gloss  on 
the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  because  he  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  any 
change  in  the  Bule  would  be  a  depar- 
ture from  principle.  I  certainly  did  not 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  to  say  that.  I 
hi^e  I  am  rieht  in  what  I  imagined— 
namdy,  thatlie  said  he  would  sanction 
no  departure  from  the  prinoiple  of  the 
Bule. 

Thb  first  lord  or  thb  TREA- 
BUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better  that  I  should  intervene  at  this 
moment.  I  cannot,  of  course,  bind  the 
House;  but  I  am  responsible  for  the 
proposal  which  I  made.  I  consider  thst 
the  figures  as  they  stand  on  the  Paper 
are  figures  that  bind  me.  I  am  per- 
Bonally  bound  to  ask  the  House  to  ad- 
here to  the  Rule  as  I  proposed  it ;  and 
the  debate  has  procee  ded  upon  the  as- 
sumption that  1  shall  adhere  to  those 
figures.   I  have  used  the  word  "pin- 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cotmor 


ciple,"  and  the  hon.  Member  is  at  liberfy, 
from  his  point  of  view,  to  attach  to  thai 
word  the  interpretation  he  has  done. 
Individually,  while  I  cannot  bind  the 
House,  I  am  bound  by  the  figures  I 
have  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Mb.  ORAIG  SELLAB:  I  am  glad. 
Sir,  that  this  pmnt  is  deued  up ;  and 
now  I  understand  that,  though  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  considers  hinuelf  per- 
sonally bound  to  the  nnmhera  on  the 
Paper,  his  followers  need  not  oonaider 
themselves  bound.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  some,  at  least,  of  them  will  vote 
with  me  for  my  Amendment.  The 
object  of  that  Amendment  is  to  reduce 
the  necessary  quorum.  I  hope  that  those 
who  agree  with  me  that  the  quorum 
ought  to  he  less  than  200  will  support 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  Houss 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  200, 
and  will  then  support  me  in  inserting  a 
lesser  number— say  120,  as  I  propose, 
or  1 40  if  that  number  is  preferred.  Th.ere 
is  no  particular  prinmple  in  200,  m^Bm 
it  is  that  it  is  fire  times  40.  It  is  a 
number — a  round  nmnber— taken  very 
much  at  hapluuiard  and  without  con- 
sideratioD,  and  we  have  great  authority 
against  it.  In  1882  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  said  it  was  pushing  thinpis  very 
far  indeed  in  the  way  of  protecting  the 
minority  to  sanction  so  large  a  quorum 
as  200,  and  has  not  experience  proved 
him  right  ?  Until  the  other  nignt  the 
closure  has  been  applied  only  once  by 
the  Speaker,  and  that  was  in  Febmazy, 
1885,  when  a  debate  involving  a  Yote 
of  Oeosure  on  the  Government  on  ac- 
count of  its  Egyptian  policy  was  in- 
terrupted by  a  &bate  on  the  conduct  of 
a  policeman  named  Murphy.  The 
closmg  of  the  latter  debate  was  anp- 
ported  by  207  against  46,  so  that  a 
collapse  was  prevented  by  only  seven 
votes.  From  that  time  the  Rule  has 
been  practically  a  dead  letter,  never 
applied  by  the  Chairman,  and  only 
once  by  the  Speaker.  The  reasons  are 
— ^first,  because  the  initiative  has  rested 
with  the  Ohair ;  and,  secondly,  because 
so  large  a  quorum  was  requued.  The 
first  has  happily  been  overcome.  The 
responsibility  has  been  removed  from 
the  Chair,  because  the  responsibility  of 
the  veto  is  a  mere  feather-weight  com- 
pared with  the  responsibility  of  the 
initiation.  That  part  of  the  cause  of 
failure  is  at  an  end.  Bat  the  large 


Digitized  by 


Google 


46»  (kukic/ 


{l^ABCH  16,  1887} 


Proeedurt).  470 


quorum  of  200  remains.    It  is  true 
that  on  ^ftt  oooasions  there  would 
be  no  dimoulty  in  bringing  up  200 
Members ;  but  it  is  not  on  great  occa- 
sions  that  Obstruction  is  really  rife.  On 
ordinary  oocasions,  as  in  Committee  on 
a  dull  Bill  and  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session,  it  is  difficult  to  keep  together 
200  Members  of  the  same  wa^  of  think- 
ing.  The  close  of  the  Session  is  the 
time  when  the  Government  wants  to 
get  on  with  its  Business,  and  when  in 
order  to  do  so  it  has  to  make  compro- 
mises to  depart  from  its  policy,  and,  so 
to  speak,  to  "  square  "  Members.   It  is 
then  that  it  ia  difficult  to  get  200  Mem- 
bers to  join  in  stoj^ng  a  debate.  Well, 
Sir,  how  are  we  to  meet  the  difficulty  ? 
By  a  simple  process — reduce  the  quorum. 
The  bon.  Member  does  not  wish  to  meet 
the  difficulty ;  he  wishes  to  increase  it. 
He  would  make  the  qaorum  larger.  I 
would  make  it  smaller ;  and  if  the  House 
agrees  to  my  proposal — if  it  strikes  out 
200  and  inserts  120  or  140— the  diffi- 
culty will  be  met.    Bat  the  niunber 
in  the  clause  makes  it  a  dead  letter. 
You  are  forging  an  important  weapon, 
which,  as  the  matter  stands,  will  be 
ineffective  except  on  great  occasions — 
yoa  are  puttins;  a  button  at  the  point  of 
your  npier.    It  is  said  that  tyrannical 
majorities  will  rush  measures  through 
the  House,  and  that  the  minorities  will 
not  be  protected.    We  have  most  care- 
fully protected  minorities  by  the  words 
ins^tod  in  the  Bule  a  few  nights  ago, 
and  by  the  duty  of  the  Ohair  to  protect 
their  rights  from  infringement ;  but  we 
have  a  still  greater  protection  against 
the  majority  rushing  to  a  Division  in 
the  opinion  out-of-doors;  and,  that  being 
so,  1  think  everyone  will  admit  that 
minorities  are  in  no  danger  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bule.  It  has  been  said, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  there  might  be 
occasions  when  the  majority  are  asleep 
on  which  the  minority  would  be  able  to 
snatch  a  Division ;  but  there  are,  how- 
em,  very  watchful  guardians  whose 
duty  it  is  to  see  that  the  majority  are 
not  taken  at  a  disadvantage  in  that 
way.   But  there  is  a  danger  that,  un- 
less we  make  this  closure  effective  by 
reducing  the  quorum  to  130  or  150,  so 
that  it  can  be  used  on  ordinary  occa- 
sions, the  House  will  not  recover  its 
character  for  dealing  in  a  business-like 
way  with  the  Business  of  the  oountrpr. 
I  QortaiDly  hope  that  the  House  will 


agree  that  it  is  desirable  to  make  the 
closure  effective,  and  that  the  only  way 
in  which  that  can  be  done  is  by  reducing 
the  number  of  the  quorum.  I  am  sure, 
if  we  do  that,  we  shall  have  an  instru- 
ment which  will  enable  us  to  regain  the 
confidence  of  the  country  and  the  re- 
spect of  all  civilized  communities.  I 
trust  that  hon.  Q-entlemen  who  agree 
that  the  quorum  ought  to  be  reduced 
will  vote  for  the  omission  of  the  words 
"Two  Hundred."  If  that  is  carried,  I 
hope  they  will  vote  against  the  insertion 
of  "Three  Hundred,"  and  we  shall 
then  have  a  blank  space  in  which  to 
introduce  the  number  which  I  propose. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  (Oamarvonshire, 
Arfott):  There  is,  I  think,  no  dis- 
guising the  fact  that  there  is  an  objeo- 
tion  on  the  part  of  Members  from  Ireland 
to  making  the  olosore  effective,  because 
they  are  afraid  of  its  being  used  to  pass 
a  Coercion  Bill.  But  i  would  point 
out  that  the  proposal  they  make  would 
have  no  effect  whatever,  because  tiie 
Oonservative  Party  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  the  requisite  majority 
on  a  question  of  this  kind.  I  contend 
that  there  is  no  section  of  the  House 
which  has  so  great  an  interest  in  making 
the  Rule  effective  for  legislation,  as  the 
lUpresentatives  of  the  smaller  nation- 
alities. It  is  Ireland,  Scotland,  and 
Wales  which  want  legislation  and  have 
to  wait  for  it,  and  their  Bej^resen- 
tatives  ought  to  join  with  us  in  tnr- 
ing  to  make  the  closure  effectual  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  back  the  House  to 
the  porition  of  an  effective  Le^siative 
Assembly ;  and  that  will  not  take  place 
until  there  is  a  reduction  of  the  number 
of  the  quorum.  I  hope  the  time  may 
come  when  the  closure  will  no  longer  be 
required,  and  I  believe  that  then  the 
House  will  be  ready  to  relax  the  Bule  ; 
but  until  we  again  make  the  House  the 
first  Leeislature  in  the  world,  instead  of 
what  ithaa  become— the  laughing-stock 
of  the  world— it  is  in  vain  to  hope  for 
the  legislation  which  the  country  re- 
quires. I  therefore  appeal  to  Members 
on  both  ndes  of  the  House  to  make  this 
Bule  efficient  by  reducing  the  number  of 
the  quorum. 

Thb  FIRST  LOBD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY r  Mr.  W.H.8hitb)  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  has  stated  that  the 
smaller  nationalities  are  most  in  need 
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of  the  legislation  which  it  is  hoped 
will  be  rendered  less  difficult  by  tiiese 
Kules  of  Procedure.  I  am  not  able  to 
agree  that  these  are  the  onljportiona  of 
the  Kingdom  interested,  because  a  great 
deal  of  general  legislation  has  been  de- 
layed by  the  incapacity  of  the  House  to 
conduct  the  Business  of  the  country.  I 
shall  not,  howerer,  go  back  to  that  ques- 
tion, which  has  bmn  dealt  with  over  and 
OTer  again.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotluid  IKvision  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  F. 
O'Connor)  proposes  that  the  words  '*Two 
Hundred  "  should  be  left  out  in  order 
to  insert ' '  Three  Hundred ; "  but  I  would 
point  out  that  if  he  carries  the  first  part 
of  his  proposal,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Memoer  for  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Craig 
Sellar)  is  almost  certain  to  be  inserted. 
It  is  clear  that  the  House  will  not  con- 
sent, under  any  conditions,  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  quorum;  and,  there* 
fore,  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
may  be  almost  sure  that  if  they  ezaude 
the  words  "Two  Hundred"  a  smaller 
number  would  be  introduced.  If  the 
House  adheres  to  200,  it  will  do  so  be- 
cause it  is  in  the  Bide  which  now  ex- 
ists, and  because  it  has  been  inserted  by 
the  Qoyemment  in  this  Bole ;  bnt  I  con- 
fess that  if  I  were  to  take  up  the  ques- 
tion again,  I  should  be  wOUngto  insert 
a  smaUer  number  than  200.  However, 
I  trust  that  the  figures  on  the  Paper 
will  make  the  Bule  effective.  I  do  not 
expect  to  see  it  frequently  enforced,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  will  put  such  a  re- 
straint upon  themselves  as  will  render 
it  unnecessary  that  the  House  should 
inflict  upon  itself  the  humiliation  of  ap- 
plying such  a  Bule  as  this.  There  is  no 
doubt,  however,  that  if  this  Bule  fails 
in  its  object  some  other  must  be  adopted 
by  which  that  object  wiU  be  secured, 
because  the  House  will  demand  and 
pTOouie  itself  greater  powers  for  the 
oondoot  of  Bnuness,  and  foi  regaining 
the  confidence  of  tha  ooontiy.  I  repeal 
with  regard  to  this  Amendment,  my 
belief  that  no  amount  of  discussion  wiU 
induce  the  House  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  the  quorum  which  is  on  the  Paper, 
and  that  if  the  number  we  propose  is 
left  out,  its  place  will  be  filled,  almost  of 
neoessi^,  by  a  number  that  may  be  less 
agreeable  to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway. 

Hb.  MABJ0BIBANE8  (Berwick- 
shire) :  As  one  of  those  who  aave  had 


j  care  in  the  past  of  majorities  in  this 
House,  I  would  earnestly  urge  the  re- 
duction of  the  number  of  the  quorum, 
if  not  to  120,  to  150.  I  have  been  well 
acquainted  with  the  difficulty  of  in- 
suring the  presence  of  200  Members  of 
the  Honse  when  it  was  desired  to  put 
the  closure  in  force.  I  think,  if  we  are 
to  have  the  dosure  at  all,  it  should  be 
one  that  can  be  easily  and  readUy  ap- 
plied, and  which  will  admit  of  applica- 
tion to  those  smaller  matters  which  con- 
stantly arise,  and  which  constitute  the 
difficulty  of  conducting  the  ordinary 
Business  of  the  House.  Towards  the 
end  of  the  Session,  when  the  House 
begins  to  empty,  and  Members,  on  one 
pretext  or  another,  go  into  the  country 
or  abroad,  it  will  be  very  difficult  to 
insure  a  majority  of  200  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Estimates  and  similar  Busi- 
ness. It  would  seem  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  in  proposing  this  number, 
were  considering  the  possibility  that 
when  the  Bule  comes  to  be  applied 
against  themselves  the  number  requisite 
for  its  application  will  stand  in  the  way 
of  its  being  so  used.  I  earnestly  nrge 
on  the  House  not  to  follow  the  lead  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  to 
consent  to  make  the  Bule  effective,  the 
first  step  towards  which  is  to  leave  out 
the  words  "Two  Hundred." 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  rise  to 
protest  against  the  adoption  of  tbo 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  TMr.  Craig  Sellar).  The 
arguments  wnich  have  been  brought 
forward  in  support  of  that  Amendment 
are,  in  my  opinion,  fallacious.  It  is  said 
that  in  July  and  August  it  is  difficult  to 
get  200  Members  of  the  House  together 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the  closure ; 
but  that  is  not  consistent  with  the  state- 
ment of  some  Members  on  the  Front 
Bench,  who  speak  of  the  necessi^  of 
hanng  200  Members  present  to  prevent 
snatchDivinonsb^ngtaken.  Itinattbat 
the  House  will  not  agree  to  the  pn^osal 
to  reduce  the  number  of  the  quorum. 

Me.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  I  do  not  think  that  on  an 
important  question  like  this  we  ought 
to  be  guided  entirely  by  the  convenience 
of  the  Whips.  It  is  assumed  that  the 
Bule  which  has  been  in  force  since  1883 
has  been  a  failure ;  that  the  Honse  has 
been  regularly  obstructed  and  unable  to 
cany  on  its  Business.  I  utterly  deny 
that  I  aay  that  stnoe  1882,  dnnng  the 
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years  1883-6,  there  has  been  no  ob- 
straotion  of  the  ordinary  Business  of 
the  House  which  needed  the  application 
of  any  olosnre  whatever ;  and,  so  far  as 
Committee  of  Supply  is  concerned,  I 
cannot  reoollect  a  single  instance  since 
1882  when,  if  this  Bnle  had  been  in 
operation,  it  would  have  been  enforced 
by  the  Ohairman.  Therefore,  although 
hon.  Members  may  contemplate  some 
difftcultiea  with  regard  to  the  future, 
we  ought  not  to  assume  that  the  House 
liaa  been  reduced  to  the  state  of  im- 
potency  which  is  alleged  by  the  want 
of  this  Bule.  The  obstruction  and 
paralysis  of  BaainesB  has  arisen  from 
causes  more  frequent  and  more  deadly 
in  their  results  than  the  prolongation  of 
debate.  Ta  my  opinion,  if  200  Members, 
who  do  not  represent  one-third  of  the 
House,  are  not  prepared  to  attend  to  the 
Boainees  of  the  country,  then  I  cannot 
see  that  such  a  serious  Resolution  as  that 
of  stopping  all  debate  ought  to  be  used 
at  all.  I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  this  will  not  be  a  Kule  of 
daily  application,  and  that  it  would  be 
a  discredit  to  the  House  if  it  became 
so.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  take 
the  sound  advice  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  and  not  fall  into  the  trap, 
by  striking  out  a  number  whose  place 
would  be  filled  by  a  smaller  num- 
ber. Her  Majestjr's  Ooremment  are  in 
this  position — ^they  have  put  down  this 
Besolution  as  a  whole :  this^  fffopose  to 
the  House  a  material  vanation  in  the 
Law  of  Closure ;  the  question  has  never 
boea  raised  during  the  last  three  weeks 
that  there  was  to  be  any  alteration  in  the 
number  of  the  quorum ;  the  Govern- 
ment are  pledged  to  the  ntuuber  on  the 
Paper,  and  it  would  be  a  departure  from 
principle  on  their  part  if  ihey  were  to 
alter  tne  number  now.  I  say  it  is  now 
too  late  in  the  day  to  change  front, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  support  the 
Government  in  the  view  which  they  take. 
I  strongly  urge  hon.  Members  bdow  the 
Gangway  to  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the 
OoTemment, 

Hb.  A.  B.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himsdf 
told  us  that  a  smaller  number  than  200 
might  be  desirable  as  the  quorum ;  but 
he  said  also  that  we  must  be  careful  to 
guard  against  this  becoming  a  Party 
consideration.  The  object  of  this  Bnle 
is  to  give  back  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  some  of  the  rights  which  they 


have  lost  in  recent  days,  because  of  the 
interminable  discussion  which  arises  on 
almost  every  subject  brought  forward  by 
the  Government  of  the  day.  These  are 
the  only  subjects  which  are  able  to  be 
discussed.  How  are  hon.  Members  to 
get  back  their  rights?  Simply  by 
shortening  discussion  on  these  questions. 
It  is  in  consequence  of  the  length  to 
which  debates  nave  been  needlesSy  ex- 
tended on  subjects  of  comparatively  little 
interest,  that  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers has  been  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  has  been  impossible  for 
them  to  bring  forward  fat  discussion 
many  subjects  of  great  interest  to  the 
country.  These  Bules  are  to  assist  us  in 
discussing  and  legislatingon  matters  of 
intorest  to  the  people,    we  have  been 

Erevented  from  doing  that,  and  we  hope, 
y  passing  a  stringent  measure  of  this 
kind,  that  the  present  state  of  things  will 
be  remedied;  and  we  believe  that  by 
placing  this  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the 
majority  the  rights  of  all  will  be  pro- 
tected. I  must  join  issue  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  below  me  when  he  says 
that  we  have  had  no  obstruction  durine 
the  last  few  years ;  and  I  am  astonished 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  have 
stood  up  and  made  that  statement,  be- 
cause my  e:^erience,  and  I  believe  ti^t 
of  most  hon.  Members,  is  that  during 
the]period  he  speaks  of  there  has  been 
an  intolerable  amount  of  useless  dia- 
eussitm.  I  hope  hon.  Members  who 
object  to  tiie  words  "  Two  Hundred " 
will  go  into  the  Lobby  to  support  the 
Amendment  to  leave  them  out,  and  then 
will  come  the  question  as  to  the  proper 
number  for  the  quorum. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  As  I  6nd 
that  unconsciously  I  have  got  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  into  a  position  of  diffi- 
culty I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn? 
[«  No,  no !  "1 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby): 
Mr.  Speakw,  I  think  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
wtuse  has  fiimished  us  with  the 
stron^t  reason  why  we  should  go  to  a 
Division  on  this  Amendment.  While  I 
have  great  respect  for  the  abilities  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H..  Fowler), 
I  venture  to  r^^rd  the  remarks  that 
hare  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Member  for  Berwickahire  (Mr. 
Marjoiibanks)  as  describing  the  true 
state  of  the  case.  I  ask  hon.  Members 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were 
during  ihe  whole  of  last  Besn(m  200 
Members  always  jvesent  ?  There  have 
beea  many  oceasioos  in  the  autumn 
when  the  attendance  of  Members  has 
been  less  than  200  ;  and  I  ask  bow,  if  a 
similar  state  of  things  occurs  again,  we 
are  to  get  the  quorum  which  is  necessary 
for  the  application  of  the  closure  ?  We 
have  a  right  to  vote  on  the  question 
that  the  words  "Two  Hundred  "  be  left 
out,  and  I  think  hon.  Members  ought  to 
exercise  that  right.  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  insertion  in  the  Bale  of  the  number 
150  imtead  of  that  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. If  we  beat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  Division,  after  what 
he  has  said,  I  think  it  is  very  likely  that 
he  will  give  way ;  but,  at  any  rate,  I  hope 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  will  stand  to 
their  guns  and  go  to  a  Division,  whether 
they  support  the  hon.  Member  below 
the  Gangway  or  not. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead): 
We  are  practioally  placing  the  Business 
of  the  House  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  by  adopting  this 
Bule  ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  legislation  of  this  countir  is  the  re- 
sult of  the  authority  given  by  the  con- 
stituencies, and  that  the  matters  treated 
in  this  House  hare  wider  ramifications 
and  are  more  far-reaching  in  their  con- 
sequences than  the  mere  excitement 
wmch  they  cause  here.  I  am  anxious  to 
contribute  as  much  as  I  can  to  the  speedy 

Eassage  of  these  Bules,  and  I  hope  that 
on.  Membera  will  bring  about  that  re- 
sult by  all  the  means  in  their  power.  I 
support  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
aluongh  I  believe  that  the  more  latitude 
we  give  them  the  deeper  will  they  stick 
in  the  mud. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  232 ;  Noes 
120 :  Minority  102. 

Abialiam,  W.  OSffll*}  BiHour,  Sir  G 
Aiduid,  C.     D.  Bates,  HIf 


AUiaoB.  a..  A. 
Avbnm.  W. 

Amhorat.  W.  A.  T. 

Aslifi-f  A. 

A*l  nil.  I'i-iWtl^.lt,  K. 

llijJgiLHAJ',  v.. 

BsliRy,  (Sir.},  ft. 
fialloor,,  ri.  hon.  A.  J. 


BHuenniiii,  ,\.  A. 
Beach,  W.  \V.  II, 
n«otmck,  Loi'l  II.  C, 
lk<iHinck,  W.  a.  0. 

T)pi  Irt  Poor 
i]i^r>  J.  ti. 

Blaks^J.  A. 


Blake,  T. 
BUne,  A. 

Blandell,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borthwick^  Sir  A. 
Bradlaagh,  C. 
Briatowe,  T.  L. 
Broadhnrst,  H. 
Brodrict,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Bnrdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash-'B. 
BorgUev,  Lord 
Byrne,  6t.  U. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campltell,  H. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-Bannermsn, 

right  hon.  H. 
Chance.  P.  A. 
Childers,  rt  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clarke,  SirS.a. 
Cobb,  U.  P. 
Gochnme-BailUe,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  B. 
Conway,  M. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
CoBsham,  H. 
Ciwff.J. 

Craoboroe,  Vitoount 
Craven,  J. 
Cremer,  W.  E. 
Crosaley,  E. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  Q. 
Canon,  hon.  O.  N. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 
L.P. 

De  Womu,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  B. 
Dyke,  right  hon.  Sir 

W.  H. 
EUiot,  Sir  O. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Eaalemont,  P. 
Evolyn,  W.  J. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farqoharson,  Dr.  R, 
Feilden,  Lt-Oen.  R.  J. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.Manro- 
Fergnason,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  IT.  P. 
FiU-WygTam,0«nermI 

Sir  F.  W. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Visooont 
Foratar,  Sir  C. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  H.hoii.H.  H. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  K. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 


Fry.T. 
FiUler,  G.  P. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gibson,  J.  Q. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

GoldBworthy,  Ui^or- 

Geneml  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
GoBchen,  rt.  hon.  O.  J. 
Ooorley.  E.  T. 
Grimaton,  Visooimt 
GroTe,  SirT.F. 
Gnnter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU,  0. 

Hamilton,  right  htm. 

LordG.  F. 
HardAutle,  E. 
Hszringttm,  E. 
Hastinn.  G.  VT. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Beaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hermon- Hodge,  B.  T. 
Hill,  hon.  Iiord 

Hiu',  Colonel  E.  8. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holden.  I. 

Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howard,  J, 
Howard,  J.  H. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Huntor,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Junes,  hon.  V.  H. 
JohnatoD,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kenny,  H.  J. 
Eenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kerana,  F.  H. 
Kilcoimia,  rig^t  boa. 

Tiaoooat 
KImber,H. 
King-Hannan,  Colonel 

£.  R. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawranoe,  J.  O. 
Loa,T. 
Leahy,  J. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lewisium,  ligkt  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  U. 
Ly«U,L. 

ilapdonaM,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maodooald,  W.  A. 
&£aclnnee,  U. 
HacKeill,  J.  G.  8. 
II' Arthur,  A. 
M*Oartan,ll. 
H'DonaU,  P. 
M'Svan,  W. 
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Msppin.  Sir  F.  T. 
H^thews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
U&xwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
KeanM,  B.  S. 
Komot  rt.  hoD.  Q.  O. 
Uorwy,  rt.  lioi^  J. 
Mount,  W.  O. 
Mowbray,  R.  O.  0. 
UDthoUand.  H.  L. 
Noble,  W. 
KoUn.  J. 

Northoote.  hon.  H.  S. 
O'Briao,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Briwi,  P. 
O  Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor.  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Dohoir,  J.  E. 
O'HuOon.T. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Pkget,  Sir  B.  H. 
Parker,  G.  S. 
Pamell.  C.  S. 
PflMce,  W. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Plowden^  Sir  W.  0. 
Pbinkot,   rig^t  hon. 

D.fi/ 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Pow«U,  P.  a 
Power,  P.  J. 
Bankin,  J. 
Bedmond,  J.  B. 
Uitchie,  rt.  hoa.  0.  T. 
BtrtterU,  J. 
Boberti.  J.  B. 
BoUofui,  T. 
Ronoe^  Sir  H.  E. 
fiowludi,  J. 


Rowntree,  J. 
Biusell,  £.  R. 
Salt,  T. 

Sandys,  Lieut-Ool.  T. 
M. 

Selwyn.  Captain  C.  W. 
Shirley,  W.  8, 
Bidebottom,  T.  H. 
Smitb,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stanifeld,  rt  hon.  J. 
Stevenion,  F.  S. 
Sullivan.  D. 
Satherhud,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thomai.  A. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tuito,  J. 
Wallace,  H. 
Wataon,  J. 
Webster,  R.  O. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore.  C.  A. 
WiU.  J.  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Winterbotham.  A.  B. 
Woodhead.  J. 
Wovtley.  U.  B.  Stoart- 

TBLLBBS, 

DooglM,  A.  Akert- 
Wdnmd,  OoL  W.  H. 


NOES. 


AddiKMi,  J.  E.  W. 
Anstnither.  H.  T. 
Baird.  J.  a.  A. 
Balfoor.  G.  W. 
Banea,  Major  ii.  E. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 

Barnr,  A.  B.  Smith- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 

Beckett,  E.  W. 

Beckett,  W. 

Bflthell,  CommanderG. 

R. 

Biddolph,  U. 
Bi>l:beek,SirE. 
Bood,a.H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Bryce,  J. 
Bocbuaa,  T.  R. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Cluunbarlain,  R. 
(%uiung.  f .  A. 
CoghmTl).  H. 
OoUingi,  J. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
CommoBlL  AdmL  Sir 

J.E. 
Ctewfocd.  D. 
CjoiSH.8. 


CroMnan,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
DaTenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
De  Liale,  E.  JT.  L.  M. 
P. 

Bixon,  G. 

Dorington,  Sir  J.  E, 
Duff,  B.  W. 
Dagdale.  J.  8. 
Ggnion,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Ffnoh'Hatton,  hon. 

H.  E.  G. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Flower,  0. 

Fraser,  General  C.  0. 
Fry,  L. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Green,  Sir  £. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Giinlon,B.T. 
Hamilton,  Ool.  C.  E. 
Hanbnry,  R  W. 
Hardcaade.  F. 
Hartington,  Uarq.  of 
HaTne,  0.  SefOe- 


Heathoote,  Gapt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hubbard,  E. 
H^hes  .  Hallett,  Col. 

Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Joicey,  J. 

Eay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Koatchbi^-  Hugeasen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knowles,  L, 
Lafone.  A. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lewis,  O.  E. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Maclean,  P.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J, 
Malcolm.  Ool.  J.  W. 
Harjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 
E. 

Milvain,  T. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  A. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
L. 


Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Ra*ch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Robwtson,  E. 
Robinson,  B. 
RuaseU,  T.  W. 
Saunderwm,  Col.  E.  J. 
Shaw-Stewart  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Swetenham,  £. 
Sykes,  0. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  P. 
Thorbom,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Townsend,  F. 
Verdin,  R. 
Vernon,  hon.  Or.  B. 
Vincent,  O.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  3. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
WiUiama,  J.  Powell- 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson.  Sir  S. 
Wilson,  I. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wood,  N. 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

TBLLBBI. 

Rathbone,  W. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 


Amendmeot  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Queation.  to  add  the  words, 
"  Provided  always.  That  this  Rule  shall  be  put 
in  force  only  when  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  is  in  the  Chair." — {Mr. 
WUtiam  Henry  Smith.) 

Question  pioposedf  "  That  those  words 
be  there  oddea." 

CoicuANDER  BETHELL  (York,  E.  R., 
Holdemess) :  I  shoald  like  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  in  the 
event  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  falling  ill  ?  If  I  am 
right  in  my  supposition,  all  the  labour 
we  have  gone  tnrough  would  be  lost 
under  those  circumstances. 

Thk  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  is  intended  that  this 
Rule  shall  only  be  put  in  force  by  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Wa^s  and 
MeanB.  The  oontiogency  to  which  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  alludes  is  hap- 
pily one  of  infrequent  occurrence ;  bat 
the  arguments  from  all  parts  of  the 
House  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  giving 
this  authority  to  any  Member  of  the 
House  who  might  temporarily  occupy 
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the  Ohair  are  m  strong  that  I  do  not 
feel  compelled  to  adhere  to  the  words 
vhioh  are  laid  down  in  the  proposed 
Bale. 

Mk.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) :  I 
understand  that  this  Bale  is  to  prevent 
casual  Ohairmen  exercising;  the  power 
of  closure.  I  fail  to  see  that  there  is 
any  real  distinction  to  be  drawn  between 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  and  a  casual 
CluiTman  in  this  respect. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  ex- 
plained that  no  deputy  or  casual  Chair- 
man will  have  power  to  put  the  Kule  in 
force.  The  observatioQ  of  the  hon. 
Member,  therefore,  falls  to  the  ground. 
I  take  care  to  distinffoish  between  the 
casual  occupant  of  ue  Ohur  and  the 
Member  who  takes  the  Ohair  as  the 
result  of  the  vote  of  the  House.  The 
obsmvation  of  the  hon.  Member  is  of  no 
value,  because  the  Bule,  as  it  stands, 
restricts  the  application  of  the  closure 
to  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  ana  Means. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  rise  to 
move,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  the 
a^ition  of  tiie  following  words : — 

"  Provided  that  the  Member  who  shall  claim 

the  application  of  this  Role  shall  inform  the 
House  that  he  has  previoasly  had  no  communi- 
cation  with  the  Clmir,  direct  or  indirect,  as  to 
tlw  pn^riety    making  raoh  Motion." 

I  put  forward  this  Amendment  with  the 
view  of  relieving  the  Ohair  of  resjoonsi- 
bility,  and  I  think  it  r^ht  to  daim  for 
it  the  support  of  the  House,  including 
that  of  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  him* 
self.  From  the  very  first,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  put  forward  in 
favour  of  this  Rule  that  it  makes  an 
important  departure  from  the  old  Rule 
in  relieving  the  Ohair  of  responsibility. 
I  do  not  assent  to  that  proposition  ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  think  the  Bule,  as  it 
stands,  leaves  where  it  was,  if  it  does 
not  increase,  the  responubility  of  the 
Chair.  The  meaning  of  the  present 
Bule  is  that  the  occupant  of  the  Ohair 
is  to  stand  as  guardian  and  protector 
between  the  tyranny  of  majorities  and 
the  rights  of  minorities.  I  am  desirous 
that  uie  Ohair  should  discharj^  that 
function,  and  I  say  that  my  Ftoviso  will 
confirm  and  strengthen  the  position  of 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  in  pro- 
tecting ^e  rights  of  minorities.  The 
gravest  charge  that  could  be  brought 

Mr.  W.  n.  Smith 


against  a  Speaker  or  Ohairman  of  Com' 
mittees  is  that  of  ooUoaion  with  the 
majority,  and  I  desire  to  rdUeve  the 
Ohair  of  the  remotest  chanoe  of  coming 
under  that  suspicion.  As  the  Bule 
stands,  if  a  Member  gets  up  and  moves 
the  closure,  the  inevitable  oonolusion 
will  be  that  he  has  had  communicataon 
beforehand  with  the  Chair.  Unlees  the 
words  which  I  propose  are  adopted,  I 
consider  that  the  Bule,  in  this  respect,  I 
will  be  inefficient.  There  are  many  ways  j 
in  which  you  can  hold  commuuieation  I 
with  the  Chair  which  are  not  direct;  I 
and  tiiereforo  I  think  that  every  Mem- 
ber, and  still  more  every  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  ought  to  be  able,  when  he  rises  1 
to  propose  the  closure,  to  dedare  tiiat  1 
he  has  not  had  any  direct  or  indirect 
communication  with  the  Ohair.  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  has  stated 
that  when  he  was  Tory  Whip,  during 
the  Parliament  of  1874-80,  he  was  fre- 
quently sent  by  Mr.  Disraeli  to  the  then 
Ohairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  com- 
plain that  the  Business  of  the  House 
was  not  being  conducted  with  sufficient 
speed,  and  to  threaten  hini  with  Mr. 
Disraeli's  displeasure  if  the  Buuness 
was  not  got  through  more  quickly.  The 
Speaker  and  Chairman  ought,  so  to 
speak,  to  be  placed  in  quarantine ; 
there  ought  to  be  a  cordon  around  the 
Ohair  to  guard  it  against  infection  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  I  do  not,  of  coarse, 
say  that  disrespectfully  to  right  boo. 
Gwtlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench ;  but 
the  great  thing  we  have  to  do  is  to  save 
the  Chair  from  the  suspicion  of  collu- 
sion, and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I 
venture  to  submit  my  Amendment  to  tfie 
House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  worda, 

' '  Provided  that  the  Memher  who  shall  claim 
the  application  of  this  Rule  shall  inform  the 
House  that  he  has  previously  had  no  communi- 
cation with  the  Chair,  direct  or  indirect,  as  to 
the  propriety  of  making  such  Motion." — {Mr,  ' 
T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added."  i 

The  FIRST  LOBD  of  ths  TBEA-  I 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  that  a  cordon  should  be  drawn 
around  the  Chair,  and  that  a  form  of 
quarantine  should  be  brought  into  ope- 
ration ;  but  the  House  must  be  aware 
that  a  proposal  of  that  kind  would  b« 
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stmplr  impraotioable.  The  custom  of 
the  House,  from  time  immemorial,  has 
been  for  Members  to  go  to  the  Chair  for 
asdsianoe,  guidanee,  and  advice,  aad  it 
has  never  yet  been  suggested  that  there 
has  been  colluiuon  as  between  the  Chair 
and  the  Government.  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  has  referred  to  some  observations 
which  fell  from  a  Member  of  the  House 
with  reference  to  a  former  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means ;  but  we  may  be  per- 
fectly certain  that  in  that  case  both  the 
Chairman  and  the  Minister  were  abso- 
lutely free  from  the  desire  to  exercise 
any  undue  influence  either  on  one  side 
or  the  other.  No  Chairman  whtmi  I 
have  seen  in  the  course  of  my  Parlia- 
mentary experience  has  been  one  on 
whom  any  undue  influence  could  have 
been  exercised  either  by  a  Member  of 
the  House  or  the  GoTemment  itself.  It 
is  quite  impos^ble  that  the  Business  of 
Hda  House  can  be  carried  on  unless 
there  is  some  ability  to  refer  to  the 
Chair  whenever  the  occasion  renders  it 
necessary  for  a  Member  of  the  House  to 
obtain  advice ;  and  it  is  almost  an  insult 
to  the  Chair  to  suggest  that  it  would 
consent  to  express  an  opinion  incon- 
sistent with  the  duty  it  owes  to  the 
House.  The  question  before  us  is  whe- 
ther we  suspect  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  being  liable  to  exercise  un- 
due influence,  of  being  capable  of  exer- 
cising nndue  influence,  and  of  being, 
therefore,  open  to  motives  which  might 
unduly  and  imiwoperly  influence  their 
decnnons.  I  buieve  that  is  utterly  im- 
poflsilde,  and,  therefore,  it  is  that  I  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Uk.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.):  The 
reasons  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  rejecting  this  Amendment  are 
based  upon  the  assumption  that  no  im- 
proper conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Chair 
IB  possible.  My  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out  that  a  Member  on  the  Government 
Bench  stated  that  when  he  was  Whip  he 
constantly  approached  the  Chairman  of 
Wa^  and  Means  on  the  subject  of  the 
Busmess  in  Committee.  But  there  was 
a  more  notable  instance  in  the  days  of 
Bpmker  Sutton,  who  was  accused  of 
being  so  aotive  an  instrument  of  the 
will  of  the  Tory  Par^  that  the  matter 
was  brought  bofore  the  House.  It 
f<ttmed  the  snbjeot  of  debate,  and  gave 
rise  to  a  we/ry  strong  oppontion  to  the 
Speaker.    These  are  two  instances  of 
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the  suspicion  of  oollnaion  between  the 
Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  and  the  Governments  of  the  day 
It  remains  for  us  to  consider,  notwith 
standing  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  this  may  possibly 
arise  again.  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  reconsider  his  decision, 
and  accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.  Mid)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
cloture  is  a  very  strong  measure  indeed, 
directed,  in  the  main,  rather  against  the 
privileges  possessed  by  private  Members 
than  by  minorities,  it  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  House,  and  certainly  for 
the  benefit  of  the  occupant  of  the  Chair, 
that  this  Amendment  should  be  accepted. 
I  have  not  risen  for  the  purpose  of  talk- 
ing at  any  length,  but  to  appeal  to  the 
senior  and  experienced  Members  of  the 
House  to  consider  what  dangers  and 
di£Sculties  will  probably  be  brought 
about  by  the  rejection  of  this  Amend- 
ment. Surely  it  ought  to  be  one  of  the 
first  cares  of  hon.  Members  to  protect 
the  House  from  injury,  and  to  protect 
the  Chair  from  suspicion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said  Ae 
Chair  has  never  been  suspected  of  being 
in  collusion  with  Members  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  like  to  indulge  in  any  innuendo, 
but,  during  the  first  Session  I  was  in  the 
House,  I  frequently  noticed  one  of  the 
Whips  going  to  Uio  Chair  

Ma.  SF^LKEB:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
pursue  that  Unegf  innuendo. 

Db.  TANNEE:  I  had  no  inten- 
tion  

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  the  expression 
he  has  used. 

Db.  tanner  :  I  shall  moat  certainly 
withdraw  any  expression  I  used  that 
would  throw  any  innuendo  on  the  Chair. 
I  wish  to  be  perfectly  plain  and  above- 
board  in  this  matter.  It  was  not  my 
intention  to  throw  any  innuendo  on  the 
Chair.  I  was  saying  that  to  a  new  and  in- 
experienced MemlMT  of  the  House  some 

froceedin^  appear  somewhat  strange, 
say,  distmctfy,  I  believe  the  Chair  is 
above  all  innuendo  and  all  eunidon.  I 
ainoerely  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smithy  will  pajr  man  atten- 
tion to  the  protection  of^  minorities.  I 
trust  that,  for  the  future  of  this  House 
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and  ihe  Ohair,  lie  will  accept  tliis  Amend- 
ment. 

Mk.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.  N.):  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ridiculed  the  notion  that  there 
can  be  any  suspicion  thrown  on  the 
Chur.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  that 
coming  from  a  Colleague  of  several  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  upon 
the  Ifintaterial  Benches.  If  there  is 
anything  at  all  notorious,  it  is  that  in 
the  debates  on  the  Procedure  Bnles  pro- 
posed in  1882,  nearly  everjr  prominent 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party  indulged  in 
predictions  that  a  Speaker  mi^t  be 
elected  in  fiitnre  who  would  act  m  col- 
lusiou  with  the  majority  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  the 
EcdesaU  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  "looked  forward  with 
dread  to  a  possible  time  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  would  secure  the 
election  of  a  Speaker  who  would  put  the 
cloture  into  operation  whenever  ue  Go- 
Temment  wished."  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  pointed  to  the  possible  contin- 
gency when  the  Speaker  would  be  found 
acting  in  collusion  with  the  majority  of 
the  House  for  the  time  being ;  and  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  speaking  at 
Hitohin  in  1882,  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  pic- 
tured the  time  when  that  right  hon. 
Oentieman  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  would 
have  a  Speaker  of  his  own  appointed, 
and  when  laws  would  be  passed  withoul 
a  shred  of  disoossion,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  went  on  to  say — 

"  If  it  is  true,  as  It  ia  fame,  that  the  Commons 
isusertiog  to  itsell  all  the  jiower  of  the  Realm, 
and  when  changes  are  taking  plaoe  which  ate 
contrary  to  all  Ute  traditions  of  the  British  Con- 
stitaUon,  inoludiog  the  Roles  which  are  now 
under  discussion,  we  shoold  take  care  that  erery- 
thing  is  said  that  can  be  said  on  any  subjeot 
intrwuced." 

Lt  the  face  of  these  observations  it  does 
not  become  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury  to  wax  indignant  at  the  idea  that 
the  Speakws  of  the  future  will  be  so 
false  to  their  duty  as  to  act  in  collusion 
with  the  temporary  majority  of  the 
House.  The  ngbt  hon.  G^ntieman  said 
that  tiie  question  raised  by  this  Amend- 
ment was,  whether  we  suspect  the 

S resent  Speaker  or  not.  I  indignantly 
eny  that  such  is  the  question  which  the 
Amendment  raises.  The  question  raised 
is,  whether  the  exercise  of  the  great 
powers  that  are  now  to  be  enbiisted  to 

Dr.  rmiur 


the  Speaker,  is  not  to  be  put  entirdij 
beyond  suspicion.  In  my  opinion,  yon 
cannot  secure  the  immunity  of  the  Chair 
from  suspicion,  except  by  the  adoption 
of  some  such  Amendment  as  this. 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  do  not  think  it  altogether  beoomee  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasurv  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  to  lightly  lau^h  away  tiie 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  E^iend  (lu-.  T. 
P.  O'Connor).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man virtually  admitted  that  it  was  neoea- 
sary  to  frequency  consult  the  Chair  for 
advice  and  assistance.  Now,  to  define 
the  di£Ference  between  advice  and  aaaist- 
anee  is  eztremdy  diffionlt,  and  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  admittra,  in  effwt, 
that  if  the  Amendment  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  moved  is  not  accepted,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  an  hon.  Member 
approaching  the  Chair,  and  consulting 
it  upon  ihe  moat  delicate  question 
whether  the  cloture  should  be  applied. 
This  Amendment  is  practically  conse- 
quential upon  the  altered  nature  of  the 
relations  between  the  House  and  the 
Chair.  Surely,  there  can  be  no  objection 
to  the  distinct  declaration  that  the  Mem- 
ber  moving  the  application  of  the  cloture 
should  have  previously  made  no  private 
application  to  the  Chair ;  but  that  the 
application  should  be  altogether  public. 
The  very  fact  of  insisting  upon  spon- 
taneity of  action  would  be  in  itswf  a 
guarantee  that  the  Motion  for  cbanxe 
was,  undra  the  drcnmstanoes,  justifiable, 
even  whether  the  Motion  was  carried,  <v 
beaten.  I  am  fully  persuaded  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  tne  Chair,  and  an 
advantage  to  the  great  body  of  Mem- 
bers, if  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  were  accepted. 

Question  put. 

The  Honae  iwM Ayes  65 ;  Noee 
304:   Mq'ozity  249.-<lkr.  List,  No. 

66.) 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  I  now  pro- 
pose to  ask  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  a  Proviso  at  the 
end  of  the  Bule.  I  do  not  think  the 
i^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mir.  "W.  H.  Smith)  will  have 
any  objeetion  in  accepting  this  Proviao ; 
because  it  follows  the  Precedent  he, 
himself,  set  in  1882,  when  he  was  in 
Opposition,  in  respect  to  the  Sule  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membo-  for 
liQd  Lothian  (Mr.W.E.  Gladstone).  This 
Proviso  is,  with  tiie  exception  of  tiie 
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word  "ooUeotive,"  word  forword  with  the 
one  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Oentla- 
man  in  1882,  and  it  giTea  an  opportunity 
to  a  defeated  minorify  to  place  on  record 
ita  protest  against  the  deoisioa  the 
House  has  arrived  at.  The  application 
of  this  Froriao  will  be  aUghtlj  different 
in  the  present  ease  to  what  it  would 
haTe  been  in  the  case  of  the  Bule  of 
1882;  becaose  the  Bule  of  1882  was 
pnt  in  force  by  the  Speaker.  Under  the 
old  Bale,  the  Speaker  had  to  declare 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  erident 
sense  of  the  Uonse  that  the  subject  had 
been  full^  discussed,  and,  thereupon, 
the  Question  "  that  the  Question  be  now 
pnt "  was  to  be  moved  by  the  Minister ; 
oonsequently,  the  protest  contemplated 
by  tiie  Proviso  would  have  been  directecl, 
not  so  much  against  the  action  of  the 
House,  as  against  the  action  of  the 
Speaker.  Frcon  tiiat.  point  of  view  the 
Proviso  was  more  open  to  objection  then 
than  it  is  now.  The  minority  ma^  }>ro- 
teet  against  the  decision  of  the  majority, 
and  always  does ;  but  when  it  comes  to 
protesting  agunst  the  decision  of  the 
Ohair,  who  is  the  umpire  of  our  de- 
bates ?  It  is  quite  another  and  far  more 
serious  matter.  The  action  of  the  Chair 
under  the  recent  Hules,  and  under  the 
onatom  and  usage  of  the  House,  is  care- 
fuWy  guarded  against  all  protest.  It  is 
true  a  Member  of  the  House  can  put 
down  a  Motion  against  the  action  of  the 
Speaker ;  but  in  no  other  way  is  a  pro- 
test admissible  or  allowed.  Oonse- 
qnently,  the  action  the  Leader  of  the 
Hoose  proposed  in  1882,  was  of  a  less 
inofflRuire  and  of  a  more  extreme  oha- 
raoter  than  the  acti<m  I  propose.  I 
■imply  propose  that  whm  the  Bule  has 
been  put  in  force — 

**  Any  namber  of  Members  exceeding  Ten, 
who  sliaU  be  diBsatiBfled  yrHh.  each  deciaion, 
■hsll  be  entitled,  at  the  nest  Sitting  of  the 
Hooi^  to  make  a  ooUectiTe  lootest  in  writing, 
whidi  shiUI  be  rwraded  in  the  Joomals  of  the 
Home." 

I  think  this  is  a  most  desirable  Proviso. 
It  may  happen  that  the  majority  will 
act  under  circumstances  of  irritation  with 
reference  to  questions  of  great  import- 
ance. Their  action  may  trespass  upon 
the  rights  of  the  minority,  and  mat 
action  may  be  allowed  by  the  Ohair.  At 
m  gran  and  wugh^  juncture  in  the 
faistoiy  of  aCbirfl,  it  is  important  that 
tha  nixaori^  should,  at  leasts  have  the 
of  written  protest.  Is  this  right 


which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro* 
posed,  and  the  Conservative  Party  sup- 
ported in  1882,  to  be  deliberately  re- 
fused to  us  now  ?  In  support  of  my 
Amen^ent,  I  i^all  content  myself  by 
reading  a  short  speech  the  right  hon.- 
Gentleman  made  in  1882  in  moving  t^is 
very  Proviso  :— 

"  3fr.  W.  H.  8mit2i  proposed  on  an  Amend- 
ment to  add  at  the  end  of  the  Besolation  the 
following  Proviso  : — *  Provided  also,  Tba.t  any 
number  of  Members  exceeding  Ten,  -who  ahaU 
be  dissatisfied  with  such  decision,  shall  be  en- 
titled, at  the  next  Sitting  of  the  House,  to  make- 
a  protest  in  writing,  whichlBhall  be  recorded 
in  the  Jonmala  of  tlw  Honse."' 

The  Amendment  was  amended  by  the 
insertion  of  the  word  "ooUective"  be- 
fore "  protest,"  so  that'my  Amendment 
is  word  for  word  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's.  Then  the  right  Iwn.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  say — 

"  If  the  action  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man in  closing  the  debate,  pursuant  to  what  he 
considered  to  be  the  evident  sense  of  tiio  House, 
was  taken  a^^ainst  a  oonsiderable  minority  of 
the  Hoosej  it  was  imposrible  bat  that  great 
dissatiafitotKm  would  prevail  in  ooneequence  of 
the  majority  having  tyrannicaU;'  closed  the 
months  of  the  minority.  Instead,  therefore,  of 
driving  the  minority  to  the  country  or  the 
Press  for  tha  ventiliitiaa  oi  thdr  grievances, 
he  proposed  that  the  minority  ahonld  in  soch 
cases  have  the  power  of  recording  the  grounds 
of  their  dissatisfaction  by  a  protest  to  be  re- 
corded in  the  Journals  of  the  House,  as  was 
the  case  in  the  Hoose  of  Lords." 

But  times  ohonee,  and  we  change  with 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  con- 
tinued— 

"  He  could  not  conceive  anything  more 
dangerous  to  the  House  than  that  there  should 
be  no  means  of  stating  the  grounds  of  dissatis- 
faction ;  and  he  thou^t  it  would  be  a  far  more 
Constitutional  course  to  allow  that  dissatisfac- 
tion to  find  expression  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  than  ^elsewhere.  He  believed  that  this 
would  appear  to  be  a  moderate  and  reasonable 
course  to  the  country  at  large.  He  wished  to 
preserve  the  power  oi  the  House  to  deal  with 
its  own  Business,  so  that  its  Members  mif^t 
not  find  a  mode  of  giving  expression  to  their 
wrongs  elsewhere  than  m  that  House.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  |that  the  Government  would 
consent  to  this  addendum  to  the  Resolution.  He 
did  not  disguise  the  faot  that  he  was  opposed  to 
tiie  Besolution  altogether;  but  if  it  passed,  he 
wished  it  should  ao  so  with  the  least  possible 
danger  to  the  Hoose;  and  he  thought  his 
Amendment  would  mitigate  the  evils  which  a 
very  large  section  of  the  House  felt  were  at- 
tendant upon  the  Besolation." — (3  AuMsnf, 
[174]  808.9.) 

Sir  B.  Aisheton  Gross,  Mr.  Stanhope^ 
Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
and  Captain  Aylmer   supported  the 
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Amendment,  and  finally  the  right  hoa. 
Qentlemaa  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  set  a 
good  example  to  future  Obstructionists 
by  delivering  a  second  speech  upon  his 
Amendment.  I  beg  leave  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to'add  tbe  words— 
"  IhwTided  also,  "niat  any  nrnnber  of  Members 
exceeding  Ten,  who  ahsJI  be  dissatisfied  with 
sach  decision,  shall  be  entitled,  at  the  next 
Sitting  of  the  House,  to  make  a  collective  pro- 
test in  writing,  which  shall  be  recorded  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House."— (Jfr.  Famelt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  T7NDEB  SEOBBTTABY  of 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Sir  John  Qobst) 
(Chatham):  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  regrets  he  has  been  obliged  to 
leave  the  House ;  but  he  has  deputed  to 
me  the  duty  of  replying  to  this  Amend- 
ment. I  should  have  had  great  difficulty, 
perhaps,  in  so  doing  in  the  face  of  the 
speech  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  some 
years  ago,  and  which  was  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Fam^),  if 
it  had  not  been  for  those  wise  words  of 
prescience  which  were  cautiously  inserted 
in  that  BMeoh.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
said,  on  tae  occasion  referred  to,  '*that 
times  ohange,  uid  we  change  with 
them." 

Mb.  FAEtNELL :  I  am  afraid  I  have 
unwittingly  led  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  John  Gorst)  into  a  mis- 
take. Thoae  words  were  an  interpola- 
tion of  mine. 

Sm  JOHN  GORST :  I  am  even  more 
fortunate  than  I  supposed  I  was,  be- 
cause if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  defers 
to  the  wisdom  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  will,  I  am  quite  sure,  defer  in  a  greater 
measure  to  his  own  wisdom.  At  any 
rate,  in  the  words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  when  times  change,  we  change  with 
them."  Ferhaps,  at  the  time  the 
speech  quoted  was  made  many  speeches 
were  defiTered  which,  after  more  matare 
consideration  and  experience  of  the 
House,  the  speakers  had  been  induced  to 
modify.  It  certainly  is  now  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  that  a  Froviso  of 
this  kind  might  give  rise  to  considerable 
inconvenience.  The  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  has  to  assent,  or  has  not  to 
withhold  his  assent,  to  the  closure ;  and 
if  an  angry  minorify  is  empowered  to 
make  a  collective  protest  in  writing, 


which  is  to  be  recorded  on  the  Jouraslt 
of  the  House,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
GoTernment  that  such  a  collective  pro- 
test, however  comforting  it  may  be  to 
the  minds  of  the  dissentients,  will  not 
conduce  to  the  order  and  to  the  pr^ress 
of  the  Business  of  the  Hooae.  While 
admitting  the  ingenuity  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Famell),  in  movin|f  an 
Amendment  which  was  formerly  moved 
by  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  iho  Fint 
Lord  of  we  Treasury,  I  must  say  it  is 
the  deliberate  and  calm  opinion  of  the 
Govemmeat  Uiat,  on  the  whole^  the  wiser 
course  for  the  House  is  to  ngeet  tbe 
Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOH  (Liverpo.^ 
Scotland) :  I  must  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  what  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen)  is  in  the  habit 
of  calling  the  delicious  irony  of  the 
situation  is  not  entirely  completed  by 
the  nmning  away  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  be- 
cause nothing  could  be  more  delioioaaly 
ironical  than  that  the  duty  of  vindicating 
the  Order  of  the  House  against  obetrae- 
tion  should  be  deputed  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  John 
Gtorst).  The  position  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  reminds  me  of  a 
celebrated  character  in  one  of  BalzBio's 
novels.  I  am  not  going  to  make  the 
reference  too  pointed,  ana  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  not 
misunderstand  me.  In  one  of  Balzao*s 
novels  there  is  a  character  called  Yau* 
trian,  who  is  unquestionably  the  ablest 
— IdonotUketouse  the  word  "swindler" 
though  it  most  correctly  describes  him 
— [A  Voice  :  Operator !  ] — operator  of 
his  time.  When  he  had  pursued  his 
nefarious  career  for  a  great  many  years 
he  got  tired  of  it,  and  ^aoed  his  eervioes 
at  the  disposal  of  the  detective  force. 
In  the  same  way,  if  the  Government 
desire  to  put  down  obstruction,  I  do  not 
know  that  they  can  do  bettwthanto  se- 
cure the  services  of  so  experienoed  a  man 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlooan.  The 
hon.  and  learned  (}«itleman  did  not 
condescend  to  tell  us  why  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  was  obliged  to  leave  the  House. 
Has  he  been  summoned  to  a  Cabinet 
Council ;  or  is  he  afraid  to  meet  his 
past  utterances  on  this  question,  last  the 
House  should  see  what  a  perfect  tarn 
aud  right-about-faoe  the  Tory  Party 
have  executed  ?  Now,  in  addition  to  th9 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  tho  right  hon. 
Qentlemaa  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  took 
part  in  the  debate  on  this  Proviao  in 
November,  1882,  and  the  late  Ohief 
Secretaryfor  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beaoh)  and  the  whole  Tory  Party  vent 
into  the  Lobby  in  support  of  the  Proviso. 
The  very  argument  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Gurst) 
against  the  proposal  now  was  used 
against  it  then.  It  was  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  that 
it  would  be  undesirable  that  Members 
ehould,  in  a  moment  of  irritation,  put 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House  an  ex- 
presaioa  of  their  strong  and  aogry 
feelings  upon  a  question.  Does  anybody 
suppose  the  Tory  Party  remained  with- 
ont  a  convenient  answer  to  that  ?  Sir 
B.  Auhetoo  Gross  (now  Yisoount  Cross), 
who  at  tluit  time  sat  on  the  Front 
Oppontion  Bench,  said — 

"  The  protest  would  not  bo  entered,  as  the 
Home  8«a«tary  supposed,  at  the  moment  when 
thoae  who  made  it  were  aafferiiig  under  a  sense 
ol  defeat,  hot  <m  the  next  day,  alter  time  had 
been  given  for  refleotion."— (3  MMuari,  [374] 
8U.) 

I  find  that  ene  of  the  ablest  speeches 
made  on  that  occasion  was  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  mesent  oiscre- 
tary  of  State  tor  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope). 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Hoose  of 
IjOida  wotud  shortly  be  the  only  Assembly  in 
which  freedom  of  discussion  would  be  allowed. 
In  Uiia  Hoose  they  were  Koing  to  be  ga^^ed, 
and  therefore  they  contended  they  had  a  right 
to  enter  their  proteat,  in  order  that  the  country 
mi^t  judge  of  the  coarse  they  had  adopted." 

It  was  argned  in  1882  bv  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  MidLothian 
that  the  protest  would  be,  to  a  certain 
ezt«kt,  a  refleotion  upon  the  Chair. 
That  is  the  very  argument  used  by  the 
Tory  Party  now.  In  1882  the  Tories 
said  it  was  all  nonsense  to  try  to  raise 
the  Chair  above  criticism,  and  they 
asked  why  the  Chair  should  be  raised 
above  criticism  any  more  than  anybody 
else.  U  the  NewKule  be  carried,  it  is 
not  the  Speaker  who  will  be  respon- 
sible for  the  application  of  the  cloture, 
but  the  Member  who  proposes  it,  and 
the  majority  who  agrees  to  it.  It  is 
now  argued  in  support  of  this  Bule  that 
the  action  of  the  Speaker  is  practically 
automatic,  and  therefore  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Speaker  cannot  be  aflfooted 


by  the  operation  of  the  Rule.  This 
protest  cannot  cast  any  reflection  on  the 
Speaker,  for  it  is  merely  a  protest 
against  what  ma^  be  supposed  to  be 
the  ^annioal  action  of  the  minority  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  EDWABD  HAEEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  think  that  this  Proviso 
is  most  skilfully  drawn.  It  provides 
that  this  protest  shall  not  be  made 
when  Members  are  smarting  under  de- 
feat ;  but  that  any  minority  of  Mem- 
bers exceeding  10  can  deliberately  and 
respectfully  enter  their  protest  next  day 
against  the  action  of  the  House  in  im- 
posing the  cl6ture.  I  shall  be  greatly 
surprised  if  we  do  not  have  the  support 
of  muiy  Tories  upon  this  q^uestion,  be- 
cause it  is  one  in  which  the  interests  of 
the  House  are  distinctly  at  stake.  I 
do  not  see  anything  in  this  proposal  op- 
posed to  the  spirit  of  the  traaitions  of 
the  House,  or  opposed  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Constitution  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
I  think  we  should  be  merely  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
House  and  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution 
if  we  allowed  a  minority  to  enter  their 
protest  in  black  and  white  against  what 
they  consider  an  unjust  use  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  its  power.  It  is 
well  to  bear  in  mind  that  it  is  not  pro- 
posed that  this  protest  shail  be  made  in 
the  moment  of  excitement,  but  at  the 
Sitting  following  the  imposition  of  the 
cloture.  In  that  fact  I  think  we  have 
the  very  best  protection  against  the 
possibility  of  any  rash  or  precipitate 
action  on  the  part  of  the  minority. 
Naturally  enough  it  will  be  to  the  inte- 
rest of  the  minority  that  they  should, 
during  the  24  hours  which  will  elapse 
between  the  application  of  the  cloture 
and  the  next  Sitting,  see  that  they  do 
not  write  anything  to  be  recorded  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House  which  may  after- 
wards be  used  against  them  as  evidence 
that  they  had  been  guilty  of  an  obstrnc- 
tive  use  of  their  functions  in  the  House. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  Fridoff. 

MOTION, 
 0^— 

BBFOBKATORT  SCHOOLS  ACT  (1866) 
AHBITDHEIIX  BILL. 

On  Bfotion  of  Mr.  Dnsdale,  Bill  to  amend 
<*TheXleformatorySGho<£  Act,  ISW,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr;  Dag^Oe,  Ur.  Whit" 
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Mr.  Curzon,  Ur,  Cizoo,  and  Mr.  Uorfa 
Stewart. 

BQl prtaented,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  IdS.} 

House  a^ounied  at  ten  minTites 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Tkvtfiayt  Mth  Marck^  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB—Semuid  SMttinf— 

Pharmacy  Acta  Ameodmeitt  (28). 
Committ§e  —  S«p9ri  —  laeawiheuti  of  Benefices 

Loana  Extenaion  Act  (1889}  Amendment* 

{39). 

Jtfport—Olohe  Lands  (41-45). 

2'Aird  Rtading  —  Lanaey  Acta  Amendment 

(40) ;  Justices'  Jurisdicuon  KaA.pMMed. 
Fboviaiohai.  Obdsk  Biu^2%itri  Siding — 

Local  OoTomment  (freland)  (OuiidE-Mi- 

8iiir)*(S0),  anipauHi. 

PHABMACT  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{TAt  £ati  of  MiUtimn,) 
(no.  38.)     BBCOHD  HUBINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoood  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Eael  ofMILLTOWN,  in  rising 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a 
second,  timot  saidj  that  its  object,  though 
extremely  simple,  was  one  of  consider- 
able importance  to  the  general  public. 
It  was  framed  with  the  object  of  enabling 
the  Pharmaceutical  Society  of  Great 
Britain,  which  was  formed  in  1841, 
and  received  a  Charter  in  1843,  to 
make  adequate  regulations  for  the  edu- 
cation and  curriculum  to  be  followed  by 
those  who  wore  enrolled  among  its 
members.  Its  purpose  was  to  protect 
the  public  against  the  admission  to  prac- 
tice of  persons  without  the  necessary 
training.  Hitherto  there  had  been  great 
dilBoulties  in  the  way  of  the  Sociefy 
dealing  with  that  matter,  the  importance 
of  which  it  was  imposnble  to  OTer-esti- 
suato,  because  the  members  had  the  ex- 
olusive  ri^t  of  dispensing  and  selling 
poisons.  By  the  Pharmacy  Act  of  1852, 
It  was  made  penal  for  any  unauthorised 
person  to  assume  the  title  of  pharma- 
usutival  chemist,  and  hj  the  Act  of  18G8 
"  was  made  unlawful  for  any  person  not 
'  qualified  to  sell  or  dispense  poisons, 
assume  the  title  of  chemist  and 
Ut.  Certain  poisons  of  a  particu- 


larly dangerous  character,  the  sale  of 
which  was  placed  under  special  restric- 
tions, were  contained  in  a  Schedule  to 
the  Act.  That  Schedule  could  be  added 
to  by  the  Society,  from  time  to  time, 
with  the  consent  of  the  FriTy  Oouncil. 
The  Society  ooneisted  of  members,  asso- 
ciates, and  registered  apprentices,  each 
of  whom  had  a  separate  qualification, 
and  passed  a  separate  examination.  It 
was  intended  that  the  apprentices  should 
pass  a  preliminary  examination  before 
admission,  and  after  a  three  years'  ap- 
prenticeship should  pass  a  qualifying 
examination;  but  it  had  been  found 
that,  owing  to  the  development  of  the 
extensive  system  of  cramming  that  now 
prevailed,  Hie  gentlemen  who  were 
known  as  apprentices  trusted  entirely 
to  passing  the  qualified  examination, 
and  did  not  devote  themselves  to  acquir- 
ing the  practical  knowledge  absolutely 
essentialduringapprenticeship,  although 
all  operations  in  pharmacy  required  to  be 
maturely  practised  for  the  ssiety  of  the 
public.  By  the  6th  clause  of  the  Bill  of 
1868,  the  ^aminers  wore  bound  to  pass 
Uiose  who  answered  their  questions, 
which  might  be  answered  by  those  who 
had  no  skilful  training  at  all.  The  So- 
ciety accordingly  framed  bye-laws  for 
remedying  these  defects  and  establish- 
ing a  sufficient  ouirieulum  of  study;  but 
the  Privy  Oouncil,  to  whom  all  bye-laws 
had  to  be  submitted,  fdt  unable  to  con- 
firm them,  as  it  considered  that  the 
Statutes  did  not  authorize  the  Sooie^ 
to  frame  them ;  and  this  Bill,  which  had 
the  unanimous  assent  of  the  Council  of 
the  Pharmaceutical  Society,  had  been 
introduced  into  their  Lor^hips*  House 
to  remedy  this  defect.  Subject  to  a  slight 
amendment  in  the  phraseology  of  one 
of  the  clauses,  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  (Yisconnt  Craa- 
brook)  did  not  object  to  the  Bill.  He 
might  add  that  the  2nd  clause  gave  thia 
Society  power  to  dispraise  with  the  three 
years'  curriculum  in  the  case  of  those 
who  had  obtained  technical  skill  in  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  or  the 
Colonies,  but  not  with  the  qualifying  ex- 
amination. In  moving  the  second  read- 
ing, he  might  say,  in  condunon,  that  the 
Bill  did  not  apply  to  Ireland,  as  the  Irish 
Pharmacy  Act  of  1875  did  not  require 
similar  amendment.  The  Bill  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  the  practice 
in  the  mattw  uniform  thronghout  the 
Kingdom, 
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Moved,  *'ThattheBillbenowreKd2V" 
— (The  Earl  of  MtlUown.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

LUNACY  ACra  AMENDMENT  BUiL. 
[The  lord  Chmmlbr.) 

(so.  40.)     THIRD  BEASUrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
HALBBtniT),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  third  time,  said,  that  a 
qneation  had  been  raised  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Selborne) 
on  the  nev  clause  which  he  (Lord  Hals- 
bnty)  proposed  to  move  to  add  to  the  Bill. 
The  new  clause  provided  that  when  a 
person  had  been  received  as  a  lunatic  in 
any  asylum  under  an  order  of  a  Judge 
of  County  Courts,  magistrate,  or  justice, 
without  having  been  previously  seen  or 
examined  by  him,  he  should  have  a  right 
to  be  taken  before  a  Judge,  magistrate, 
or  justice.  It  was  provided  by  the 
cluue  that  this  jurisdiction  should  be 
exercised  by  "  any  Judge,  magistrate*  or 
justice  other  than  "  the  one  who  made 
the  order;  and  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  desired  tiiat  the  same  magisb'ate 
who  made  the  order  should  have  the 
personal  interview  with  the  alleged 
lunatic.  If  that  were  done,  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  the  magistrate 
practically  hear  an  appeal  from  his  own 
order.  He  could  not  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  advising  the  House  to  adopt 
such  an  Amendment,  and  would  leave 
the  decision  in  their  Lordships'  hands. 

Bfoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3"." 
— (B«  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  nffrted  U ;  Bill  read  3*  accord - 
ingly. 

On  Question, "  That  the  Bill  do  pass?" 

Amendment  ntoved^  after  Clause  4  add 
a  new  clause : — 

'*  (I.)  When  a  person  has  been  received  as  a 
Innattc  in  an  asylum  hospital  or  licensed  house 
or  as  a  single  patient,  nnaer  an  ordn  of  a  judge 
<rf  ODonh-  conrta  magistrate  or  jnstiee,  without 
having  been  peTsonaUy  seen  or  examined  by 
such  jodse  magistrate  or  justice,  the  person 
•hall  (snbject  as  herein- after  mentioned)  hare 
tlw  right  to  be  taken  before  or  visited  by  a  judge 
jnagiHrate  or  justice,  other  than  the  judge 
nagistnte  or  justice  under  whose  order  he  has 
beea  nweiTed,  except  so  far  as  the  medical 
p^SKistendent  <d  the  as^lam  or  hospital,  w  the 


medical  proprietor  or  atlendaut  of  the  house,  or 
the  medical  attendant  of  the  single  patient, 
within  twenty-four  hours  after  bis  reception,  in 
a  certificate  signed  and  sent  to  the  Commis- 
sioners  (ia  tiie  Form  Sa  in  the  First  Sohednls), 
shall  state  that  the  «cerdseof  such  right  would 
be  prejudicial  to  the  person  so  received. 

"  (2.)  Subject  to  any  such  certiflcate,  the 
snpwintendmt  or  proprietor  of  the  asylam 
hospital  or  house,  or  the  person  having  charge 
of  tne  single  patient,  shaU,  within  twenty-four 
hours  after  reception,  give  to  the  person  so 
received  as  a  lunatic  a  notice  in  writing  in  the 
Form  Zb.  in  the  First  Schedule,  and  shall  ascer- 
tain whether  he  derires  to  exercise  soch  tight  as 
aforesaid ;  and  if  he,  within  seven  days  after 
his  reception,  expresses  his  desire  to  exercise 
the  right,  such  superintoident  proprietor  or 
person  shall  procure  him  to  sign  a  notice  in  the 
Form  Ze.  in  the  First  Schedule,  and  shall  forth- 
with tranamit  it  by  post  in  a  registered  letterto 
the  judge  ma^trate  or  justice,  who  shall  there- 
upon arrange,  as  soon  as  conveniently  may  be, 
either  to  visit  the  person  giving  the  notice  or  to 
have  him  brought  before  him  by  the  snperin- 
tondent  proprietor  or  person  as  the  judge  magis- 
trate or  lostice  may  Uiiok  fit.  After  any  sach 
personal  interview  the  jadgc  magis^to  or 
justice  shall  send  by  post  to  the  Commisdonras 
a  report  thereupon,  and  the  Commissioners  shall 
take  such  stops  as  may  be  necessary  to  give 
effect  to  the  report. 

"  (3.)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  the 
notice  shall  be  sent  to  and  the  jurisdiction  exer- 
cised by  any  judge  magistrate  or  justice,  other 
than  the  judj^  floa^strato  or  justice  who  mode 
the  order  for  recephon,  then  present  within  the 
petty  sessional  division  or  horou^  where  the 
person  rocoived  is,  who  shall  be  in  such  notice 
named  by  the  person  desiring  the  interview,  or 
if  no  judge  magistrate  or  justice  is  so  named, 
any  justice  who  shall,  under  ftrrangements 
which  shall  be  for  that  purpose  from  time  to 
time  made  amongst  themselves  by  the  justices 
in  such  division  or  borough,  undertake  such 
jurisdiction ;  and  the  notice  shall,  in  such  last- 
mentioned  case,  be  sent  to  the  justices  clerk  of 
such  division  or  borough  for  transmission  to  the 
justice. 

"  (4)  The  judge  magistrate  or  justice  shall  be 
entitled,  if  he  desiros  so  to  do,  before  making 
his  report,  to  see  the  medical  certificates  and  any 
other  docnments  upon  the  consideration  of  whim 
the  order  for  reception  was  made. 

"  (5.)  If  any  superintendent  of  an  asylam  or 
hospitu,  or  any  auperintondent  or  proprietor  of 
a  licensed  house,  or  any  person  having  charge 
of  a  single  patient,  omits  to  perform  any  duty 
imposed  upon  him  by  this  section,  he  shall  lie 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour."— (fiU  Lord  CAsfi- 
ctUor.) 

Thb  Eabl  07  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
did  not  see  why  the  magistrate  making 
the  oi^er  should  necessarily  be  pre- 
judiced against  the  patient.  He  would 
not  very  willingly  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  oUose,  because  they  were 
all  of  one  mind  as  to  the  general 
object  and  scope  of  the  Bill.  Ha  had 
a  Teiy  strong  opinion,  however,  that 
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the  clause  as  it  stood  would  hare  aa 
effect  which  thoj  did  not  intend  it  to 
have,  and  he  would  therefore  move  to 
amend  the  first  sub-section  by  leaving 
out  the  words  "any  iudge,  magistrate, 
or  justice  other  than."  He  proposed  to 
insert  instead  thereof,  a  provision  that 
iJie  examination  of  a  lunatic  should  be 
made  by  the  Judse,  magistrate,  or 
jnstioe  who  made  we  order  for  recep- 
tion— 

'*  If  the  person  so  zeoeived  as  a  Imutio  is  still 
within  the  county  or  ^bM»  in  which  sooh  Jnif^f 
niBgistnte,  or  jnstioe  has  Jtnisdiotlon,  and  in 
any  other  case  by  aiqr  Judge,  magistrate,  or 
Janice." 

nia  object  was  that  the  magistrate  who 
had  made  an  order  for  detention  should 
be  the  miigistrate  to  personally  see  and 
examine  the  alle^d  lunatic,  for  having 
had  all  the  matenals  before  him,  he  was 
better  able  to  form  an  opinion  than  any 
magistrate  would  be  who  knew  nothing 
of  the  case.  There  was  no  reason  for 
supposing  that  the  magistrate  who  made 
the  order  would  be  ]^ndioed  in  the 
matter,  whereas  to  call  m  another  magis- 
trate would  be  making  him  ^t  as  a  court 
of  appeal  from  the  first. 

Amendment  moV9d, 

In  the  new  cUase  to  b«  added  after  Chtose 
i.  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  suhaoction  (3.),  lines 
2  and  3,  leave  oat  {*<  any  jadge,  magistrate,  or 
justice,  other  than");  line  i,  after  ("recep- 
tion ")  insert  ("  if  the  person  so  received  as  a 
Innatio  is  still  within  the  county  or  place  in 
which  tuoh  judge,  magistrate,  or  justice  has 
Jnrisdiotion:  and  in  any  other  case  by  any 
judge,  magistrate,  or  justice.*')— (TA*  Earl  of 

On  Question,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause  1> "  Their  Lordships  divtdti:— 
Contents  40 ;  Not-Oontents  32 :  M^ority 
18. 

CONTBNTS. 


Halshury,  L,  (L.  Chan- 

etHor.) 
Cranhroolc,  V.  {L. 

Prendent.) 
Cadogan,  E.  (L.  Privy 

Stal.) 

Hoont  Edgoombe,  E. 
(£.  StMard^ 

Lathom,  E.  {L.  Cham- 
berlain.) 

Clarendon,  E. 

Fevezsbim,  E. 

Harrowby,  E. 

Ilchestcr,  E. 

Jersey,  E. 

Jjeren  and  Melville,  E. 


Uilltown,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Ooslow,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Whamcliffe,  E. 
YarboTOUf^,  B. 

OroBB,  Y. 
Sidmouth,  Y. 

Aahhoame,  L. 
Balfour  of  Burley,  L. 
Bateman,  L. 
Braboume,  h. 
BramweU,  L. 
Brodrick,L.(F'.itfirf/*. 
ion.) 


The  Earl  of  Stlbmrnt 


Chelmsford,  L. 

Colchester,  L. 
CoIviUe  of  Culrosa,  L. 
Ellonboroagh,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Fermanagh,  L.  {K. 

Smt.) 
Fozford,  L:  {S.  Zi'mm- 

Hfli.)  [TttUr.} 
Kenry,L.  {E.Dunravan 

and  Mount-Earl) 


Eintore,  L.   (B.  Kin. 

tart.)  ITtUtr.] 
Norton,  L. 
Poltimore,  li. 
Saltersford.  L.  (£. 

Qmrtowti.) 
Shute,  li.  (  v.  Barriwf- 

t9H.} 

Stanley  of  Aldarley,L, 
Wigan,        (£.  Cnw- 
ford  and  BaUmmt.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Bedford,  D. 
Ripon,  U. 

OamperdowB,  E. 

Daoie,  E, 

Granville,  E. 

Innes,  E.      {D.  Box- 

burghe. ) 
Kimherloy,  E. 
Selbome,  E.  [TtUtr.1 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 

Elgin,  L.     {B.  B^in 
and  Kincardine.) 


Foley,  L. 
Orimthorpe,  Xi. 
Herschell,  L. 
Kensington,  L. 
Lingen,  li. 
Lyttleton,  It. 
Bomilly,  L. 
Stratheden  and  Oamp- 

h^L. 
Sadley,  L.  {B. 

Arran.) 
Thring,  L.  [IVtto-.] 
Thuriov,  It. 
Tweeddale,  L.  (JT. 

TiftuUmU.) 


Amendment  diu^ntd  to. 

Lord  HEKSOHELL  said,  he  thought 
it  objectionable  and  very  prejudicial  to 
the  lunatic  himself,  that  he  should  be 
enabled  to  name  the  particular  Judge  or 
ma^trate  before  whom  he  shooid  be 
taken,  aa  it  would  ^re  rise  oocasionally 
to  considerable  inoonTenience.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  to  amend  the  danse 
80  as  to  dispense  with  the  necessity  of 
the  lunatic  naming  the  particular  magis- 
trate who  should  visit  him,  and  enaUiog 
the  justices  of  the  borough  or  county  to 
d^oose,  from  time  to  time,  the  magistrate 
or  justice  who  should  investigate  the 
case  of  the  ^eeed  lunatic. 

Lord  HAL8BUEY,  said  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposed  Amendment 

Amendment  agrwi  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  (^reed  toj  and 
ordtrtd  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

BilljNWA^  and  sent  to  the  Oomnums. 

GLEBE  LANDS  BILL.-(No.  41.) 
{Tht  VUeountCroM.) 
REPORT. 

Amendments  r^erted  (according  to 
Order). 

dftuse  8  (Sale  of  glebe  by  or  with 
approval  of  Lord  Chancellor). 

Lord  NOBTON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert,  inline  21,  before  '*  bene- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


497  6hU  {Mabch  1 


7, 18871 


.Un^  Bill.  4d3' 


fit "  the  words  permanent  and  prospec- 
tive," and,  in  the  same  line,  after 
'*  benefice  "  to  insert  "  and  without  un- 
fair prejudice  to  adjoiniug  property." 
He  remarked  that,  in  Committee,  it  was 
moved  that  no  glebe  should  be  sold 
without  the  Bishop's  and  patron's  con- 
sent. The  object  of  the  Bill  seemed  to 
be  to  prevent  the  Bishops  in  the  Eccle- 
aiastittl  Commission  vetoing  all  sales 
of  Cbnrch  real  property.  Such  an  in- 
clination seemed  to  be  erroneous,  as  late 
legislation  had  made  real  property  no 
Beoorer  fhan  Consols ;  and  to  prevrat  all 
sales  of  gjebo  would  be  a  senseleBS  loss, 
especially  of  minerals,  which  the  clergy 
could  not  work  at  all,  or  interlyiag 

Sieces  of  land  they  cuuld  not  improve. 
In  the  other  hand,  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners might  feel  themselves  unautho- 
rized to  refuse  a  poor  incumbent's  press- 
ing application  for  premature  sale  for 
immediate  benefit  to  the  prospective 
detriment  of  the  living.  The  noble 
Yiscount  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  sug- 
gested in  the  debate  the  words  "  per- 
manent benefit."  He  proposed  to  take 
the  noble  Yiscount's  words  and  to  add 
*' proqiective."  so  that  the  Land  Com- 
mission might  feel  it  their  dut^  to  take 
probable  improvement  of  value  into  their 
considoation  in  consenting  to  a  sale. 
Thib  other  insertion-  would  meet  such  a 
case  as  lately  occurred,  where  glebe 
lying  in  the  middle  of  the  patron's  park, 
the  incumbent  wanted  to  sell  for  villa 
building,  the  site  being  very  attractive 
to  a  neighbouring  manufacturing  town. 
The  patron,  like  most  landlords,  was  too 
poor  to  outbid  the  market;  but,  fortu- 
nately, an  exchange  of  land  removed  the 
difficulty.  But  it  ought  to  be  within 
the  Land  Commission's  power,  as  the 
Act  of  Viet.  1  put  it  in  that  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commisrion,  to  save  adjoining 
property  from  snoh  injury  by  exchanges 
or  other  arrangements.  Unfair  advan- 
tage should  n^  be  taken  of  the  patnm's 
beqnest  to  the  Church. 

Amendment  movedt 

In  page  1,  line  21,  after  the  second  ("the") 
insert  ("permanent  and  proBpective ") ;  and 
after  ("beoefice  ")  insert  ("and  without  unfair 
prejnaice  to  adjoining  property  ").—(rA«  Lord 
JftrUn.) 

The  SECRETAET  op  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cboss)  said,  he  would 
agree  to  the  insertion  of  the  word  "  per- 
lOanent,"  as  he  bad  no  objection  to 
making  it  clear  that  the  sale  was  to-  be 


for  the  benefit  of  the  benefice,  and  not 
for  the  immediate  advantage  of  the 
incumbent.  He  could  not,  however, 
seeing  that  it  might  be  looked  upon  as 
an  Instruction  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners to  look  to  prospective  improve- 
ments by  buildii^  or  otherwise,  assent 
to  the  insertion  of  the  word  "  prospec- 
tive," which,  it  seemed  to  bim,  would 
open  up  too  remote  contingencies,  and, 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  exclude  it,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  NORTON  said,  he  feared  he 
was  unable  to  do  otherwise  than  accept 
the  suggested  limitation  of  this  Amefld- 
ment 

Amendmentsnm^,  and,  as  amended, 

agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  3,  line  8,  at  the  end  of  sah-section 
(2.)  insert  ("  and  if  saoh  objection  be  not  re- 
moved the  matter  shall  be  referred  to  the  Eccle- 
siaatical  Commissioners,  whose  decinon  shall  be 
final ").—( rAf  Earl  of  Fevenham.) 

TisooTTMT  CB08S  said,  that  durin|f 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  Committee,  it ' 
was  understood  that  Uie  Land  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  the  arbitrators,  and 
if  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were 
substituted,  the  title  of  the  Bill  might 
as  well  be  altered,  for  instead  of  being 
one  to  facilitato  the  sale  of  glebe,  it 
would  rather  be  one  to  impede  the  sale. 
He  regretted  to  oppose  anything  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Earl,  but  he  ooutd 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  Mffotivsd. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Viscount  Cboss, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  2,  line  7,  by 
leaving  out  ("  and  patnm  and  insert- 
ing ("or  patron,  as  the  case  may  be 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  fi  (Application  and  investment 

of  purchase  money). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Viscount  Cnoss, 
the  followiDg  Amendment  made: — At 
end  of  clause  insert — 

"Any  land  pnrdiased  with  money  arising 
from  a  sale  imder  this  Act  of  the  glebe  land  <n 
any  benefice  shall  be  conveyed  to  the  incumbAit/ 
of  that  benefice,  and  shall  beheld  by  the  ineum-* 
bent  for  the  time  being  as  part  of  the  glebe  of  . 
the  benefice,  and  the  income  arising  from  tlie 
land  shall  be  paid  or  applied  as  the  income  of 
the  land  sold  would  have  been  payable  or  appli- : 
cable  if  the  sale  had  not  taken  place." 

Clause,  as  amended,  (^r^ed  to. 
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Olaose  6  (BeBtrielioii  as  to  sales). 

On  the  Hotion  of  The  YiBoonnt  Oaoss, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — In 
page  4,  line  16,  after  ("Act"),  insert— 

^"bat  until  such  Bom  U  fully  reconped,  no- 
tlung  in  thia  Bection  Bhall  diBcharge  the  incam- 
bent  from  his  lialnlity  to  make  good  the  said 
dilapidations.") 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Viscount  Oboss, 
tiie  following  Amendment  made : — Leave 
out  Olattse  7,  and  insert  the  follow- 
ing danse : — 

(Frorislon  where  land  is  Bubjeet  to  mortgage  or 

other  debt.) 
*'  (l.)  Where  any  glebe  land  sold  nndar  this 
Act,  or  the  benefice  to  which  it  belongs,  is  sub* 
ject  to  anv  mortgage  or  other  debt,  tbo  land 
bWI  be  sold  free  from  such  mortgage  or  debt, 
but  sach  mortgage  or  debt,  if  not  discharged, 
shall  attach  to  the  parchase  mone;^  of  the  land 
and  to  any  Becorities  or  land  in  or  in  connexion 
with  whi^  snch  purchase  money  ia  inTMted, 
and  the  mortgagee  or  creditor  biibU  have  the 
like  remedies  as  nearly  as  ma^  be  is  relation  to 
each  purchase  mone^,  Becnnties,  and  land  as 
he  would  have  had  if  the  land  bad  not  been 
■old. 

**  (2.)  The  preBoribed  notice  of  the  proposal 
to  sell  any  such  glebe  land  shall  be  giren  to  the 
mortgagee  or  creditor,  and  the  mortgagee  or 
creditor  may,  within  the  prescribed  time  after 
moh  nottoe,  olgect  to  the  Bale  on  the  ground 
that  his  security  will  be  damnified  by  the  sale, 
and  before  the  Land  Commissioners  approve 
the  sale  or  sell,  the^  shall  be  satisfied  that 
either  snob  an  objeotion  to  the  sale  has  not 
been  made  by  the  mortgagee  or  creditor,  or  if 
an  olyeott(A  naa  been  made  that  the  mortgagee 
or  creditor  will  not  be  damnified  by  the  sue, 
and  the  I^nd  Commissioners  may,  if  it  seems 
to  them  necessary,  make  provision  either  for 
securing  the  rights  of  the  mortgagee  or  credi- 
tor, or  for  the  disohar^e  of  the  mortgage  or 
other  debt,  bo  that  nothing  is  done  which  will 
pntjodice  Uie  future  intorsst  ol  the  benefice. 

"(3.)  Hie  I^d  Oommlsrioaen  may  requite 
the  mortgagee  or  creditor  to  aocept  pavment  of 
the  principal  and  interest  due,  togieuier  with 
such  additional  sum  (if  any)  as  seems  necessanr 
In  order  to  dispense  with  any  notice  which 
would  otherwise  be  required  for  such  pay- 
toent" 

TisoouHT  OBOSS  said,  it  had  been 
represented  to  him  that  there  were 
owners  of  glebee  who  would  wish  to  sell 
portions  of  them  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
eharging  debt  inonrred  by  asrigning 
part  of  the  income  to  new  henefices  in 
the  original  parish.  The  Bector  of 
Wigan  was  in  this  position,  having  en- 
dowed new  livings  with  part  of  his 
glebe.  To  meet  such  cases  he  would 
propose  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause. 

Jiovfid,  after  Olaose  7,  insert  the  fol- 
lowing cluie 


OB]         (  dig  of  Limirieh),  500 

(Provision  as  to  annual  chaiges  on  benefice.) 
"  Where  any  glebe  land  sold  under  this  Act 
or  tiie  benefice  to  which  it  belongs,  or  any  put 
of  the  endowment  of  such  benefice,  ia  subject 
to  a  permanmt  annual  charge  in  &roar  <xf  tiie 
incumbent  of  any  other  benefice,  the  land  slnll 
be  sold  free  from  such  annual  charge,  but  the 
annual  charge  shall  attach  to  the  porchaae 
money,  and  to  any  securities  or  land  in  or  ia 
connexion  with  wmcb  such  purchase  money  ii 
invested,  and  the  authority  holding  the  aecaii< 
tjes  in  which  aooh  purchase  money  is  invested, 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  set  apart  an  odequita 
portion  of  such  aeourities  ftw  the  purpose  of 
meeting  auch  charge,  or  any  part  thereof,  and 
ahall  thereupon  dischanre  the  said  benefioe  and 
tbe  endowment  thereof  £rom  the  liabilify  to 
the  annual  charge  or  the  said  part  tfaemof,  and 
the  seoarities  so  set  apart  ahoU  he  plaoed  to  a 
separate  account  or  oUMrwias  set  apart  in  Bach 
manner  as  the  sud  authority  may  direct. " — 
{Tfu  ViMvmt  OvM.) 

Clause  agreed  ia. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  7\tetdag  next; 
and  to  be^rm^  as  amoided.  (No.  45.) 

IRELAND  (CITY  OF  LIMERICK)— 
THE  ASYLUM  RATE. 
UOTIOH    FOB  PAFESS. 

The  Eael  op  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
moving  tot  the  Oorreepondenoe  respect- 
ing the  Limerick  County  Aj^lnm  rate, 
said,  ho  sboi^  like  to  know  what  had 
recently  transpired.  He  should  be  satis- 
fied if  he  were  informed  the  rate  was 
levied,  or  about  to  be. 

Moved  for — 

"  Correspondence  between  the  Irish  Govern' 
moat  and  Uio  Mayor  of  Limerick  with  reference 
to  tbe  rate  ordered  to  be  levied  upon  the  City  of 
Limerick  for  the  maintenance  of  lonatice  in 
the  city  and  county  asylum."— (rA«  Sari  %J 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  op 
IRELAND  (Lord  Asbboubite)  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  give  tite 
Correspondence ;  and  he  mi^ht  si^  that, 
when  the  noble  Earl  read  it,  he  would 
find  the  attitude  of  the  Gownmoit  to- 
wards the  Corporation  of  Limoick  rerr 
clearly  defined.  The  Ch>Tenunent  had 
required  that  the  money  should  be  paid, 
and  the  Corporation  hu.  admitted  their 
liability. 

The  Eael  op  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Mayor  of  Limerick  had  announced  the 
intention  of  the  Corporation  to  levy  a 
rate? 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE  siucl,  he  did  not 
know  the  exact  form ;  but  the  liability 
had  been  acknowledged  by  the  Corpoi»* 
tioiL 
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Thb  Easl  of  OAUPEBDOWN:  I 
am  afraid  that  is  a  rather  difforent 
matter. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Oorrespondencd 
erdtred  to  be  laid  before  the  Hoase. 

lord  ashboubke  and  houe 
b1tle^bservati0k& 

Thk  lord  OHANOELLOE  o»  ibe- 

Ij&I^D  (Lord  Abhboubne)  :  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  take  this  opportnnity  of 
saying  one  sentence  in  reference  to  a 
personal  matter.  My  attention  has  been 
called,  within  the  last  hour  before  the 
meeting  of  the  House,  to  a  paragraph  in 
2%s  Dailjf  Ifewa  this  morning,  which, 
under  the  heading  of  "  Lord  Ash> 
bourn©  and  Home  Hole,"  states  as 
follows : — 

"  The  atory  goes  that  in  a  copy  of  Thom'i 
DirecUrrjffor  1886,  which  has  come  la  doe  coarse 
ODt  of  hU  Lordship's  residence,  there  has  heen 
diacovered  a  memorandam  of  an  Iriah  Home 
Farliomeot  at  least  as  extensive  as  Mr.  Qlad- 
stone*!,  in  the  characterise  handwriting  of  his 
LordaUp;  bat  whether  it  is  tentatsTe  or  final, 
whethsr  it  cmectl^  ozpresses  Lord  Aahhoome's 
MotiaMnta,  or  whmher  it  was  written  to  order, 
there  are  no  means  of  testing.  After  some 
CQtioua  sdveotores,  the  document,  it  is  said,  was 
poTchased  at  a  constderahle  price  hy  a  gentle- 
man of  the  same  politics  and  profession  as  his 
liordship,  and  lithographed  copies  faaTO  passed 
into  exteiisiTe,  though  private,  circnlation." 

My  Lords,  the  first  intimation  I  ever 
received  of  this  romantic  episode  in  my 
life  was  when  I  read  that  paragraph. 
There  is  not  even  the  Testige  of  the 
shadow  of  a  foundation  for  the  story ; 
and  I  hare  only  to  say  that  I  shall  be 
Tory  mnch  obliged  to  "the  gentleman 
of  the  same  politics  and  profession  as 
mjself  "  if  he  will  only  give  me  a  pri> 
▼ate  view  of  one  of  tile  " '  lithograpned 
copies." 

House  a^j'"''!'^  >t  a  quarter  before  8ix 
o'dodc,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o^dock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thwtiag,  17M  Mtunh,  1887. 


MINUTES.] — Selbct  ConnTrn  —  Kational 

Frvridl^biontnce,  Ifr,  Hoyla  and  OipUiii 

FeDowttsifilHr. 
BorrLT— -coMidifmf  tn  Ct^HutdU— ^ATT  EsTi- 

MATBS.  NL-HniB«,  Vote  1  j:  4>**ttmtUl 

(Matt  Butich,  1886-7). 


PuBLio  Bills— JtwolNltoM  in  Comntiltti — Otdtred 
— FirM  JtMrfiiw— Isle  of  Man  (Customs)* 
[199]. 

SMHid  ilAufiM^— MercAkandise  Uaiks  Law  Con- 
Bolidation  and  Ameodmeat  *  [194],  rtfimd  to 
tk«  Stint  Oommittse  oh  th$  Merohandiso  Harks 
Act  (1863)  Amendment. 

Chmmttttt  —  Merchant  Shipping  Act  (1654) 
Amendment  {No.  3)*  [184 J— b.?. 

Committee— R$port — ^Merchant  Shipping  (Fish* 
ing  Boats)  Acts  Amendment  [168], 

Third  Seading—CmaAy  Courts  (£zpenBes)* 
[177])  Kaipattod. 


ADMIBALTT— DOCK  ACCOMUODATION 
AT  BOMBAY  FOR  HER  MAJESTY'S 
NAVY. 

AsuxRAL  FIELD(Sassez,  Eastbourne) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  Lords  Oommissioners  are 
willing  to  co-operate  with  the  Indian 
CK)Temment,  in  providing  suitable  dock 
accommodatioQ  at  Bombay  for  large 
ships  of  Her  M^esty's  Navy,  by  pay- 
ment of  a  moiety  of  the  cost  of  enlarg- 
ing existing  docks  in  the  GoTemment 
Dockyard  at  that  port ;  whether  different 
Admirals  in  command  of  the  Indian 
Station  have  repeatedly  urged  the  ne- 
cessity of  providing  such  docking  fticiH- 
ties  as  aforesaid,  especially  in  view  of 
requirements  in  time  of  war;  whether 
estmiates  have  been  submitted  showing 
that  the  cost  of  snoh  dock  extension 
would  not  exeeed  £100,000,  or  there* 
abouts;  and,  whether,  in  JaQaaryl882, 
the  Euryalut,  late  flagship  on  Indian 
Station,  was  compelled  to  be  sent  to 
Malta  (distant  4,000  miles)  to  be  docked 
for  repairs,  through  the  want  of  the 
necessary  accommodation  at  Bombay  ? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  also 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Government  of 
India  are  prepared  to  co-operate  with 
the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Admi- 
ralty in  providing  the  necessary  dock 
accommodation  at  Bombay  for  large 
ships  of  Her  Miyesty's  Kavy,  in  acoora- 
anoe  with  the  repeated  reooinmeiidatt<uu 
of  diflsrsoit  Adimxals  in  command  of  the 
ludian  Station,  to  meet  the  urgent  re- 
quirements of  the  Navy,  especially  in 
tune  of  war ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  fl^ihi'p  on  Indian  Station,  in 
January  18B3,  was  Dblig:«d  to  proceed  to 
Malta  to  b^  dod^'  '  '      ;  ^^^  ^  wani 

at  Bom' 
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bay,  whereby  the  said  Station  was  de- 
prived of  the  most  efficient  ship  belong- 
ing thereto  fw  a  period  of  sereial 
months  P 

Thb  first  lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
Admirals  in  command  of  the  East  India 
Station  have  reported  the  insnfficiency 
of  the  existing  docking  facilities  at  Bom- 
bay. A  dock  extenrion,  costing  £83,000, 
was  formerly  suggested ;  but  it  was 
found  that  this  extension  would  not 
make  sufflcient  provision  for  docking 
first-class  ships.  It  was,  therefore, 
thought  preferable  to  build  a  new  dock 
alto^ther ;  and  I  understand  that  the 
Indian  Gx)remm6nt  are  taking  steps  to 
provide  the  accommodation.  It  is  the 
case  that  the  Euryalw  had  to  proceed  to 
Malta  from  Bombay  to  be  docked. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Government  of  India  are  now  en- 
gaged in  providing  the  necessary  dock 
accommodation  at  Bombay  for  the 
largest  type  of  ships  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy. 

EGYPT-THE  ARMY  OP  OCCTJPATION- 
DECORATIOKS  FOB  THE  TBOOFS  AT 
ASSOUAN. 

Mb.  SHIBLET  (Yorkshure,  W.B., 
Doncaster)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Ooremment  to  grant  any  decoration 
or  batta  money  to  the  troops  who  were 
quartered  at  Assouan  during  the  hot 
season  of  1886,  on  account  of  the  appal- 
ling mortality  and  sickness  which  was 
rife  there,  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
cedent of  1865,  when  the  Egyptian 
medal  was  granted  on  accouot  of  the 
excessive  heat  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodrick) 
(Surrey,  Qiiitdford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  medal  granted  in  1885  was  for  the 
campaign  in  £^ypt,  towards  which  the 
troops  at  Assouan  were  directly  contribu- 
tory. Excessive  heat  of  the  climate 
does  not  in  its^  constitute  a  claim  to  a 
medal  or  decoration.  It  vould  not  be 
convenient  that  the  pay  of  a  soldier 
should  be  dependent  on  the  climate  in 
which  he  may  be  serving ;  but  all  troops 
in  Egypt  have  advantages  in  rations 
which  they  would  not  have  at  home. 
Tlie  value  to  the  individual  soldier  is 
about  4id.  a-day. 

Admiral  Md 


LITEBATUBE,  8GIEK0S,  AND  ABT— 
THE  NATIONAL  aALLERT  —  THB 
NEW  Boom 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateahead) 

asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
How  soon  the  new  rooms  of  the  National 
Gallery  will  be  in  readiness  for  the  ad- 
mission of  the  public  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr, 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
new  rooms  and  staircase  will  be  com- 
pleted, BO  far  as  this  Department  is  con- 
cerned, by  the  end  of  May.  There  will, 
however,  be  some  further  time  required 
to  complete  the  hanging  of  the  pictures, 
so  that  I  do  not  think  it  likely  that  the 
rooms  will  be  in  readiness  for  the  ad- 
mission of  the  public  before  the  end  of 
June  or  the  beginning  of  July. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENN  A  (Monaghan, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, If  he  is  aware  that  much  dissatis- 
faction exists  when  the  town  in  which 
land  cases  are  to  be  heard  is  selected  to 
meet  the  convenience  of  the  landlord,  to 
the  cost  and  inconvenience  of  the  tenants; 
and,  whether  Dundalk  haa  been  iatdy 
■deoted  aa  the  place  of  hearing  for  43 
cases  arisinff  in  the  CaBtleblayneyUiiion, 
when  OasUBblayn^  itsdf,  and  otiier 
towns,  would  be  mudh  more  convenient 
and  easy  of  access  for  the  tenants  ? 

This  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holues)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  in  selecting  the 
place  of  hearing  of  laud  cases  the  con- 
venience of  the  landlords  was  not  (»n- 
sulted  more  than  that  of  the  tenants. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  a  number  of  cases  were  heard 
at  Dundalk,  and  no  comphunt  whatever 
was  made  as  to  that  place  bnng  se- 
lected. 

FISHERIES   (IRELAND)  —  BOARDS  OP 
FISHERY  CONSERVATORS. 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  (limeriok,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretaty  to  the  Iiord 
Lieutenant  o£  Ireland,  Whether  w 
members  of  the  Board  of  Fishery  Con- 
servators must  be  magistrates,  and,  in 
addition,  hold  land  abutting  a  river  or 
lake  in  the  district,  and  pay  licence  duty 
for  the  curreEt  year ;  whether  certain 
magistrates  attended  meetings  of  the 
Board  of  Conservators  of  the  limwick 
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Piitriot  on  the  dtli  of  Angnst,  1886,  6th 
of  January,  30th  of  January,  and  4th  of 
Febraary,  1887,  and  took  part  in  the 
proceedings  without  posseasmg  the  re- 
^niuteqaalifioationa;  whether  the  Lime* 
nek  Brard  met  on  the  5th  of  Angnst, 
1886,  and  proceeded  to  eleot  (me  of  their 
nnmber  to  the  position  of  Inspeotor  of 
Watw  Bailiffs,  oontrary  to  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  if  the  InspeotoTS  of  Irish  Fishe- 
ries hare  remonstrated  with  the  Lime- 
rick Board  respecting  this  election,  and 
declared  the  appointment,  in  their  opi- 
nion, illegal;  whether  the  Boud  still 
retains  this  member  of  their  body  in  the 
position  of  Inspector  as  aforesaid,  and 
hsTe  refused  to  hold  a  new  election ;  and, 
whether  the  Irish  ExeoutiTe  will  inquire 
ioto  these  allegations ;  and,  if  proT«l  to 
be  trae,  will  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
set  matters  right  ? 

The  chief  8E0RETAEY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  BALFOun)  (Manchrater,  E.) ;  I  am 
advised  that  the  lav  is  as  stated  in  tiie 
first  paragraph.  'With  regard  to  the 
sliced  matters  of  fact  about  the  elec- 
tion of  bupector  of  Water  Bailifib,  the 
circumstances  are  understood  to  be  as 
stated,  though  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
given  any  sufiBcient  opportunity  for  in- 
quiry  on  those  points  not  already  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  Inspector  of  Fishe- 
ries. The  matter  does  not  appear  to  be 
io  a  satisfactory  state ;  and  I  understand 
that  some  questions  connected  with  it 
are  at  present  before  the  Law  Officers, 
with  the  object  of  ascertaining  whether, 
in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  any 
action  can  be  taken  by  the  Executive. 

BOTAL  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE-DELAY 
OP  CAUSES— XKSUFFICIENCY  OF 
CODBTS. 

Mr.  BAGOALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Wo^  Whether,  looking  at  the  facts 
that  during  the  present  and  recent  sit- 
tings of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  the 
heariogof  actions,  particularly  jury  ac- 
tions, has  been  delayed  in  consequence 
o(  the  ioBuffioieot  number  of  Courts  at 
the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  and  that 
three  Judges  are  sometimes  unneces- 
urily  sitting  together  in  banc,  because 
there  is  no  Court  for  the  third  Judge  to 
St  in — he  will  eonnder  tiie  deBirability 
of  providing  further  fieeaaimodatian  for 
the  Judges  to  hold  thHrOoorta  ? 

Thx  FIBST  OOMUEBBIONER  (Mr, 
FBvnn)  (Dublin  Wmffts);  Th* 


faots  referred  to  have  not  been  brought 
to  my  notice.  The  question  of  further 
accommodation  at  the  Boyal  Courts  of 
Justice  seems  to  be  for  the  eonatderation, 
in  the  first  instuice,  of  the  Lord  Ohan- 
oellor,  rather  than  of  the  Office  of  Works. 
Of  course,  any  aumestion  coming  from 
the  Lord  Ohanoulor  would  be  imme- 
diately and  carefully  considered. 

RUSSIA  —  IMPRISONMENT   OF    J.  W. 
ROBINSON,   A   BRITISH  SUBJECT. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  Odessa  Correspondent  of  2^ 
Daily  Newty  regarding  the  case  of  John 
William  Robinson,  a  British  subject, 
stated  to  be  undergoing  the  eleventh 
month  of  an  impriBonment  at  Kieff,  in 
connection  with  some  passport  offence ; 
whether  Robinson's  offence  was  the  non- 
possession  of  a  passport,  or  the  possession 
of  a  false  passport ;  and,  whether  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  to  the  Rus- 
sian Government  on  the  subject? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Miyeaty's  Consul- 
General  at  Odessa  reports  that  Robinson 
is  stated  by  the  Russian  antihorities  at 
Kieff  to  hare  been  condemned  on  the 
4th  of  December  laat  to  four  months'  im- 
prisonment for  having  resided  in  Russia 
under  a  false  name  with  an  Austrian 
passport.  Robinson  states  that  he  was 
in  prison  about  six  months  before  being 
tried.  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
St.  Fetersburgh  is  inquiring  into  the 
case ;  but  his  report  has  not  yet  been 
received. 

AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES  —  APPUCA- 
TION  FOR  OOVEBNUENT  LOANS- 
GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  FUNDS. 
Sib  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment loans  in  the  leading  Atistralian 
Colonies  have  been  expended  in  rail- 
ways and  other  reproductive  works, 
which  remain  Government  property, 
and  which  make  a  return  of  about 
4  per  cent  in  some  cases,  on  the 
whole  amount  of  the  debt  of  thost' 
CoLoniesT  and  that  the  railways  alone' 
would  sell  for  mof*  thft&Aft  whole  dabt, 
making  aiub<  l'0^ttAJHMi'4U|P^^ 
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of  Qreeawich  Hospital  Funds;  and, 
whether  he  will  endeaTOur  to  continue 
the  payment  of  age  pensions,  without 
the  conditions  as  to  the  ability  to  earn  a 
portion  of  their  snstenanoe,  to  seamen 
who  have  served  their  full  time  ? 

Hb.  A8HM£AD.BABXLETX  (A 
LoKD  of  the  Aiaa&XLTt)  (Sheffield, 
Ecdesall)  (who  r^ied)  said :  I  do  not 
o(mtest  ue  ooonracy  of  the  fiuts  men- 
tioned in  the  first  part  of  the  QuesUon 
of  mv  hon.  Friend;  but,  as  already 
stated,  arrangements  hare  been  made, 
or  are  in  progress,  fcnr  re-inTesting  at 
h(nne,  on  mvonrable  terms,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Three  per  Cent.  Stookmtherto 
held  on  account  of  Greenwich  Hospital, 
and  it  ia  anticipated  that  there  will  be  no 
difflcolty  in  similarly  re-investing  as 
much  of  the  remainder  of  the  Stock  as 
may  be  considered  advisable.  In  the 
Charter  of  Foundation  it  is  stated  that 
the  benefits  of  Greenwich  Hospital  are 
intended  for  seamen  who,  by  age, 
woonds,  or  other  disabilities,  Ghall  be 
incapable  of  further  service  at  sea,  and 
be  unable  to  maintain  themselves.  It 
seems  proper,  therefore,  to  take  into  ac- 
count, when  distributing  the  funds,  the 
phyucal  ooncUtion  of  the  men  as  wdl  as 
thor  age. 

HAGI8TRA0T  (ESraiAKD  AND  WALES) 
—THE  WINOHESTEEBENOH— "  A  JOB 
LOT." 

Mr.  KAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  ashed 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  an  article  in  The  Daily 
Newt  of  the  14th  March,  entitled  "A 
Job  Lot,"  and  having  reference  to  the 
Magisterial  Bench  at  Win^ester  ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
article  referred  to,  that  there  are  at  pre- 
sent 17  magistrates  in  Winchester  and 
only  19  policemen;  is  it  usual  in  Eng- 
lish<nties  for  judicial  officials  to  be  nearly 
equal  in  numbers  to  administrative 
offidals;  is  it  true,  as  stated  in  the 
artiole  referred  to,  that  the  Lord  Ghan- 
oellor  has  sent  down  a  list  to  the  Town 
Council  of  Winchester  of  five  other  gen- 
tlemen, whom  he  intends  to  raise  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Bench — so  that  in  Win- 
chester there  will  be.  23  magistrates  and 
only  19  policemen;  and,  whether  the 
Town  Council  of  Winchester  have  struck 
out  four  of  the  five  names  sent  down  by 
the  Linrd  Ohanoellor,  and  have  substi- 
tnted  othen  for  hia  eonsidention  f 

Sir  8mml  WxUon 


The  SEOBETABY  of  ffSATE  (Mr. 
Matthsws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  Ye^ 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  the  artiole  in  questioB. 
The  number  of  manstrates  and  polios 
is  accurately  stated.  I  am  informed 
that  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  added  four 
names  to  tiie  list  of  Justices  in  I88I, 
making  the  total  at  that  time  22.  Since 
that  date  there  have  been  five  Taoandes 
through  death ;  and  it  is  to  fill  these 
vaoandes,  and  not  to  add  to  tiie  total 
number  0^  magistrates,  that  five  gentle* 
men  have  hem  reeentiy  ninmnated  by 
the  Lord  Ohanoellor.  The  Town  OouncU 
have  submitted  to  the  Lord  Ohanodlor 
the  names  of  certain  gentiemen  from 
among  whom  they  suggest  that  he  should 
select  four  magistrates  in  lieu  of  four 
whom  he  had  nominated,  but  for  whose 
rejection  they  assign  no  reason.  The 
Town  Council  have  thereby  gone  beyond 
their  proper  function. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  May 
I  ask  the  ri^ht  hon.  G«nUeman  whether 
all  the  magistrates  recommended  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  are  Tories  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  they 
are  not. 

Mb.  OLANOT  :  May  I  ask  how  many 
are? 

[No  reply.] 

POST  OFFICE  —  DELIVERY  OP  THE 
IRISH  UAII£  IN  THE  HOTTSE  OF 
COHUONS. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  (Down,  8.)  (for  Mr. 
Fltnn)  (Cork,  N.)  a^ed  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  the  Post  Office  Authorities 
can  make  such  arrangements  as  will  in- 
sure an  earlier  deliveiy  of  the  Irish 
Mails  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  Mem- 
bers representing  Irish  constituenoiae 
than  that  which  at  present  obtain  ;  and, 
if  tiiey  can  arrange  such  an  alteration  as 
will  permit  of  Irish  Members  posting 
letters  for  the  Irish  night  mail  by  spedu 
mail-bag,  or  otherrise,  at  a  later  hour 
than  is  at  present  necessary  ? 

TflEPOSTMASTERaENERAL  (Mr. 
Ba.ikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  Be- 
fore the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  placed  upon  the  Notice  Paper, 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  accele- 
rating the  delivery  in  the  House  the 
day  mail  letters  from  Ireland,  and  such 
letters  can  now  be  obtained  at  7  p.m., 
or  one  hour  earlier  than  before.  As  re- 
gards posting  for  the  Irish  night  mail, 
letters  can  at  present  be  posted  up  to 
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!  7.1ft  p.m.  without  late  fee,  and  up  to 
7.30  p.m.  with  a  fee  of  a  hEdfpenny.  It 
ia  propoeed  to  extend  the  hoar  for  post- 
ing letters  with  a  late  fee  up  to  8  p.m. ; 
and  this  will  apply  uot  only  to  letters 
for  Ireland,  but  also  to  letters  for  places 
in  England,  North  Wales,  and  Scotluid, 
aerved  by  the  night  mail  train  from 
Eiuton  at  8.30  p.m. 

COUET  OF  BANKEUPTOY  (IRELAND)- 
TBAN8FEB  OF  ITNOLAIUED  DIVL 
DENDS. 

Mb.  p.  H'DONALD  (SHeo,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Under  what  Statute,  or  by  what  autho- 
rity, £35,000  of  the  IJQclaimed  Divi- 
dends of  Uie  Irish  Oourt  of  Bankruptcy 
were  transferred  to  the  Oommissioners 
of  the  Nati<mal  Debt;  whether  the  trans- 
fer  of  the  mon^  of  the  unpaid  ereditm 
ia  contrary  to,  and  in  vi^tion  of,  tiie 
sections  294,  295,  296,  and  297  of  "  The 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Act,  1857;'*  aud 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  owing  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Bankruptcy  Oourt  offi- 
cials, dividend  warrants  are  frequently 
returned  by  the  Post  Office,  in  conse- 
qaenoe  of  wrong  direction  or  address, 
and  large  sums  are  thereby  allowed  to 
acoumuute,  creditors  not  being  permitted 
to  examine  the  list  for  themsdves  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  tob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Houfxs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  transfer  referred  to  was 
made  pursuant  to  the  .  provisions  of  the 
85th  section  of  the  Supreme  Oourt  of 
Jadioature  (treluid)  Act,  1877.  Divi- 
dend warrants  are  eaten  returned  by  the 
PoetOflBoe,  in  oonsequenoe  of  perecms  to 
whom  they  are  addressed  not  being 
fbund;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  this 
arises  from  the  misconduct  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  officials,  who  are  them- 
selves often  unable  to  discover  the  proper 
addressee.  Oreditors  can  see  for  tfaem- 
Betvee  what  are  the  unclaimed  dividends 
in  any  particular  estate;  but  a  general 
examination  of  all  the  lists  is  not 
allowed. 

EOTFT— ARUT  OF  OOOUPATIUN— 
MAJOE  KACIM)NALD. 

Db.  TANNER  (Oork  Co..  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is 
true  that  Major  Macdonald  is  acting  as 
military  attaehi  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  in 
Oairo ;  whether  in  consequence  of  uieir 
being  an  Knglish  Army  clOcoupation  in 


{Inlantl),  StO 

Egypt,  the  Egyptian  Army  being  offi- 
cered by  English  officers,  Major  Mac- 
donald's  extraordinary  services  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  will  be  dispensed  with ; 
and,  whether  the  extra  pay  drawn  by 
Major  Maodonald  is  de&ayed  by  tha 
Egyptian  or  English  Government? 

The  SECIEETABT  OF  STATEJMr, 
E.  Staithopb)  (linoolndhire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Major  Macdonald  ia  attached  to 
the  British  Agency  in  E^ypt  as  a  mili- 
tary attaehi.  Oh  functions  are  on  be- 
half of  the  Briti^  Ghnrernment,  who  pay 
him,  in  connection  with  the  presence  of 
British,  troops  in  I^^pt. 

LAW  AND  JUSTrCE  (IRELAND)-IRRE- 
GDLAE  CONVICTION  AT  NEW  ROSS 
POLICE  STATION. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
(for  Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther John  Malone  and  Richard  Magee, 
inmates  of  the  New  Ross  Workhouse 
arrested  and  lodged  in  New  Ross  Folioe 
Station  on  tiie  night  of  the  21st  ultimo, 
on  a  charge  of  insubordination,  were,  on 
the  following  day,  brought  before  a 
ma^trate  in  a  room  of  the  said  police 
station,  and  sentenced  on  wmviofaon  to 
three  months'  imprisonmrat;  whetiier 
this  private  mode  of  trial  was  in  aooord- 
ance  with  the  law ;  whether  Mr.  Hurson, 
the  solicitor  retained  for  the  defence, 
was  absent  from  the  proceeding  in  the 
police  station,  not  having  received  notice 
of  it ;  and,  what  action  wiU  be  taken 
upon  the  case  f 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  the  men  named 
were  arrested  in  New  Boss  Workhouse, 
and  brought  before  the  presiding  ma^iis- 
trates,  charged  with  insuborunation, 
Bui  could  not  be  obtained,  and  on  the 
arrival  of  another  magistrate  the  case 
was  heard  in  the  police  office,  and  the 
case  being  proved  by  three  witnesses, 
they  were  smtenced  to  three  months' 
imprisonment.  The  proceedings  were 
taken  under  Geo.  lY.,  c.  83.  The  Go- 
vernment did  not  intend  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND:  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, whether  it  is  a  fact  that  no 
legal  opportunity  for  legal  defence  was 

S'ven  to  these  men  ?  My  informaticm  is 
ey  had  got  a  solicitor,  and  he  never 
received  any  notice  of  the  trial. 


Digitized  by 


%n         Tndi(t-J)i$eonUHi  {COMMONS} 


in  Madrat. 


512 


Mb.  holmes  :  The  men  made  no 
application  whatever,  or  any  statement 
whateror,  that  they  had  engaged  a  Boli- 
oitor. 

Ms.  J.  E.  BEDMONB :  Is  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  statement  is  made  by  a  solicitor  who 
■is  a  supporter  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman? 

Mb.  8PEAKEE:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down.  8.) :  I  should 
like  to  ask,  whether  an  opportunity  was 
given  to  the  prisoners  to  obtiun  bail  be- 
fore they  were  convicted  ? 

Me.  holmes  :  Sir,  I  have  ah-eady 
answered  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

RIVER  THAlffiS  POLLTTTION  —  BYE- 
LAWS  OF  THE  IHAMES  GONSER. 
VAT0R8. 

CoLOHEL  DAWNAT  (York,  N.E., 
Thirsk)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Goremment  Board,  Whether  hia 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  pro- 
posed new  bye-laws  of  the  Thames  Oon- 
serrators,  by  which 

"  no  direct  action  will  be  taken  to  pot  a  stop 
to  the  insanitary  nuiaances  caused  oy  lioiue- 
boats  and  steam  launches ; " 

and  that, 

**aUlioagh  a  bye-law  provides  axainst  casting 
any  sewwe,  robbiah,  or  other  offeosive  mattor 
into  the  River,  this  will  not  be  taken  to  apply 
the  Bbockiog  condition  of  thingB  seen  at  places 
where  the  Kver  is  ahamefully  poUated  by  the 
sewage  from  house-boats ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  any  objection 
or  repreaentatioiL  against  the  proposed 
new  Dye*lawa  must  be  made  on  or 
before  the  28th  instant ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  interesta  of  the  millions  ofpeople 
who  depend  upon  the  Upper  Thames 
for  their  water  supply,  he  will  compel 
the  Thames  Conservators  to  take  imme- 
diate and  eGBcient  steps  to  free  the  Biver 
from  its  present  and  ever-increasing  state 
of  pollution? 

Thz  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  pro- 
posed new  bye<law  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servators. I  have  been  in  oommuni- 
oation  with  the  Conservators  on  the 
subject.  I  am  informed  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  incorrect  in  assuming  what 
is  stated  in  Uie  first  part  of  the  Question. 
The  Oonserratoxs  state  that  the  bye-law 
is  intentionally  drawn  as  wide  as  pos- 
sible, to  oorer  erery  possible  mode  of 
poUution  of  the  river;  and  that  it  was 


so  prepared  with  the  object  of  carrying 
into  eneot  Section  4  of  the  Thames  Pre- 
servation Act,  1885,  which  enacts  that 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Conservators 
to  make  special  Regulations  for  pre- 
venting the  poUntion  of  the  river  by 
the  sewage  of  any  honse-boat  or  steam 
launch.  The  Conservators  believe  that 
when  the  bye-law  comes  into  operation, 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
nuisance  which  now  arises  from  vessels 
moored  in  or  navigating  the  river.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  wish  to  make 
any  specific  suggestion  as  to  any  addi- 
tions to  the  j^roposed  bye-law,  and  will 
communicate  it  to  me,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  forward  his  oommunieation  to  the 
Conservators. 

CoLomL  DAWNAT  gave  Notice  that 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  GoTeroment 
Board  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject,  and  move  to 
disallow  the  proposed  bye-laws  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  B<Hkrd,  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  their  neglecting  to  deal  with 
the  nuisance  caused  by  house-boats  and 
steam  launches. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  asked,  Whether  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  I^al  Government 
Board  were  satisfied  that  the  bye-laws 
would  prohibit  house-boats  from  dis- 
charging sewage  into  the  Thames  P 

Mb.  RITCHIe  said,  that  he  had  not 
considered  it  necessarv  to  consult  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  Board  on  the  snb* 
jeot;  but,  ao  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  offidals,  he 
thought  that  tne  bye-Iawa  would  han 
that  effect. 

INDIA-DISCONTENT  IN  MADRAS. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  fMayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  has  any  information 
to  show  that  discontent  has,  within  the 

East  five  years,  been  exhibited  in 
[adras ;  and,  if  he  will  call  for  a  Re- 
turn showing  the  number  of  tenants 
evicted  or  otherwise  proceeded  against, 
by  the  GoTemment  of  Sir  M.  £.  Grant 
Duff? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETAEY  o» 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
There  has  been  no  information  of  any 
qteoial  discontent  in  Madras.  There 
is  no  eriction  of  Goremmait  tenants  in 
Madras;  bat  both  land  and  peraonal 
property  is  liable  to  sale  to  realize 
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arrears  of  laiid  roTenne.  The  average 
annual  number  of  landowners  whose 
property  is  thus  sold  is  116,000  out  of 
4,500,000.  No  further  Return  appears 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  neces- 
sary. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-ELEOTION  OF 
POOR  LAW  OTTARDIANS  TO  THE 
MALLOW  UNION. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  (for 
(  lb.  J.  O'Cqnxob)  (Tipperary,  S.^  asked 
the  Chief  Seoreta^  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  are 
Buffioient  police  in  the  KiUavuUen  Police 
Distriot  to  distribute  the  voting  papers 
for  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guivdians 
to  the  Mallow  Union;  whether  the 
Mouonimy  Division  was  the  only  one  so 
attended  to  at  the  last  election,  when 
the  police  did  not  allow  sufficient  time 
£[>r  the  delivery  of  the  post  containing 
the  votes  of  distant  electors,  and  other- 
wise di^layed  negligence  in  the  ooUeo- 
tioQ  of  votes  by  passing  Uie  hoiues  of 
voters  if  their  doors  happened  to  be 
closed  at  the  time  of  their  <^ing ;  and, 
whether  he  will  give  instmotioiui  to  the 
police  to  eztond  the  time  of  collection 
until  10  p.m.,  as  is  done  in  other  dis- 
tricts, an^  to  exercise  greater  diligence 
in  the  collection  of  the  voting  papers 
from  the  residents  in  the  locality  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETARY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfottb^  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Loud  Authorities  of  the  Mallow  Union 
have  made  their  own  arrangements  for 
the  distribution  of  the  voting  papers, 
and  they  have  not  reported  to  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  what  agents  they 
are  emi^oyizig.  I  am  not  aware  that 
anv  qoeebon  as  to  the  sufiBicienoy  of 
pouce  has  been  raised.  I  am  informed 
that,  at  the  election  last  year,  the^  were 
emjdoyed  only  in  the  Electtnal  Division 
named  is  the  Oaeetion,  and  that  tiic|y 
dischaxged  the  duty  ei^sfaotorily,  so 
&r  as  u  known  to  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment Board.  One  ii^vidnal  complaint 
with  regard  to  the  ocdlectitm  of  a  voting 
paper  was  made,  bat,  on  oonsideration, 
was  not  found  to  affect  the  vote.  I  see 
no  reason  arising  out  of  these  circum- 
stances to  give  any  special  instructions 
to  the  police. 

Db.  TANNEB:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman  luuwer  that  part  of  the 
Qnestifm  whieh  si^s'  tiie  police  did  not 
allov  time  for  porang  the  papars? 

TOL.  OOOXZI.    [thibd  obiss.] 


17,  1887}    Znd$htedntu  io  Frane$,  M 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUlt :  We  have  no 
ground  for  believing  tiiat  the  state  of 
things  ever  occurred. 

OOITVENTION  OF  PARIS.  1816— ENGLISH 
INDEBTEDNESS  TO  FRANCE. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Under  Sewetary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  sum 
of  no  less  than  one  milliard  of  fraucs, 
or  for^  millions  sterling,  is  due  to 
France  by  the  English  Government 
under  Clause  9  of  the  private  Conven- 
tion, dated  the  20th  of  November,  1 8 1 S ; 
if  it  is  a  fact  that,  by  the  Conventions 
signed  in  May,  1814,  Novembw,  1615, 
and  April,  1818,  a  guaranteed  fund  of 
6,500,000  francs  of  French  Rentes,  with 
a  capital  of  130,000,000  francs,  was 
transferred  to  the.  British  Qovernment; 
whether  M.  Blandin,  a  Deputy,  lately 
proposed  to  the  Chamber  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  the  British  Foreign  Office 
for  an  account  of  these  funds,  and  also 
for  a  return  of  the  surplus,  with  the  in- 
terest aeoming  thereon,  to  the  French 
IVeasnxy;  whether  the  surplus,  with 
the  interest^  is  estimated  to  .amount 
to  one  milliard  of  francs;  an^,  whe- 
ther a  Committee  has  been  appointed 
by  the  Chamber  vith  BL  Blandin  as 
reporter? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jaicxs  FEaonssoH)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  It  is  not  true  that  the 
sum  mentioned  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  or  any  other  sum,  is  due  to 
France  by  the  British  Qovernment  under 
the  Convention  of  November  20,  1815. 
A  statement  of  the  matter  was  made  to 
the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  on  the  6th  of  June, 
1869;  and  a  Return  of  the  disposition 
of  the  funds  received  from  the  French 
Government  is  shown  in  a  Paj^  (No, 
239)  presented  to  Parliament  m  1872. 
There  is  no  new  feature  tobeoonndered. 
A  rwort  of  a  proposal  made  in  the 
Fr^ick  Chamber  of  Deputies  has  been 
made  in  &e  IVeneh  newspapers  similar 
to  that  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Gbverament  are  not 
aware  that  a  Committee  has  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Chamber  to  inquire  into 
the  subject.  The  statement  in  question 
iSf  no  doubt,  connected  with  the  legend 
of  the  Baron  de  Bode,  which  haunted 
this  HoBsefwabngpecriod;  but  which, 
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Bfter  being  investigated  by  a  Sdeot 
Oommittee.  vas  laia  to  rest. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT—THE  NEW 

CODE,  1887— *' SPECIFIC  SUBJECTS." 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethsbire) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Oounoil  on  Education,  Whether 
he  can  state  vhat  "  specific  subjeots  " 
have  been  sanctioned  by  the  Education 
Department  other  than  those  mentioned 
in  Article  15  of  the  Education  Oode? 

Thb  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wn- 
LiAif  Habt  Dykb)  (Kent,  Bartford) : 
The  Betums  for  the  last  three  years 
ahow  that  boolAeeping,  theology,  Ger- 
man, l^gieae,  navigation,  physiography, 
Bodal  eoonomy,  and  Welsh  have  been 
inolnded  in  the  subjeots  specially  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Education  Department. 

Me.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Bhondda)  ashed,  vhether  instructions 
in  Welsh  would  be  definitely  entered  in 
the  Oode  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  said, 
he  thought  that  he  had  just  shovn  that 
this  was  praotioally  included. 

M&.  W.  ABBAHAM :  AU  that  we  ask 
IB  that  it  should  be  induded  in  the  Code. 

ADMIBALTT— WILLIAM  EOPEK,  AN 
ARTIZAN  OF  DEVONPORT  DOCK- 
YARD. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  OomrBEAXB)  (Cornwall,  Camborne) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  tiie  tatst  that  Mr.  William 
Boper,  who  lately  lost  Ms  life  while 
working  in  the  uovetnment  Dookyaid 
at  Devonport,  was  a  skilled  artizan 
whose  character  stood  very  high  in  the 
estimation  of  the  Dockyard  authorities; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  he  lost  his 
life  under  the  following  circumstances — 
namely,  that  after  serving  under  the 
Qovemment  for  some  30  years  he  was 
disentitled  to  any  pension,  because, 
through  the  difference  of  a  few  days  in 
his  aee,  he  had  never  been  put  on  the 
estabTishment ;  that  at  the  age  of  60  he 
might  have  retired  and  received  a  gra- 
tuity of  about  £60  which  was  then  due 
to  him ;  that  he  had  the  option  of  re- 
maining on,  if  he  passed  the  doctor,  till 
hewas  65 ;  thathedidsostayon,  and  left 
his  ffratui^  of  £60  to  be  tuen  up  when 
he  sihould  have  completed  his  extra  five 
years;  but  that  he  met  vith  his  death 
a  few  weeks  after  while  worUug  over- 
time in  Deeember  last;  whether  tiie 
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authorities  have  refused  to  pay  over  to 
the  widow  the  gratuity  to  which  her  hni* 
band  was  entitied  before  his  death,  and 
why ;  and,  whether  he  will,  taking  into 
account  the  deceased's  long  service  and 
high  character,  and  the  fact  that  hii 
widow  is  left  with  a  family  of  six  clul' 
dren,  consider  whether  the  aborve  dee- 
sion  of  the  authorities  should  not  ha 
reversed  ? 

The  FIKST  LOBD  (Lord  Gboboi 
HAKaToir)  (Middlesex,  Baling):  It  u 
true  that  William  Boper  was  izijiired  in 
the  Devonport  Yard  Then  at  hu  work; 
but  bis  death  was  not  attributed  to  sudi 
injury.  He  was  60  years  of  age,  and 
was  aUoved  to  remun  for  his  own  bene* 
fit,  and  was  entitled  to  a  gratuity  onlf 
as  a  hired  man  on  completion  of  bis  ser- 
vice. Such  gratuity  has  hitherto  only 
been  paid  to  the  man  himself  upon  hia 
discharge  &om  the  Service.  Compensa- 
tion is  only  given  to  the  widows  of  diH 
employis  when  their  husbands'  death  is 
directiy  attributable  to  the  service  in 
which  they  are  engaged.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  &r  Devon^rt  has 
already  spoken  to  me  oouoeming  this 
man's  case ;  and  we  are  in  correspond- 
enoe  with  the  Treasury  on  the  snbjeoi. 

LANDLORD  AND  TBNANT  (IRELAND)- 
DECEEES  FOR  RENT,  CO.  DONEGAL- 
WRONGFULlACnON  OF  A  BAIUFF. 

MB.O'DOHEBTY(DottegaI.N.)asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Sheriff 
of  the  County  Donegal  issned  anv  war^ 
rant,  speoial  or  otherwise,  on  foot  of 
decrees  for  rent  at  suit  of  Mr.  A.  J.B. 
Stewart,  of  Ards,  against  John  M'Gue, 

Manna  M'Fadden,  Mrs.    M'Cue, 

and  James  Magee,  or  any  of  them, 
during  1886,  and  especially  to  James 
Wason,  the  bailiff  o!  the  Stewart  Estate^ 
at  Dunfanaghy,  in  said  oounty ;  whetb^ 
Waaon  collected  the  said  decrees,  w  in  i 
costa  and  Sheriff's  fees,  as  if  he  had  rp«.  ^ 
warrants  in  the  said  year  of  1886  ;]Qaat8  » 
ther,  in  the  end  of  1885,  he  against,  * 
from  widow  Ellen  M'Fadden,  M^  Qmi^  ^ 
mana,  £3  lit.,  pretending  that  ^ 
there  a  decree  at  suit  of  Samu^<^;]2Y  of 
of  Letterkenny;  whether  h^-zohatham) : 
peUed  to  refund  this  Ifttter^iation  of  any 
no  decree  at  all  then  in  t^dras     There  *1 
whether  there  is  imy  me^g^t  t^ants  in*!!; 
gushing  between  bailiffif  ^nd  personal'^ 
rized  and  those  not;  anCgig  to  w^^*^^ 
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are  as  alleged,  what  action  the  Gbvern- 
ment  propose  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Thk  ATTOENEY  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmxs)  TDublin  Uni- 
verai^)  (who  replied)  said:  The  hon. 
GentleiQiui  is,  of  course,  aware  that  the 
only  action  that  the  Executive  could 
take  in  reference  to  James  WaBon  would 
be  to  prosecute  him  for  a  criotinal  offence, 
in  case  there  was  evidence  to  show  that 
mdi  aa  offence  has  been  eommitted  by 
him.  I  have  oaneed  inquiries  to  be 
made  on  this  subject ;  ana  as  the  matter 
may  come  before  a  legal  tribunal  it  is 
not  expedient  fbr  me  to  make  any  far- 
ther statement. 

WAR  OFFIOE-COMPTTI^ORY  BETIBE. 
MENT  OP  LIEUTENANT  COLONELS— 
THE  BOTAL  WABKANT,  1887. 

Hn.  HENBT  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampUm,  E.)  asked  the  Secretanr  of 
State  for  War,  What  number  of  lien- 
tenant  OoUmels  under  60  years  of  age 
will  be  compulsorily  retired  in  July 
next,  and  what  will  be  the  annual 
amount  of  the  half-pay  of  the  officers  so 
retired ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Statement  showing  the 
fiT»ftn4ii«1  eflfect  of  the  recent  Boyal  War- 
rant as  to  compulsory  retirement  ? 

Thb  SBOBETART  or  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
From  the  present  time  to  the  end  of  July 
there  will  be  ho  compulsory  retirement 
of  Ideutenant  Oolonels,  although  a  cer- 
tain number  will  vacate  their  regimental 
appointments  on  completing  the  term  for 
iniich  their  appointments  were  made. 
While  unemployed,  these  officers  will 
be  on  half-pay  Sx  11«.  per  day.  A  oal- 
enlationwas  made  last  summer  on  the 
probable  financial  effect  of  the  then  in- 
tended Boyal  Warrant ;  but  sevwal  im- 
portant changes  were  made  later  in  the 
conditions.   The  calculation  does  not, 
k  therefore,  now  hold,  and  a  new  one, 
h  showing  the  effect  of  the  Warrant  as 
ii  promulgated,  is  now  being  made.  When 
lileompletod,  I  will  consider  whether  I  can 
^ijlay  on  the  Table  a  statement  of  the 
««imandal  effect  of  the  Boyal  Warrant, 
•in 

^POB  LAW— DEATH  OF  ELIZA  RYAN 
kb|4  IN  BT.  FANGBAS  W0REH0T7BE. 

Q^Itiiin.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 

^d  the  President  of  the  Local  Govem- 
T|'*i^t  Board,  Whether  he  has  seen,  in 
morning's  Baily  iViw«,  a  report 


an  inquest  held  on  the  body  of  Eliza 
Ryan,  aged  62,  in  the  St.  Ponoras 
Workhouse;  whether  he  will  inquire 
if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  report,  that 
the  woman  was  placed  in  sohtary  con- 
finement for  13  hours  on  bread  and 
water, 

"  In  a  ooU  at  the  worUioiiM  some  nine  « 
ten  feet  beneath  the  basMaent  xS.  Xan  main 

building,** 

while  suffering  from  inflammation  of  the 
lunga  following  on  chronic  bronchitis ; 
whmier  he  will  inquire  into  the  state- 
ment of  the  master  that  he  ordwed  the 
confinement  "as  a  punishment,  in  the 
exerdse  of  his  lawful  authorifj,"  for 
offensive  language  to  the  matron ;  under 
what  statute  nave  masters  of  workhouses 
a  power  of  summaiy  jurisdiction  in  such 
cases;  and,  what  steps  will  be  taken  in 
the  matter  if  it  is  found  death  was 
hastened  by  the  punishment  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  Bitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiiy  respecting  this  case.  I 
am  informed  that  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  woman  was  placed  in  soli- 
tary confinement  as  stated  in  the  Qura- 
tion.  The  room  in  which  she  was 
placed  was  on  the  basement  of  the 
mfun  building.  Althon^  the  woman 
had  oocauonally  been  under  medical 
treatment  for  cluonio  bnmohitis  during 
the  past  five  years,  she  had  not,  prior  to 
her  last  illness,  been  under  any  treat- 
ment during  the  past  three  months,  and 
she  was  not  placed  in  the  punishment 
room  until  after  she  had  been  seen  by 
the  assistant  medical  officer.  On  the  day 
following  she  w^  apparently  in  her 
ordinary  state  of  health,  and  was  at 
work  in  the  needle-room.  On  the  second 
day  she  left  the  workhouse  to  attend  the 
funeral  of  her  mother,  and  on  her  return 
she  told  one  of  the  inmates  that  she  had 
caught  a  chill  while  in  the  cemetery. 
She  died  six  days  afterwards ;  and  both 
tiie  medical  officer  and  the  assistant 
medical  officer  concur  in  the  view  that 
the  commencement  of  the  illness  from 
which  she  died  was  the  shivering  and 
diiU  taken  at  the  cemetery.  At  ue  in- 
quest the  verdict  was  that  the  death  was 
due  to  natural  causes,  and  11  of  the  12 
jurymen  desired  to  add  to  their  verdict 
that  no  blame  attached  to  the  workhouse 
officers.  The  woman,  I  am  informed, 
was  punished  for  being  very  drunk, 
violent  in  her  otmduct,  and  for  using 
abusive  and  insolent  language,  and  per- 

8  8 


Digitized  by 


519  TluSofat  {OOHHONS}  Omrient,  JSittp.  630 


nstmg  in  doing  bo.  The  puniabment 
was  duly  reported  hj  the  master  in  the 
ponuhmrat  oot^  and  was  wprored  by 
theWorUumse'^tiiigOominatee.  The 
Boles  as  to  the  pimishment  of  xefractoiy 
paapers  an  oontained  in  the  Begula- 
tions  of  the  Local  Goremment  Board  as 
to  the  managemeiit  of  the  woAhoase. 

NAVr-PBOMOnON  OP  CHIEF  GUN- 
HEBS   ASTt    OTHER  KON-OOHUIS. 
SIONED  OFFICEBS. 
Mb.  E.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee)  (for 
Mr.  Luovchbbe)  (Northampton)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty*  Whe- 
ther Article  272  of  the  Queen's  Begula- 
tions  states — 

*'  Of  the  UAal  nnmtier  of  Chief  Gnnnen  and 
Chief  BoaUwaini,  incloding  Officers  bolding 
dther  nutk  by  Tirtoe  of  their  appointments,  one- 
half  shall  be  oompoeed  of  Chi«f  Gonnexi  ;** 

whether  7%^  Ntny  Zitt  has,  for  a  con- 
nderable  time  past,  contained  tbe  names 
of  18  Ghief  Boatswains,  and  of  17  Chief 
Gnnners;  whether  there  were  18  Chief 
Chinners  on  the  Active  list  before  tiie 
retirement  of  Mr.  Becherraise;  whether 
that  oflloer,  although  retired,  is  at 
present  doing  duty  at  the  Admiralty ; 
and,  whether  he  sb'U  draws  full  pay, 
and  therefore  keeps  the  number  of 
Chief  Gunners  on  the  Active  List  at  17  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  Geobgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Pro- 
motion to  the  rank  of  Chief  Gunner  is 
not  regulated  by  seniority  alone  ;  but  is, 
as  in  the  case  of  Chief  Boatswains  and 
Chief  Carpenters,  by  selection  of  the 
most  deserving  officers.  The  selection 
of  these  officers  is  a  matter  of  veiy 
careful  consideration,  and  the  claims  of 
the  various  officers  with  regard  to  age, 
seniority,  and  service  at  sea  are  oar^iuly 
compared.  The  ^omotiims  made  are 
the  result  of  these  comparison^  and  not, 
as  the  faon.  Member  aj^^eanto  in£Br,  in 
oonseqnence  of  favonntiam  on  the  part 
of  any  individual  member  of  the  Board. 
There  is  no  intention  of  altering  the 
present  mractioe  of  promotion  in  these 
ranks.  There  are  on  the  list  at  the 
mwsent  time  54  Chief  Gunners  and  Chief 
Boatswains;  of  these,  17  are  Chief 
Gunners.  In  the  present  month's  JTory 
Liit  tiiere  appears  18  Chief  Boatswains, 
there  happening  to  be  that  number  for 
a  few  days  pending  the  pensioning  of 
one  of  these  offloers.  There  were  not 
18  gnnners  on  the  Active  list  before 
Mr.  Bediervaise's  removal.  Sir  An* 


thony  Hoekins  had  personal  eognisance 
of  Mr.  Lee*B  good  service.  Mr.  Bechw- 
vaise  is  doing  duty  at  tiie  Admiralty; 
but  his  vacancy  was  duly  filled  up,  and 
his  retention  in  his  present  post  in  no 
way  affisets,  nor  has  anboted,  the  number 
of  Chief  Chmneta. 

UNLIOEKSED  HALI£,  ftc— "  PUBUO '* 

BUILDINGS. 

Mb.  TATTON  EGEBTON  (Cheshire, 
Enutaford)  asked  the  Seoretaiyof  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  WheUiera 
taking  into  ooiuidemtioii  that  there  im 
no  power  or  aathoritr  to  deal  with, 
buildings  not  lioensed  but  used  for 

Eublio  perfbrmaneee,  he  wiU  advise  Her 
[(nesty's  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Public  Bill  craistituting  an  authority 
who  shall  have  the  same  powers  over 
nnlioensed,  but  public,  buildings  as  ia 
at  present  exercised  under  the  Act 
41  ^  42  rut.  s.  32,  and  to  include  a 
definition  of  the  meaning  of  tiie  word 
"public  "building? 

The  SECRETAET  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  under- 
stand that  this  question  is  now  engaging 
the  attention  of  a  Committee  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  who  are 
the  constituted  authority  to  carry  the 
Metropolitan  Management  Act  into 
effect.  Any  repreeentation  which  thej 
may  address  to  me  will  receive  my  bert 
attenti<m ;  but  I  oan  hold  out  no  pros- 
pect of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
being  able  to  l^slate  on  the  mbjeot 
this  8e8u<m. 

THE  BOYAL  OABDENS,  KEW. 

^Mb^R  BOBEBTS^^Dundee^^^ 

the  Urtt  OannuHioiur  ^f°\voika» 
Whether  ai^  record  has  been  kept  of 
the  plantB,  seods,  and  qieoimaaa  re- 
ceived at  the  Boyal  Oardeiii^  Kaw*  and 
of  the  woik  dtme  in  oonneotion  with 
them,  and  of  the  infbrmation  reoeived 
from  abroad,  no  Beport  having  beea 
issued  since  that  for  the  year  1882  f 

The  first  C0MMI88I0NEB  (Mr. 
Pluhebt)  (Dublin  University):  A  minute 
record  is  kept  of  everything  received  ia 
the  several  Departments  ox  Kew  Qwt- 
dens.  Mainly  owing  to  the  protraoted 
illness  of  the  late  Curator  the  w<^  of 
compiling  the  Annual  Beports  has  fidka 
httoarrear;  bnt  materials  fiir  tile  asriea 
of  1883  to  1686  an  in  haad,  and  it  li 
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lioped  to  iBsne  them  all  this  year.  In 
response  to  the  demands  for  the  publica- 
tion more  speedily  than  in  the  Annual 
Seport  of  information  received  &om 
abroad,  I  have  sanctioned  the  publica- 
tion of  a  monthly  bulletin,  which  can  be 
pozohued  lor  a  small  eum. 


XHEBOTALOOHHtSSlOK  OK  THE  LAND 
LAW  (XBSLAND)  ACT,  1881,  AND  THE 
PUB0HA8E  OF  LAND  (IBELAND),  ACT 
1886  — THE  SHORTHAND  WBITEBS' 
NOTES. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
Cbaitob)  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked  the  Ohief 
Beoretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, 'Wbether  he  will  make  representa- 
tiona  to  the  aathorily  having  custody  of 
the  shorthand  writers*  on^nal  notes 
and  transoripts  of  the  prooeedings  of 
the  Cow  per  Commission,  to  insure  faoi- 
litiea  bein^  accorded  to  Members  of  this 
"Houae  to  inqteot  such  notes  and  tran- 
soripts BO  far  as  tJie  same  record  the 
eridenoe  of  witnesses  ? 

Thb  OHIEV  SEORETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauonn)  (Mandiester,  E.) :  I  know  of 
no  reason  why  I  should  take  such  an 
unusual  course  as  is  here  suggested. 

INDIA-DISCONTENT  IN  MADRAS. 

Mb.  TTTITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  last  year  there  was  a  fresh 
outbreak  of  discontent,  accompanied 
with  violence,  in  the  Bnmpa  Country, 
Madras,  and  to  what  extent  f 

The  T7NDEB  SEORETABY  of 
fiTAXE  (Sir  Jomr  Qobst)  (Chatham): 
^era  has  not  been  an  outbreak  of  du- 
eontent  in  the  Bompa  District.  Last 
Jane  or  July  26  hillmm  in  the  Gndem 
I>istrict  burnt  a  police  station  and  two 
boogalowa.  Th^  were  q>eedily  dis- 
persed and  arrested. 


reached ;  and,  whether  the  previous 
W^arrant  will  be  taken  to  apply  to  those 
who  were  promoted  under  it,  especially 
as  a  considerable  proportion  of  those 
now  holding  the  rank  of  Major  pur- 
chased their  first  Commissions,  and  can 
no  longer  expect  to  recuve  compen- 
sation for  the  money  which  th^  nave 
so  advanced  ? 

Thb  SECRETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.STAiTHOFB)(IjinGolnshirei  Homcastle): 
It  was  not  intended  fliat  the  Boyal  War- 
rant of  January  1,  1887,  should  diminish 
in  any  way  the  privileges  as  to  retire- 
ment enjoyed  by  pre-warrant  Majors; 
but,  by  a  clerical  error,  in  removing  the 
obligation  to  retire  after  seven  years'  ser- 
vice in  the  rank,  the  right  to  retire  at  that 
period  was  taken  away  also.  The  mis- 
take was  at  once  diECOvered,  and  Her 
Majesty  has  signed  a  Warrant  rectify- 
ing it  The  Artide  will  be  corrected  in 
its  next  issue. 

INDIA  (MADBAS>-THE  COVENANTED 
CIVIL  SERVICE  — LAND  SPECULA- 
TIONS—MR, SULLIVAN. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  late  senior  member 
of  the  Madras  Civil  Service  and  senior 
member  of  Council  in  tiie  Qovemment 
of  Madras  has  been  compelled  to  resign 
because  he  was  unable  to  meet  the 
charges  brought  against  him,  of  having 
infringed  the  terms  of  the  Civil  Service 
Covenant  forbidding  the  holding  of  land 
by  Civil  servants ;  whether  other  Madras 
C^vil  servants  are  known  to  be  land- 
ovmers,  or  shareholders  in  Land  Com- 
panies, or  otherwise  interested  in  land 
speculation  within  the  Presidency,  or  in 
Native  States  under  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment, all  of  which  practices  are  for- 
bidden by  the  Civil  Service  Covenant  or 
the  Orders  of  the  Qovemment  of  India ; 
whether  Civil  servants  who  have  noti- 
fied these  breaches  of  the  covenant  to 
the  Madras  Government  have  been  sub- 
jected to  most  unfair  treatment,  that  has 
been  acknowledged  by,  and  partially  re- 
dressed by,  the  Secretair  of  State ;  and, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  order 
a  geneteX  inquiry  into  the  subject,  or 
take  such  steps  as  are  necessary  for  the 
cessation  of  these  irregularities,  the 
future  strict  observance  of  the  covenanti 
and  the  fall  protection  of  those  Civil 
servants  who,  m  the  discharge  of  their 
duty,  are  bound  to  inform  the  superior 


ARMY— MAJORS -THE  ROYAL 
WAJBLRANT,  1887. 

8iB  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
month)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  Boyal  Warrant 
iaaned  Ist  January,  1887,  has  made  an 
alteration  of  great  importance  to  officers 
holding  HkB  rank  of  Major  in  Her  Ma- 
jee^s  Service,  who  were  jnomoted  be- 
fore the  1st  January,  1887;  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  the  pension  of  £300 
a-year  previously  granted  cannot  now 
be  obtained  until  the  age  of  48  has  been 
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authorities  of  cases  of  inAriDgement  of 
the  corenant  ? 

The  under  SEORETARY  oj 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Ohatbam^ : 
Oharges  of  the  kind  stated  were  brought 
against  the  gentleman  referred  to,  and 
before  anj  deoision  was  arrived  at  ho 
tendered  his  resignation,  which  was 
accepted.  To  the  second  and  third 
Question  my  answer  is,  No.  Bach  steps 
as  are  necessary  to  insure  the  future 
strict  observation  of  the  B^^lation  in 
qnestion  have  already  been  tuen  by  tiie 
Secretary  of  State. 

KAVT— LIEUTENANTS  AND  SUB-UBU- 
TENA2TTS. 

Mb.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Hid) 
asked  the  First  Iiord  of  the  Admiralty, 
'Whetiier  there  are  a  Buffident  number 
of  Ideutenante  and  Sub-Iieatenants 
npon  Navy  Litt,  to  cany  on  the 
duties  of  the  service  as  watchkeepers, 
and  to  take  command  of  torpedo  and 
picket  boats  in  time  of  war ;  and,  if  so, 
how  it  comes  that  in  a  time  of  peace 
their  Lordships  recentiy  refused  to 
accept  the  resignation  of  a  Lieutenant 
who  was  able  to  give  what  have,  until 
recently,  been  considered  sufficient 
grounds  to  have  such  a  request  granted  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Excep- 
tional measures  would  have  to  be  taken 
in  time  of  war  to  provide  the  number  of 
Lieutenants  and  Sub-Lieutenants  re- 
quired for  the  duties  specified,  which 
could  not  be  resorted  to  in  time  of  peace. 
Owing  to  various  causes  there  was  at 
the  latter  vMct  of  last  year  an  insufficient 
number  ofLieatenants  available  to  meet 
all  the  reqairementa  at  that  time;  sotiie 
Admiralty  in  eonsequence,  com- 
pelled in  the  publio  interest  to  withhold 
Qieir  assent  for  the  time  to  owtoiit  officers 
ol  that  rank  rengning  their  cmimis- 
noiUt 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DIBTUBBAKOES 
AT  TOUGHAL. 

Me.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  SecretaiTto  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  following 
statements,  which  appeared  in  Tk« 
TintM  of  last  Friday,  are  true: — That 
a  determined  effort  was  made  on  the 
previous  nu;ht  to  bum  the  house  of 
Inspector  Kerin  at  Youghal ;  that  the 
crowd  broke  the  windows  of  the 
Protestant  Sohods  and  the  Methodist 

Utx  Suehaum 


Church  at  Youghal ;  that  children  of 
12  to  14  years  of  age  were  found  drank 
in  the  doorways,  early  on  Thorsdaf 
morning,  in  the  streets  of  Yoaghal ; 
and,  wnether  any  official  Report,  in 
reference  to  the  above  alleged  ont- 

Xs,  was  made  by  the  loml  polios 
»  to  the  authorities  at  Dublin 
Oastie  previous  to  this  Question  ap- 
peering  on  the  Notice  Paper  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  This  Ques- 
tion was  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday  with- 
out Notice.  The  hon.  Manber  was  tlwn 
informed  that  local  inquiry  waa  neces- 
sary. He  has  put  it  down  again  with- 
out leaving  time  for  the  receipt  of  the 
reply  in  course  of  post,  even  Mwitwing 
that  the  local  officiu  could  aiuwer  by 
return,  and  witiioat  making  any  in- 
qniiy.  All  I  can  say,  therefore,  is 
that  no  official  Report  had  up  to  yes- 
terday been  receiTcd  in  Dublin  as  to  tiia 
alleged  occurrences. 

Ma.  LANE:  I  must  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  not  aware  that 
a  oontradiotion  of  the  report  in  Tht 
Tims$  appeared  in  the  London  papers 
last  Saturday? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  got 
no  official  Report  yet. 

Mb.  J.  R£^MOND :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  permit  me  to  ask— — 
Ms.  SPEAEm:  Order,  order! 

NATY— WIDOWS  OF  SEAMEN  AND 
XABINE8. 

Oaptaih  price  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What 
steps  have  been  taken  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh's Committee  as  to  making  pro- 
vision for  the  widows  of  seamen  in  the 
R<^al  Navy  and  the  Royal  Marines  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Oeobox 
Hahzltor)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Admiral^  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
take  practical  action  on  this  Report; 
but  if  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  confer  with  me  I  could  point  out 
to  him  the  nature  of  the  difficnltiee  we 
have  to  contend  with. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  GBBEN- 
WIOH  HOSPITAL  SCHOOL. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  naked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  there  is 
any  reason  why  the  usual  Goremment 
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Grant  ^ould  not  be  given  fo  the  Grera- 
vioh  Hospital  Schoou,  in  the  same  way 
aa  to  other  sohools  of  a  similar  nature  ? 

Thb  VIOE  PEBSIDENT  (Sir  Wn> 
UAM  Habt  Dyeb)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
xeplr,  said,  no  application  had  erer  been 
made  to  Uie  Department  on  behalf  of 
Uu  Bchoolfl.  Should  raoh  an  applica- 
tum  1>e  made,  he  sav  no  reason  trhy 
th^  should  not  deal  with  Uie  case  on 
its  merits. 

PROSECUTION  OF  OFFENCES  ACT8— 
THE  REGULATIONS- RESULTS. 

Hb.  H£NBT  H.  FOWLEB(WolTer- 
hampton,  E.)  asked  the  Seoretuy  of 
State  fbr  the  Home  Departaien^  Whe- 
ther he  will  bstnict  the  Bireotor  of 
FaUio  Ihoseoations  to  make  a  Beport 
showing  the  working  <rfthe  BegnUtions 
made,  m  1885,  for  carrjing  oat  the 
Proeeontion  of  Offences  Acts,  1879  and 
1884,  with  statidtica  showing  the  nam* 
her,  nature,  cost,  and  resalt  of  the  pro- 
ceedings instituted  bj  the  Director  in 
accordance  with  those  Isegnlations ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  such  Beport  upon 
the  Table  before  the  Vote  for  Fublio 
Frosecutions  is  taken  ? 

The  8E0EETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthsws)  (Birmingham,  £.):  I  have 
eoomlted  the  Director  of  Fablic  Prose- 
cntione,  and  he  tells  me  that  he  will  be 
able  toprepare  sach  aBeturn  as  the  right 
hon.  Member  asks  for ;  and,  provided 
the  Tote  for  Fablic  Frosecations  is  not 
takes  b^ore  Easter,  the  Betura  will  be 
ready  before  then.  There  will  be  no 
olgection  to  lay  theBetum  on  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)-SALE  OF  MUNICIPAL 
BUILDINGS  IN  OOTAOAMUND. 
Mr.  TTJITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  in  Augast,  1881,  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  Nilgiri  Hills,  tx-oglcio 
Fiesident  of  the  Mnnicipalify,  or^red 
the  local  fund  engineer  to  vuue  certain 
numidpal  buildings  in  Ootacamnnd; 
whether  the  engineer  reported  their 
value  to  be  Bs.  3200  ;  whether,  in  spite 
of  this  ralaation,  these  buildings  were 
then  sold  privately  to  the  senior  member 
of  the  Madras  Board  of  Bevenae  for 
Bi.  100  only  ;  whether  these  facts  were 
last  year  formally  broaght  to  public  no- 
tice; and,  whether,  as  the  matter  has 
hem  so  sererely  commented  on  by  the 


Native  and  European  Press  in  India,  he 
will  say  whether  these  statements  are 

true? 

The  XmDEB  BEQBBTABT  or 
STATE  (Sir  JTohh  Gobst)  (Ohatham) : 
The  statements  Eluded  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion have  been  made  by  one  officer  of 
the  Madras  Government,  and  denied  by 
another.  As  no  formal  inquiry  has  been 
'made  into  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ments, I  am  unable  to  say  whether  they 
are  tme  or  not. 

WAR  OFFICE— COAST  DEFENCES— 

MARTELLO  TOWERS. 

Me.  NORBIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  The  number  of  Martello 
towers  that  are  situate  on  the  coast  be- 
tween Brighton  and  Dover,  and  if  he 
can  say  for  what  purposes  they  are  used ; 
if  the  sites  of  these  Martello  towers  could 
not  be  adapted,  at  a  very  small  cost,  to 
a  '*  disappearing  system  "  of  fortifim- 
tions,  by  substituting  a  pit  io  place  of 
the  tower  and  adopting  the  Monerieff 
gun  carriage ;  what,  if  any,  fortifications 
exist  on  the  South  East  Ooast,  from 
Fevensey  Bay  to  Fett  Level ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  old  Military  Oanal  at  the  last- 
named  place,  now  imused,  could  not  be 
adapted  to  defensive  purposes  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Gkohgb  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  (who  replied)  said : 
There  are  43  Martello  towers  between 
Brighton  and  Dover,  one  of  which  is 
armed  with  a  7-inoh  rifled  breeoh-load- 
ing  gun.  Nineteen  car^  smooth-bore 
ordnance;  and  the  remainder  are  used 
as  barracks,  or  let.  The  sites  could  be 
made  use  of  for  guns ;  but  the  towers 
themselves  could  not  be  adapted  to 
"disappearing,"  or  any  other  modem 
mounting  for  heavy  gune.  With  the 
exception  of  14  towers,  all  at  Pevrasey, 
there  are  no  fortifications  betweenPeven- 
sey  Bay  and  the  Fett  Level  at  Winohel- 
sea.  The  old  Military  Oanal  retains  Its 
value  as  an  obstacle  in  the  event  of  a 
hostile  fnce  landing  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. 

WAR  OFFICE-BOUAN  CATHOLIC 

ARMT  CHAPLAINS. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fer  War, 
Whether  the  services  of  the  acting 
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Boman  Catholic  Army  Chaplains  at 
Portsmouth,  Hileea,  Fareham,  Dover, 
Shomoli£Fe,  Colchester,  and  Cyprus  are 
to  be  dispensed  with  ;  if  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  tiie  Authorities,  on  the  retire- 
ment of  the  next  Boman  Catholic  Com- 
missioned Cha|)Iain,  not  to  fill  up  the 
Taoanc^ ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  number  of  Boman  Catholics  serving 
in  the  Army,  the  War  Office  will  re- 
consider their  determination  relative  to 
the  dismissal  of  Boman  Catholic  Chap- 
lains ;  and,  if  a  oorresmndinff  reduction 
is  proposed  to  be  nuide  in  the  number 
of  Onureh  of  England  Army  Chap- 
lains? 

The  8ECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAmoTv!^lAao6iiuitdn,  Homcastle): 
The  aoting  Boman  Oath(dio  OhapUins 
nt  Portsmouth,  Chatham,  andOoIfmester 
are  to  be  relieved  by  oommisaiooed 
Chaplains  returning  from  Egypt  on  the 
reduction  of  the  force  there.  The  acting 
Chaplain  at  Cyprus  was  sent  out  spe- 
cially on  account  of  the  invalids  from 
Egypt ;  and  as  there  is  no  longer  an  in- 
Talid  depot  there  he  has  been  brought 
home,  and  sent  to  relieve  the  actii^ 
Chaplains  at  Hilsea  and  Fareham.  It 
has  also  been  decided  to  dispense  with 
an  acting  Chaplain  at  Dover,  as  the 
work  there  is  not  considered  to  be  more 
than  sufficient  for  one  Chaplain.  No 
change  is  contemplated  at  ShomoUffe. 
There  is  no  intention  of  reducing  the 
number  of  Boman  Catholic  commissioned 
Chaplains.  The  Church  of  England 
aoting  ChaplainB  will  also  be  reduced, 
as  a  consequence  of  troops  coming  home 
i^om  S^iypt. 

WAR  OFFICE— WOOLWICH  CADETS - 
THE  JUBILEE  REVIEW  AT  ALDER- 
SHOT. 

Mb.  E.  B.  BUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  arrangements  will  be 
made  to  enable  the  Cadets  ol  the  Boyal 
Military  School  at  Woolwich  to  take 
^rt  under  their  own  officers  in  the 
Beview  which  is  to  take  place  at  Alder- 
ahot  in  hononr  of  Her  Huesty'a  Ju- 
bilee? 

Thb  SECBETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAimoPB)(Lincoln  shire,  Horncastle): 
The  arrangements  for  this  Beview  are 
not  yet  complete,  and  I  cannot,  ^there- 
fore, answer  this  Question  at  present. 
But  I  may  say  that  the  amount  of  money 
at  my  dispoaal  is  very  limited. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CwM 


THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEBRATION 
—A  SPECIAL  HOLIDAY. 

CoLoiTsi.  ANSTBTJTHEB  (Suffolk. 
Woodbridge)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  considerine  that 
Tuesday,  the  Slat  of  Jnne,  is  to  be  ob- 
served as  a  public  holiday,  he  osa  see 
his  way  to  recommend  that  the  Uimday 
previous  should,  by  Bqyal  Plroolomation 
or  otherwise,  be  kept  as  a  special  Bank 
Holiday,  so  as  to  grant  to  Her  M^esty's 
subjects  three  consecutive  days  in  vbi<& 
to  celebrate  Her  Jubilee  ? 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
prospect  to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  Monday,  the  20th  of  June,  will  be 
proclaimed  as  a  national  holiday,  in 
addition  to  Tuesday,  the  2lBt. 

COMMITTEE  ON  A0RICULTX7RE— THE 
HESSIAN  FLY. 
Ms.  H.  GABDNEB  (Essex,  Soff^ 
Wolden)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  reported 

Sreeenoe  of  chrysalide  of  the  Hessian 
y  in  the  siftings  of  threshing  machines 
in  Hertfordshire  and  Essex  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  nigenoy  of  the 
danger,  he  will  take  steps  at  once  to 
pubush  official  instructions  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  ths  TREA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
attention  of  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment has  been  called  to  this  matter, 
and  specimens  of  both  infested  sub- 
stances have  heexL  sent  to  the  Depart- 
ment by  Mr.  Whitehead.  A  warning 
has  been  printed,  and  is  about  to  be 
issued  to  all  Local  Anthorities  in  Qreat 
Britain. 

INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT, 
DUBLIN-APPOINTMENTS. 

Ma.  J.  E.  BEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  principal  posts  in  the 
Inland  Bevenue  Department  in  Dublin 
are  filled  by  Englishmen,  and  if  the  two 
important  posts  of  Controller  of  Legacy 
Duty  and  Controller  of  Stamps  were 
filled  by  transfer  of  minor  Clerks  from 
the  London  Office  to  these  appointmentsi, 
over  the  heads  of  competent  Irishmen, 
of  long  experience,  in  the  Irish  Offl«e  in 
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Dablia ;  if  it  ia  a  fact  that  a  scheme  of 
re-orgaoisation  is  at  preeent  being  car- 
ried oat  by  an  official  from  London ;  if 
there  is  any  rule  in  the  Department 
which  exclndes  Irishmen  from  promo- 
tion ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
tike  draft  scheme  of  re-organization  be- 
fore it  has  been  finally  adopted  ? 

The  SECRETAItY  (Mr.  Jaoksok) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
ansrer  to  all  the  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  no,  Sir. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-THB  MOTS  AT 
TOUaHAL. 
Hb.  lake  (Cork  Oo.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
<rf  bdand,  Whether  he  haa  seen  a  ooot 
of  the  following  letter,  which  was  ad- 
dressed hy  Dr.  Oharles  Bonayne,  J.F. 
(the  only  magistrate  living  in  the  town 
of  Yoogbal)  to  Ur.  Kerin,  the  District 
Inspector  of  Toughal : — 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  am  jost  after  coming  from  the 
death  of  a  fins  yotiog  man,  who  was  stabbed  by 
a  policeman.  I  went  to  the  barracks  to  see  who 
vaa  in  diarge  of  tiie  police,  and  to  inqoire  what 
diGam^Biioes  produced  the  sad  buanesa.  I 
fomd  tiiere  a  number  of  atrange  police,  and  a 
yomig  officer,  Mr.  Somerrille,  who  assumed  the 
responsibility  of  having  ordered  the  charge  that 
caused  this  young  man's  death.  Now,  as  I 
hare  taken  great  pains  for  the  past  21  hoars  to 
pnssrve  the  peace  in  this  nsoully  qniet  town, 
and  ai  I  am  of  opnion  that  there  was  not  the 
least  danger  to  apprdiend  any  pablio  disturb- 
ance, ana  as  I  am  afraid 'that  it  was  the  advent 
of  Uieae  new  men  led  to  this  calamit;^,  I  desire 
to  know  from  yon,  as  the  rending  District  In- 
spector, under  what  ciroamstances  they  were 
brought  or  tent  here. — Youn  faithfully, 

"  8th  March  1887.      Chullss  Bohatvb;  *' 

whether  this  magistrate  had  been  taking 
a  Tory  active  part  for  some  d^s  pre- 
viously, in  oo-operation  with  the  Catholic 
clergymen  of  Youghal,  in  allaying  the 
excitement  caused  by  the  threaSened 
arrest  of  the  Beverend  Father  Keller ; 
why  the  police  authorities  ignored  him 
by  not  consulting  him  as  to  the  necessity 
of  Ininging  a  force  of  strange  police 
into  Youghal ;  and,  whether  the  preser- 
vation of  the  peace  of  Youghal  has  been 
truuferred  from  the  magistrates  of 
Tooghal  to  the  police  officer  ? 

The  chief  8E0BETAEY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  This 
Question  has  been  referred  to  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  for  the  local  ing^uiries 
noooesniy  There  has  not  been  time  for 
the  receipt  of  his  reply. 


ACb.  lane  :  Hay  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  number  of  days' 
Notice  he  will  require  to  be  given  of  a 
Quration  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  an 
answer  by  telegraph  from  an  officii  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  entirely 
depends  upon  the  special  circumstances 
of  each  case. 

LEGACY  AND  SUCCESSION  DUTIES- 
COPIES  OP  RESIDUARY  ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  FINCH-HATTON  (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  repeated  applicaUons  have 
been  made  by  residuary  legatees  and 
others  interested  in  the  estates  of  de- 
oeased  persons,  to  tbe  Controller  of 
Legacy  and  Succession  Duties,  for  office 
copies  of  residuary  acoonnta  passed  by 
executors ;  whether  such  applications 
are  refused,  unless  upon  an  order  of  the 
executors  or  an  order  of  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  JudgM  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery;  and,  whether  persons  inte- 
rested are  obliged  to  af^ly  to  the  Court 
for  an  administration  suit  where  execu- 
tors refuse  to  render  proper  accounts  to 
beneficiaries,  and  are  thus  put  to  unne- 
cessary expense ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
present  rule  cannot  be  altered  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHAED  "Wbbbtee)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  It 
is  the  fact  that  applications  are  at  times 
made  by  persons  for  inspection  of  re- 
siduary accounts  passed  by  executors, 
and  that  such  ap^ications  are  refused 
unless  the  written  consent  of  the  execu- 
tors is  obtained.  The  documents  are 
also  produced  ia  Court  on  subpcsna.  It 
is  also  the  fact  that  when  executors  refuse 
to  render  accounts  beneficiaries  have  to 
apply  to  the  Court  for  an  order  for  ad- 
ministration of  the  estate.  The  dooa* 
ments  at  the  Inland  Revenue  Office  are 
filed  tiiere  merdy  for  the  purpose  cS.  the 
Revenue,  and  not  for  puUio  inspection, 
and '  are  treated  as  jHMi-confidential 
documents.  The  Inland  Revenue  officials 
have  no  means  of  ascertaining  whether 
persons  making  the  application  are,  or  are 
not,  persons  interested,  or  beneficiaries. 
It  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  detrimental 
to  the  Public  Service  if  intending  liti- 
gants were  permitted  to  have  access  to 
the  books  and  papers  filed  at  Somerset 
House ;  as,  in  the  circumstances,  I  do 
not  see  that  the  Rule  can  or  ought  to  be 
altered. 
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EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  OTTT- 
BBEAE  AT  EXBTEB  TBAININa 
COLLEGE. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Tioe  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Oouncil  on 
Education,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recent  outbreak  amons 
tike  students  at  the  Exeter  Training  Ool- 
lege ;  and*  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
institute  any  inquiry  into  the  oiroom- 
Btaaoea  attending  it,  and  into  tiie  oom- 
plaints  of  tiie  second  year  students  in 
retwrd  to  the  teaching  sta£F? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir 
WnxiAii  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
A  detailed  statement  of  the  cironmstanoea 
attending  the  outbreak  at  the  Exeter 
Training  Oollege  has  been  placed  in  my 
hands  by  the  Principal  of  the  Oollege, 
from  which  it  appears  that  the  students 
have  now  submitted  to  discipline,  and 
expressed  their  regret  for  what  occurred. 
No  further  inquiry  on  this  point  seems 
to  be  necessary ;  but  I  have  thought  it 
best  to  communicate  with  Her  Ifajesty^s 
Inspector  of  Training  Collets,  who,  at 
his  next  visit,  will  pay  special  attention 
to  the  qualifications  of  that  member  of 
the  teaching  staff  in  reject  of  whom 
complaint  has  been  made. 

CONTAGIOXTS  DISBASES  (ANIUALS) 
ACTS  — IMPORTATION  OF  OATTLE 
FBOM  IKELAND  INTO  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  O'DOHEHTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ijieutenant  of  Ir^and,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  action  of 
certain  Local  Authorities  in  Scotland 
with  r^aid  to  forbidding  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  from  Ireland  generally; 
whether  any  distinction  is  made  by  these 
Authorities  either  as  to  the  locality  or 
port  &om  which  cattle  are  sent  or  as  to 
the  sort  of  cattle,  whether  store  or  dairy 
cattle;  whether  any  disease  has  been 
traced  to  any,  and  what,  Irish  port  and 
what  class  of  cattle  was  affected ;  whe- 
ther he  will  call  tibte  attention  of  the 
SeottiBh  Authorities  to  page  23  of  the 
last  Beport  of  tiie  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment of  tilie  English  Privy  Oounoil, 
where  it  is  shown  that  69  per  cent  of 
the  cases  of  pIearo>pneumonia  in  Soot- 
land  are  shown  to  be  in  the  dairy  stock 
of  Q-lasgow  and  Edinburgh;  whether 
he  will  make  representations  in  the  pro* 
per  quarter  in  Scotland,  8»as  to  prevent 


these  powers  of  sanitary  r^rulations 
from  being  an  injury  to  the  export  trade 
of  Ireland ;  whetiier  it  is  a  fact  that  two 
years  ago  some  similar  action  was  takm 
but  afterwards  modified,  so  far  as  tiis 
Ports  of  Deny  and  Belfast  were  con- 
cerned, on  the  protestof  the  Irish  Antiio- 
rities;  and,  whetii«  h«  will  take  rimilsr 
enei^tio  action  to  have  the  same  modi- 
fications made  immediately  ? 

The  chief  SBOKETAT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  This  sub- 
ject is  much  too  extensive  and  important 
to  be  dealt  with  satisfactorily  within  the 
limits  of  the  answer  to  a  Question.  The 
Scottish  Local  Authorities  have  no  power 
to  prohibit  generally  the  importation  of 
cattle  from  Ireland.  They  have  power 
to  prohibit  the  movement  of  oattie  into 
their  districts  from  other  districts  in 
Great  Britain ;  and  the  attention  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  in  Ireland  has 
recently  been  drawn  to  the  manner  in 
which  this  power  has,  in  some  cases, 
been  exercised,  as  being  calculated  to 
interfere  with  the  export  trade  in  Ire- 
land. This,  I  presume,  is  what  the  hon. 
Member  xefera  to.  With  regwd  to  the 
recent  detection  of  disease  at  Irish  ports, 
the  facts  are  that  pleuro-pneumoaia  lus 
been  detected  in  three  dairy  cattie  at  tihe 
Port  of  Dublin,  and  that  one  buUodc 
shipped  at  Drogheda  was  also  found  to 
be  similarly  affected.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Dublin  District  Ireland  is, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  entirely  free  from 
leuro-pneumonia.  So  far  as  I  have 
een  able  to  ascertain,  the  oiroumstanoa 
of  the  present  difficult  with  the  Scottish 
Authorities  are  not  precisely  similar  to 
those  of  a  former  occasion  to  which,  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  they  may  pos- 
sibly not  be  so  easily  arranged ;  but  I 
shall  give  instructious  to  the  Veterinaiy 
Department  in  Dublin  to  communicate 
at  once  to  the  Agricultural  Department 
of  the  English  Privy  Oounoil  the  repre- 
smtatioiiB  already  nmde,  and  also  any 
furtiier  representations  that  may  be  re- 
ceived on  the  subject,  uid  to  request 
that  Department  to  m^  upon  the  Scot- 
tish Local  Authorities  to  exercise  their 
powers  with  as  much  consideration  for 
the  Irish  e^wrt  trade  as  is  possible. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  METROPOLIS—THE 
CONFERENCE. 
Oaftain  (X)L0MB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  the 
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attention  of  the  GtoTeniment  has  been 
directed  to  the  proceedings  of  an  im- 
portant  Conference  held  on  the  Slst 
Jannaiy,  to  consider  the  qnestion  of  tlw 
difltress  existing  in  London,  at  which  a 
Besolntion  -wba  passed  calling  upon  the 
QoTemment  to  ustitute  an  exhanative 
inquiry  into  the  extent,  character,  and 
causes  of  the  distress  existing  iu  London ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  contemplated 
that  any  steps  should  <be  taken  to  give 
effect  to  the  views  of  the  Oonference  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gh>- 
Temment  has  been  directed  to  the  Con- 
ference in  question,  wMch  was  of  an 
eesentially  representative  character.  The 
Besolution  passed  at  such  Conference 
was  forwarded  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  has  conferred  with  me  on  the  sub- 
ject>  with  the  result  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  have  detmnined  to  institute  an 
inqniiy  as  to  Uie  fflnployment  and  earn- 
ings uid  otJier  particulars  wi&  regard 
to  the  working  classes  in  four  typical 
districts  in  the  Metropolu.  Thedisteicts 
selected  are  in  St  George's- in-the-East, 
Battersea,  Deptford,  and  Hackney.  Each 
district  has  a  population  of  about  50,000 
persons,  and  is  chiefly  populated  by  per- 
sons of  the  working  classes.  The  infor- 
mation which  it  is  sought  to  obtain  is  of 
an  exhaustiTe  character;  and  the  in- 

2 nines  will  be  made  from  house  to 
ouse  by  enumerators  acting  under  the 
Begistrars  of  Births  and  Deaths  in  the 
several  diBtricts.  The  Begistrar  Gene- 
ral, through  the  i^enoy  of  his  Depart- 
ment, will  render  all  the  assistance  he 
ean  to  secure  accuracy  in  the  Betums. 
The  Betums  wilt  be  tabulated  in  the 
General  Begtster  Office,  and  will  after- 
wards be  submitted  to  Parliament.  The 
inquiry  will,  I  hope,  commence  on 
Saturday. 

EaTFTCFINANOS,  fto.)-THB*' OCTROI" 
AT  CAIRO. 
Mb.  PXOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Bearetary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  a  letter 
from  Okoco  to  Ths  Timet  of  Wednesday, 
that— 

A  poor  man  cannot  lirinff  his  cow  or  bnffido 
into  the  town  without  payug  SO  francs  stoh 
tinu  for  the  transit ; " 

whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  asser- 
tion made  in  tiie  sune  letter,  that,  in 
coBseqoence  of  the  heavy  octroi— 


"  Whole  loads  of  cabbages,  Ac,  are  aotoally 
often  thrown  away,  beuaiue  the  tax  on  their 
admissiott  is  more  than  the  cultivator  coold 
hope  to  gain  on  the  sale ; " 

and,  whether  there  is  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve, as  alleged,  that — 

"The  land,  whioh  ong^t  to  he  one  of  the 
most  fertile  in  the  world,  is  made  comparatively 
barren  by  these  oppressive  exactions,  whidi, 
added  to  a  heavy  liind  Tax,  become  actually 
cmshing  P  " 

The  UNDEE  SEOBETABT  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feboitsbon)  (Man- 
chester, N.B.):  The  Octroi  Duty  in 
Egyptian  towns  is  he&vj,  and  a  Bill  was 
lately  introduced  into  the  Iiegislatire 
Council  to  modify  it  in  favour  of 
country  people ;  but  the  Council  did  not 
pass  it.  fier  Majesty's  Government 
have  no  reason  to  believe,  as  alleged 
in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  the  land  is  going  out  of  cultivation 
on  account  of  these  and  other  burdens ; 
on  the  contrary,  though  the  Land  Tax  is 
still  heavy,  calttvation  is  extending  itself, 
the  indebtedness  of  the  peasantry  has 
diminished,  and  their  material  condition 
has  improved. 

BOTAL  ntlBH  COKSTABULART— 
00.  TIPPERAET. 

Mb.  P.  J.  O'BEIEN  (Tipperary, 
N. }  asked  the  Chief  Seoretarr  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  regular 
Constabulary  Force  for  the  North 
Biding  of  the  County  of  Tipperary 
stands  at  S09  men ;  whether  out  of  that 
number  there  are  at  present  only  266 
men  in  active  service  in  the  district; 
whether  the  sum  of  £1,000  is  annuidly 
paid  out  of  the  Biding  for  what  is 
termed  extra  police ;  whether,  including 
the  so-called  extra  police,  the  regular 
force  is  at  present  short  to  the  number 
of  19  ;  ancC  if  so,  whether  he  will  fill  up 
the  regular  Parliamentary  quota,  and 
relieve  the  ratepay^  from  tax  for 
extra  police  who  are  not  in  the  district ; 
whether,  at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes  at 
Nenagh,  where  the  presentment  for  this 
extra  police  tax  was  opposed,  the  Pre- 
siding Judge,  Baron  Dowse,  replying 
to  the  Traverser,  made  uie  of  tiiese 
words — 

"  It  is  imperative  on  me  to  pass  this  pnsant- 
ment,  otherwise  I  would  be  most  happy  to  om* 
cede  to  the  just  application ; " 

whether  he  will  iofbrm  the  House,  or 
give  a  Brtoni,  as  to  the  nnmbei  of  pw 
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sons  who  are  at  present  under  police 
protection,  and  the  number  of  men  em- 
plOTod  in  disehai^  of  proteotion  duty 
in  North  Tipperary ;  an^  for  what  pur- 
pose, with  the  oomparative  absence  of 
crime  in  the  county,  as  stated  by  Baron 
Bowse,  the  ratepayers  are  burdened 
with  this  tax  for  exlra  police  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Fart  of 
this  Question  I  haje  already  answered. 
It  is  renewed  with  some  additions,  and 
without  Notice,  and  it  cannot  be  fully 
answered  without  local  inquiry  on  some 
points.  I  can  at  once  say,  howerer,  that 
ue  entire  free  force  is  not  309  men,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  266. 

I>B.TANNEB(OorlcOo.,Mid):  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
will  obtain  exactly  the  number  of  extra 
police  employed  in  mdice  protection  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  hare  just 
told  the  other  hon.  Member  that  I  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made. 

LA.W  AND   JUSTIOE-THE  KENTISH 
TOWN  MUEDEB. 

Me.  SHIRLEY  (Torkahire,  W.E., 
Boncaster)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  GK>Temment  to 
offer  a  rewud  {at  the  apprehenuon  oiE 
the  perpetrators  of  the  recent  Kentish 
Town  murder,  as  recommended  by 
various  members  of  the  Goroners 
Jury? 

'Sbx  SEOBETABT  07  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
question  of  offering  a  reward  in  the 
case  of  this  murder  is  still  under  con- 
sideratioD ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Member 
may  be  aware,  rewards  are  only  offered 
by  the  Home  Office  under  very  excep- 
tional oircumstancep. 

ABUT  ESTIUATBS-TEE  SELECT  OOU- 

MITTEE. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  when  the  Motion  will  be 
made  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Oommittee  to  consider  the  Army  Esti- 
mates 7  

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  (JoTemment,  so  soon  as  the 
necessary  Totes  have  been  taken  in  the 
Navy  EstimatflB,  to  move  to  refer  the 

Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brim 


Army  and  Navy  Esttmates  to  a  Select 
Committee,  to  r^iort  their  obaerrations 
on  the  several  Totea  to  tike  House. 

KAYT— THE  DOCKTABO  W0BK8  AT 
HAULBOWUNB  —  DISOHABOB  OF 
WOBEMEN. 

Mb.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  naked  tiie 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Wliether 
he  is  aware  that  a  notice  to  the  folhnr- 
ing  effect  was  posted  yesterday  at  Hanl- 
bowUae  Dot&^ud  Works : — 

"On  1st  Jtma  80  nun  monthly  to  he  dti- 
chaned. — Bvorderirf  Linda  Oomm&rioo«n of 
Admiralty;'^ 

whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Uotion 
to  be  made  as  to  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
appointing rate  of  progress  which  is 
bein^  made  with  Haul^wline  Works, 
he  will  direct  all  steps  in  pursuance  of 
this  official  notice  to  be  held  in  abeyance 
pending  a  full  debate  on  this  subject  in 
the  House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Gboboi 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in  reply, 
said,  he  quite  sympathized  with  tiie  hon. 
Gentleman'sobjeot;  butthefaotwaa  thai 
the  notice  in  question  was  given  because 
the  work  on  which  the  men  were  engaged 
was  just  approaching  commotion. 

METBOFOLIS— UAONITUDE  OF  THB 
DEBT. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stopney)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
growing  magnitade  of  the  Metrop<^Utan 
debt  secured  on  the  rates,  and  the  great 
burden  thereby  imposed  on  the  rate- 
payers, the  Qovemment  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  introdaoiog  a  Bill  to 
limit  the  total  boROwing  powera  on  tfaia 
seourilj? 

Thb  FIRST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Skith)  (Strand,  Westnunster) :  The 
borrowing  powers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  are  granted  by  an 
annual  Act  of  Parliammt.  The  Trea- 
sury require  that  the  Bill  for  this  pur- 
pose should  have  attached  to  it  tfwies 
showing  over  a  series  of  years  the 
borrowing  powers,  the  progress  of  the 
debt  and  of  the  sinking  fund,  and  the 
amount  of  rate  levied,  in  order  that 
Metropolitan  Members  and  oUiers  in- 
terested in  the  questitm.  may  have  the 
means  of  forming  a  judgment  upon  the 
general  finanoiiu  polu^  of  the  Boards 
and  may  be  in  a  position  to  ^aoaas  the 
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iHiole  qnflBti<m,  or  the  pariacnlar 
nons  of  tiie  BUI,  whea  it  ia  before  the 
House.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  lies 
with  the  BfotnmoUtaa  Hembera,  rather 
flian  vith  Her  Majesty's  OoTemment,  to 
eall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
question  of  Local  OoTemment,  if  they 
should  consider  thai  the  indebtedness  of 
the  Metropdis  is  inoreasiDg  at  too  great 
anUe. 

CUIUE  jlin>  OUTRAaE  (IRELAin))  — 
THE  BIOTB  AT  TOUQHAL  —  THE 
ATTACK  ON  THE  POUOE. 

Kr.  lane  (Oork  Co.,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  ^rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  following 
QaeetioQ,  of  which  I  hare  given  him 
private  Kotioe :— Whether  he  has  seen 
the  report  in  to-day's  London  papers  of 
the  proModrnge  at  the  inquest  of  the 
fisherman  (yHanlra,  killed  by  the  police 
at  Youghal,  at  which  Mr.  Somerrille, 
the  police  officer,  swore  there  was  no 
troth  in  the  Chief  Secretary's  statement 
that  21  out  of  22  policemen  were  severely 
injured,  and  that  he  (Ur.  Somerrille) 
had  not  made  any  such  report  to  the 
authoritiee;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Chief 
Seeretary  will  state  to  the  House  from 
what  souree  he  received  the  information 
he  conveyed  to  ^e  House  on  Tuesday  P 

Thb  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  A^sthehon. 
Cbotlemau  is  aware,  I  nmde  the  state- 
ment in  answer  to  a  Question  put  to  me 
without  Notice  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Soodaud  Diririon  oi  LiverpcKd  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'OcmiUff),  and  in  mafang  the 
•tatsnwnt  I  aaid  I  would  not  goanntee 
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ito  aocmraoy.  What  I  stated  was  that 
21  out  of  22  policemen  were  injured. 
What  appears  to  bd  the  fact  ia  that  21 
out  of  the  22  were  hit,  &at  15  of  them 
were  hurt,  and  three  of  them  were 
severely  hurt. 

Mb.  lane  :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman since  seen  the  statement,  sworn 
to  by  Mr.  Somerville,  that  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  statement  he  made  to  the 
HouB^  on  Tuesday  night  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  said,  so  far  as 
he  could  make  out,  the  statement  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Somerville  was  correct. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  who  first 
gave  him  hia  information  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ISst.  LANE :  I  have  given  the  right 
h(m.  Gentleman  private  Notice  of  the 
following  Question; — Whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  inquest  on  O'Hanlon, 
now  being  held  at  Youghal,  the  Coroner 
has  made  frequent  complaints  about  re- 
ceiving no  assistance  from  the  police 
officer;  whether  the  District  Inspector 
refused  to  execute  a  warrant  against  a 
policeman  who  was  conmiitted  for  con- 
tempt of  Court ;  and,  whether  he  will 
telegraph  orders  to  the  police  officer  at 
Youghal  to  render  the  same  assistance 
in  this  case  as  he  would  ia  a  case  in 
which  the  suspected  culprit  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Constabuli^  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  received 
no  information  to  that  effect;  and,  under 
the  ciroumstanoes,  I  could  not  tlunk  of 
aendingsuoh a  telegram. 

Mr.  LANE:  Tlw  infiumation  ia  in 
this  moming'B  papen. 


{Maboh  17, 1687} 
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ABI)  OF  THB 


POLICY  EMBODIED  THEREIN. 


AZ.TBBATIOHS  OT  FoBH  OF  EsTIMATKB. 

IT  will  be  obseiTed  that  certain  changes  hare  been  adopted  in,  and  additions 
made  to,  the  form  in  which  the  Appendices  to  the  Estimates  have  hitherto  been 
drawn  up.  The  primary  object  of  these  alterations  has  been  to  place  before  the 
House  in  the  simplest  form  the  fullest  possible  information  upon  past  and  pro- 
posed future  expenditure.  Statements  are  also  furnished  in  oonsiaerable  detail 
of  the  capital  stock  of  the  nation  in  its  Navy,  Dockyards,  and  contents  of  the 
storehouses.  These  Statements  will  form  the  groundwork  of  a  Oapital  Aooount 
which,  it  is  hoped,  may  be  presented  in  a  more  complete  state  next  year. 

In  the  detailed  programme  *  of  works  to  be  undertaken  during  the  year  will 
he  found  under  a  separate  heading  for  each  vessel  building  particulars  of  her 
type,  tonnage,  load-draught,  speed  at  mean-load  draught,  ooal  oapaaty,  and 
armament  as  designed  and  approved.  In  the  same  column  are  shown  the  original 
estimated  cost,  as  well  as  the  outUnr  as  at  present  anticipated,  also  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  on  each  vessel  during  past  financial  years,  witih  the  probable 
actual  outlay  during  the  year  ending  on  Slat  Uaroh,  1887. 

The  total  eattmated  cost  of  oaoh  Teaael,  including  the  estimated  oharge 
falling  on  Army  as  well  as  on  Naval  Votes,  is  also  set  out,  thus  affording 
information  of  tiie  total  outlay  on  the  Tesael  complete  for  eea,  exoliuiTe  of  sea 
■tores. 

Hitherto  it  has  not  been  customary  to  tabulate,  in  much  detail,  the  proposed 
expenditure  on  the  refit  and  repairs  of  vessels,  it  being  impossible  to  give  this 
information  with  the  same  approximation  as  with  vessels  building.  Frequently 
the  Estimates  are  proviaiunal.  They  are  made  prior  to  the  arrival  and  fuU 
survey  of  the  vessel,  and  often  the  necessity  for  outlay  only  develops  during  the 
progress  of  the  work.  At  the  same  time,  this  class  of  expenditure  forms  so 
important  axi  item  in  the  Naval  Budget  that  the  fullest  possible  details  are  now 
given  of  the  amount  proposed  to  be  allocated  to  each  vessel.  The  value  of  such 
outlays  depends  largely  upon  the  character  of  ^e  ship  and  her  probable  eflioieni^ 
after  altenttion  and  refit  as  a  vessel  of  war.  Information  is,  therefore,  now 
famished  which  will  enable  an  opinion  to  be  formed  upon  these  pointa. 

*  Appendix  to  Kavy  Estimstes. 
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Tho  ordinaiy  repain  and  maintenanoe  on  the  Ohannel  and  other  aqm^rons 
and  the  estimated  ooet  of  miaoelUmeonB  Serrioes  are  snmnuuiaed  separately.  The 
Appendix  also  exhibits  flie  proposed  expendltore  in  Uie  a^regate  oompazed  with 
the  Votes. 

The  Vote  for  dockyard  labour  is  taken  in  the  present  Estimates  as  a  whole, 
and  is  not  allocated,  as  has  been  the  praetioe  in  past  years,  to  the  several  Yards. 
The  object  of  this  change  is  to  afford  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  more  latitude 
in  the  distribatioa  of  work,  and  of  the  classes  ot  labour,  in  a  manner  which  may 
promote  greater  effldenof  and  ee<momy  in  carrying  out  the  Taiying  leqnirementa 
of  the  Nary. 

The  statement  following  the  Appendices  is  the  first  of  the  series  of  Tables 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  infOrminK  Parliament  of  the  value  <rf  the  looperty 
which  the  nation  poBseeses  in  the  Navy  and  the  Establishments  and  Senices 
connected  therewith. 

In  the  Table  showing  the  cost  of  the  Nawt  will  be  found  the  name  of  each 
effeotive  ship  in  the  Navy,  with  the  year  of  her  oompletion,  original  cost  of 
constroction,  and  subsequent  total  expenditure  upon  alterations,  refits,  and 
maintenance.  Vessels  whioh  have  become  inefficient,  but  which  remain  on  the 
list,  or  tiioae  not  worUi  the  cost  of  immediate  repair,  or  whioh  have  become 
obsolete,  are  placed  in  a  separate  eategon'  in  the  Summary,  as  also  is  the  cost 
of  troop  and  narbour  ships,  as  well  as  ox  yard  and  other  craft  belonging  to  the 
Service. 

The  "  Explanations  of  Differences,"  whioh  have  been  previously  printed  as  a 
separate  Farhamentary  Paper,  are  this  year  included,  mt  the  oonvenienoe  of 
Members  of  the  House^  in  we  Navy  Estimates. 


PBBSENT  OONDITION  OF  NAVAL  EENANOE. 


EAFMBiMTUif  OF  1886-87  AS  OOHFABXD  WITH  ESTIICATBS  1887-88. 

The  expenditure  (including  both  Original  and  Supplementary  Estimates) 
borne  by  Naval  Votes  for  the  year  ending  Slet  March,  1887,  is  £13,270,100. 

The  Estimate  of  Expenditure  foet  the  year  ending  Stst  Much,  1868,  is 
£13,476,800,  being  a  decrease  of  £793,800  compared  with  expenditure  of  the 
preceding  year.  A  reduction  of  expenditure  generally  im^dies  a  decrease  of  the 
effective  strength  of  the  Service  with  which  it  is  ctmneeted.  We  are  fortunate 
enough  to  be  able  to  reverse  this  rule  in  the  present  instance.  The  reduced 
outlay  during  the  ensuing  financial  year  is  accompanied  by  a  material  increase 
in  the  strength  of  the  Navy,  money  being  found  for  62,600  officers  and  men  in 
1887-88  as  against  61,400  in  the  preceding  year,  whilst  the  number  and  power  of 
ships  in  the  let  Beserve,  and  ready  for  commission  on  let  April,  1686,  wiU  be 
muoh  in  excess  of  any  similar  provision  for  many  years  past. 

A  diminution  in  the  amount  of  liabilities  for  vessels  and  engines  constructed 
by  contract  is  another  noticeable  feature  in  the  present  Financial  Statement. 

These  liabilities  stood  at  £2,680,000  in  April,  1886,  and  are  estimated  to  be 
£1,030,000  in  April,  1887  ;  yet  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year  1887-88,  including 
the  coat  of  new  ships  and  eng^es  contracted  for  during  that  year,  they  will  stand 
at  the  low  figure  of  £431,000.  An  almoat  similar  reduction  of  liability  for  ships 
building  in  uie  dockyards  can  be  shown. 

The  large  augmentation  in  the  fighting  strength  of  the  Navy  whioh  will 
have  been  emoted  umnltaneously  with  a  reduotion  of  annual  expenditure  and 
incurred  liabilities  may  be  accepted  as  a  proof  that  naval  finance,  so  far  as 
ontiay  and  return  are  concerned,  is  now  in  a  satisfactory  (»mdition,  and  tiiai  it 
will  be  possible,  under  a  mtem  of  judicious  management,  to  associate  for  some 
time  to  come  a  reduction  of  expenditure  with  an  increase  of  effldenc^. 
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Eeview  op  the  last  Six  Teabb'  Expeitditttre. 

These  satisfactory  results  have  been  obtained  partly  by  policy,  partly  by 
improTed  methods  of  administration ;  but  a  oareful  review  of  the  expeaditare  of 
the  past  six  years  is  necessary  in  order  that  the  signifioance  of  our  pr«i6Dt 
position,  and  the  causes  at  work  in  establishing  it,  may  be  nnderstood  by 
Parliament  and  the  country. 

In  the  period  between  1881  and  1885  every  Naval  Power  in  Europe,  save 
England,  largely  increased  its  naval  expenditure.  The  introduction  of  slow- 
burning  powder,  and  the  alterations  in  tne  design  of  heavy  ordnanoe  which  it 
entailed,  whilst  giving  increased  veloci^  and  accuracy  to  gtuu  of  all  caltlneB, 
produced  a  corresponding  development  in  the  defensive  power  of  annonr-ebds 
and  protected  vessels.  Speed  in  the  performance  of  naval  tactics  became  an 
even  more  essential  factor  than  before,  and  was  so  recognised  abroad ;  and  on 
vessels  of  comparatively  small  displacement  suooessfal  efforts  were  made  to 
realize,  by  engineering  ingenuity,  a  speed  wholly  unknown  to  the  smaller  craft 
of  a  few  years  back. 

These  developments  of  speed  and  power  necessitated  increased  expense. 

England  was  the  last  Kaval  Power  to  recognize  these  new  conditions.  In 
1885,  under  popular  pressure,  the  Government  of  that  day  admitted  the 
insuffioienoT  of  its  previous  arrangements,  and,  with  the  assent  of  all  parties  in 
the  State,  Lord  Northbrook,  the  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  proposed  to 
expend,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  shipbuilding  programme,  a  sum  of 
£3,100,000  in  the  building  of  ships  by  contract  in  private  yards.  An  additional 
sum  of  £1,600,000  for  guns  was  also  proposed  to  be  added  to  the  Ordnance  Totes 
of  the  Navy,  which  are  included  in  the  annual  Estimates  of  expenditnre  of  the 
War  Office. 

The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  estimated  that  this  outlay  would  be  spread 
over  five  years,  ending  March  31,  1890,  and  form  a  portion  of  the  expenditora  of 
the  countoy  for  that  period. 

The  work  has  been  executed  with  such  rapidity,  that  nearly  the  whole  of 
this  expenditure  has  fallen  upon  three,  instead  of  five,  years.  Moreover,  the  som 
of  £3,100,000  was  found  to  bo  insufficient  to  complete  the  work  it  began. 

The  following  Tables  ^ow  the  difference  between  the  estimate  of  time  and 
outlay  made  in  1885  and  tlw  actual  expenditure  of  the  past  two  years,  and  tha 
probfwle  disboraemeiits  in  the  ensuing  year. 


New  Constructions. 
Special  Programme. 
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Expenditure — Actual  and  Estimated* 


1685-86. 
(Actual.) 

1886-87. 
(Actaal  and 
Estimated.) 

1887-88. 
(Ertimated.) 

Balance 
remaining. 

Total  Cost. 

Holla— 

Contnct  price   . . 

Completitifj: 
Propelung,  &c.,  machmery 
Gnn-moimtmga    . . 
Toipedo  appamtus 

£ 

701,150 
1,572 

341,428 
12,282 
16.651 

£ 

861,701 
71,721 

274,437 
68,289 
43,384 

£ 

518,023 
154,470 
127,331 
118,556 
78,957 

£ 

74,093 
64,032 
62,646 
25,628 
969 

£ 

2,164,967 
291,796 
795,742 
224,764 
139,861 

1,072,983 

1^319,632 

997,336 

217,268 

3,607,119 

Comparis&n  of  Fsxpenditure  {ettimated)  with  Programme. 


Ezpendittm. 

DUforenoe. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

HnllB  and  engine^    *  ■ 

•  • 

3,100,000 

2,960,709 

—149,291 

Completiiig     ....  ,. 

291,795 

-4-291,796 

Guii>moan  tings  «, 

224,764 

4-224,764 

Toi|Mdo  a^arattu    . . 

*  ■ 

139,861 

+189,861 

Total ».  .* 

3,100,000 

3,607,110 

+601,819 

Mmtrmidum. 

Lord  Xorthbrook*8  special  Shipbuilding  Frogramme,  as  provided  for  in  the 
Estimates  1885-86,  included— 

2  Armour-cIadB  I  6  Steel  Torpedo  Omieers. 

6  Belted  Omisers.  \lO  flrat-clasa  T<ni>edo-boats  (4  tubitquently 

1  adieg). 


The  financial  result  of  Lord  Northbrook's  epeclal  programme  may  be 
Bammariwd  thus : — 

1.  An  excess  expenditure  of  £502,000  on  the  original  Shipbuilding  Estimate, 
which  provided  for  hulls  and  engines  only. 

2.  An  expenditure  on  account  of  ships  building  of  £3,390,000  in  three  years, 
instead  of  an  e^enditure  of  £3,100,000  in  five  yeare. 

8.  An  extra  expenditure  (under  Amy  Votes),  roughly  estimated  at  £500,000, 
for  the  ammunition  and  toipedoea  neoessazy  vat  these  ships,  and  for  vhu^  no 
qwdol  proTiaioii  was  made. 

ToTB  OF  Cbbdct  of  1885. 

Soon  after  tiie  proposals  for  tiliis  inorease  to  our  naral  strength  hod  been 
assented  to  in  1885,  the  prospect  of  a  possible  var  compelled  the  Government 
to  appfy  for  a  large  Vote  oi  Oredit,  ot  which  £2,000,000*  was  appropriated 
to  naval  purposes.  A  large  additional  anm  was  also  grantm  for  the 
manufacture  of  naval  ordnance,  and  included  in  the  Tote  of  Oredit  allotted 
the  War  Departnwnt. 

*  EnslaBiTe  of  £500,000  for  transport  (Azmy  Department). 

VOL.  0CX3XII.  [thibd  sbkzss.]  T 
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A  oonsiderable  amount  of  ordera  and  oi  work  were  given  under  these  Votes 
of  Credit,  which  wetv  not  covered  by  the  sums  allotted  to  tiiem,  and  hare  sisoa 
become  a  charge  upon  the  annual  Estimates. 

These  are  the  causes  of  the  exoeptionel  expenditure  of  the  past  two  years,  for 
during  that  period  Navy  Votes  have  had  to  meet  not  only  the  ordinary  wants  and 
wastage  of  a  great  Service,  but  the  accumulated  arrears  of  an  antecedent  pwiod 
<tf  iasMBieient  pvoTin<ni. 

Atxbaob  ExmroirvBS  or  18S1-65  Oohfabbd  wxih  - 1885-87. 

The  average  annual  expenditure  upon  the  ISTavy  (deducting  the  Transport 
Vote,  which  is  for  services  rendered  to  the  Army)  of  the  -four  years  ended 


81st  Uarch,  1885,  when  all  the  Naral  Powers  in  Europe,  ekoept  England, 
were  so  busy,  was — 

£ 

Navy  Expenditure  . .  . .  .  ^  ..  . . '  . .  10,628,000 
Gun  ditto  i  (Axmy  Vote)    738,000 


ToliI  average  aantial  ei^enditne  In  lour  y«szs  flnding  1884-85  11,366,00Q 

Itt  1886-86  Navy  expenditaxa  was    14,724,000 

Gun  ditto  t  (Amy  ITote)   1,600,000 


Total,  1881-86  ,   16,934,000 


In  1886-87  Navy  enenditore  (estinutted]  WW    .«  1S,»41,000 

Oon ditto t (Army  Yote)  •..         ..  •>     «•  1,68£,000 

Total,18S6^7       ..         ..  ..     "   ..         «.  14^028,000 


being  a  total  exoets  during  the  two  years  of  £8,218,000  over  and  above  the 
RTor^  exp«iditiire  of  the  four  preceding  years. 

If  this  great  sum  had  been  spread  over  this  period  of  six  years  more  evenly, 
and  if  consideration  and  a  continuous  polity  had  attended  its  disbtdrsement,  the 
Navy  at  this  moment  would  be  far  stronger  than  it  is. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  increase  of  strength  whieh  this  sum  will  ultimately 
give  would  have  been  more  economically  attained  if  hurry  and  scare  had 
attended  its  outlay. 

The  conclusion  to  be  drawn  will,  I  tms^  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  snbsequoif 
Administrations  and  by  Parliament. 


t  lodadeaettimated  value  of  aerrleetperfofmedliy  War  Ofiee,begroBlai)t^ 
Navy  in  OTiginal  Army  Sttimatei. 
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SHIFBITILDINa  POIJOY  OF  FBESENT  BOABD. 

Although  three  succeBsire  Boards  of  Admiraltj  hare  been  in  office  since 
1885,  the  policy  pursued,  so  &r  as  shipbuilding  and  dockyard  administration 
are  concerned,  has  been  uniform  and  continuous.  The  enormous  liabilities  and 
the  great  number  of  ships  ordered  in  1885  induced  the  Board  of  July,  1885,  of 
vhiw  I  was  the  Head,  to  concentrate  their  attention  to  bringing  to  as  rapid  a 
completion  as  was  possible  the  programme  of  shipbuilding  they  found  pre- 
Bcribed,  without  enlai^ing  it ;  certun  gaps  in  it  were  filled,  and  the  Tessde  laid 
down  for  that  purpose  were  in  most  instances  of  small  diaplaoement,  and 
absolutely  necessary  to  provide  fbr  the  relieft  of  the  next  and  subsequent  year. 

The  fidlowing  Statement  o^iows  the  progress  made  both  in  the  past  and  that 
contemplated  in  ue  f<nthooming  financdal  year. 

PtosBiu  or  BsiP-BUiiDXire  am  CkncpAaiD  with  Pbogbuiiii  1886-87. 


Completed  Ships. 

In  the  Estimates  for  1886-87  (Appendix  No.  37)  it  was  anticipated  that  the 
following  new  vessels  would  be  "passed  into  the  Ist  Seserve"  during  the 
finandal  yeav : — 

3  armoured  ships. 
1  protected  ship. 
IS  nnprotected  ships. 

According  to  the  latest  B«p<«t8,  it  appear*  that  the  aotoal  figures  for  tiie 
ships  named  m  Appendix  No.  d7|  as  to  be  oompUted  in  1886-67,  will  stand  at 
the  end  of  Uarch,  1887*  at  1  armoured  ship,  1  jwoteoted,  IS  unprotected. 

Two  armoured  ships — "Eodne^"  ai^  "  vS''arepite " — ^have  not  been  com- 
peted as  was  intended ;  the  "  Warspite  "  because  of  changes  in  rig  and  certain 
details,  resulting  from  experience  with  "Imp^euse"  at  sea;  fhe  *'Bodn^" 
because  of  delays  in  supply  of  guns  and  gun-mountings. 

Three  improtected  snips— ** Fearless,"  "Lieard,"  and  "Bramble" — have 
been  delayed  in  delivery  by  contractors,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  com- 
pleted b^  the  date  they  would  have  been  had  contract  terms  been  kept. 

Besides  the  ships  that  have  been  completed,  or  will  be  finished  in  1886-87, 
it  is  anticipated  that  thirtjf-_fip«  out  of  the  fifiy-fi»9  first-olass  boats  of  125  feet  to  150 
feet  in  length  will  be  completed  in  1 886-87 ;  the  remaining  twenty  torpedo-boats 
are  complete  in  armament  and  will  be  ready  for  service  in  June. 

Furthermore,  it  must  be  noted  that  out  of  the  %%xUw  ships  shown  as  to  be 

Esd  into  1st  Beserve  in  1886-86  (Appendix  37,  Navy  Estimates  for  1886-87), 
'  one-half  (induding  2  armoured,  3  partially-proteoted,  3  unprotected  ships) 
money  spent  upon  their  aotoal  completion  m  1886-87. 
The  whole  addition  *  to  Ao  Fleet  in  1886-67,  exoludiog  small  craft,  has 
therefore  been : — 

8  armoured  ships. 
1  protected  ^p. 
3  partially-protected  ships. 
13  nnprotected  ships, 

Uadsr  the  Orden  issued  by  the  present  Board,  every  Tessel  when  passed 
into  the  Ist  Glass  Beserve  is  supposed  to  be  ready  for  sea  in  for^-eight  hours, 
and  the  offloen  of  the  respective  yards  are  held  rospousible  that  all  vessels  so 
passed  are  maintained  in  that  ooncUtion. 

Advaaoement  of  New  Sh^ 

The  general  character  of  the  work  done  on  new  ships  in  1886-87,  besides  the 
oompietion  of  those  above  named,  may  be  best  described  as  r spuf  advaneement.  For 
the  dockyard  work,  the  facts  are  set  forth  in  the  draft  programme  for  1887-88, 
the  most  notable  examples  of  rapid  progress  being  the  "  Trafalgar,"  *'  Nile," 
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(< lDainortBlit$»"  and  "Aurora."  Besolts  hare  amply Jiutified  the  deeuiaB 
taken  in  framing  &e  Estimates  for  1886-87  to  make  mmU  frovitim  tor  the 
ezpenditnre  on  labour  on  each  of  theae  Teeaele. 

Oanees  of  Delay  on  New  Ships. 

Some  diflBoolties  have  arieen,  as  was  antimpated,  from  the  circumstance  that 
BO  many  of  the  armoured  ships  laid  down  previous  to  1885  are  very  nearly  in  the 
same  stage  of  advancement  towards  completion,  requiring  hydraulic  machinery  and 
gun-mountings  nmultaneously.  Until  the  "  Oollmgwood's  "  barbette-mountingB 
had  been  actually  tested,  work  on  the  corresponding  mountings  for  other  vessua 
of  the  "Admiral**  class  could  not  be  taken  in  hand.  When  these  triaU  were 
completed  the  orders  given  for  other  ships  were  of  exceptional  magnitude  and 
urgency,  greatly  taxing  the  resources  of  the  manufacturers. 

The  great  exertions  which  the  contractors  have  made  to  improve  iiuax 
means  of  meeting  these  special  demands  render  it  improbable  that  tiiore  will 
be  in  future  a  recurrenee  of  delay  firom  ships  being  in  advance  of  their  gon- 
mountings. 

Delavs  in  d^very  of  guns  by  tiie  War  OfiBoe  have  also  aflleoted  the  eom- 
pletion  of  some  ships. 

Contract  Work,  1886-87. 

The  work  on  new  ships  building  by  contract  has  been  pushed  forward 
with  great  rapidity,  and  the  sums  earned  have -exceeded  those  ^vided  in  tbe 
Estimates  for  1886-87. 

Baring  the  financial  year  there  have  be«k  d^vwed : — 
6  torpedo  croisers  ("  Archer  "  class}. 
1  torpedo  cruiser  ("  Fearless  "\ 
4  composite  gun-boats  ("  Battler"  class). 

Four  out  of  the  five  belted  cruisers  have  been  launched,  and  the  fifth  is  to 
be  launched  on  the  10th  March.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  first  of  these  vessels 
will  be  deUrered  early  in  1887-88,  and  that  all  of  them  will  be  in  the  dookyaids 
next  summer,  and  it  is  hoped  that  they  will  all  be  completed  by  April,  1888. 

The  "  Renown  "  and  "  Sanspareil "  are  also  advancing  rajndly.  The  former 
IS  to  be  launched  in  April,  and  the  latter  in  May,  1887,  two  years  from  the  date 
of  Blaming  the  contract. 

The  "Benbow  "  has  been  delivered  by  the  contractors,  has  made  her  steam 
trials,  and  is  now  being  completed  at  Ohatbam. 

The  six  torpedo  cruisers  of  the  "  Archer"  class  recently  delivered  have  given 
some  trouble  in  fhor  preliminary  steam-trials,  and  their  completion  haa  con- 
sequently been  delayed.  It  ia  hoped,  however,  that  two  <»  tiiem  wiU  be 
praotioaUy  completed  this  financial  year,  and  the  others  adranced.  It  may  be 
anticopated  that  their  speed  on  the  measured  mile  will  be  17  knots. 

The  "  Fearless,"  sister  ship  to  the  "Scout,"  was  delayed  by  a  fire  at  the 
contractor's  premises,  otherwise  she  would  have  been  completed  tiiis  flnan^ 
year. 

Torpedo  Flotilla. 

Fassinff  to  the  smaller  vessels  of  the  torpedo  flotilla,  the  "  Battlesnake " 
has  been  duivered  and  tried,  attaining  a  speed  of  19}-  knots,  the  estinwted  speed 
beinff  19  knots.  It  is  probable  that  by  dbangea  in  pzopellas  a  bettor  perfimnaaoe 
will  DO  obtained. 

This  vessel  is  the  first  of  the  "  torpedo  gun-boat "  class.  She  waspraotioalfy 
oompleted  at  tbe  works  of  the  contractors,  and  will  speedily  be  ready  fw  her  aea 
trials,  which  will  furnish  very  important  information. 

Now  that  her  machinery  trials  are  over,  the  oth»  three  vessds  of  the  class 
building  in  the  doo^ards  will  be  pndied  (m. 

Experimental  Trials  of  New  Ships,  1886-87. 
During  1886-87  tiie  sea  trials  of  two  importuit  armoured  ships,  the 
"  CkdosBus"  and  "ZmpSiieuse,"  have  been  made.   In  the  "Oobssaa  "  vaiy  few 
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alteratioDs  hare  been  suggested  as  the  result  of  experience  at  sea.  In  the 
"  Jjnpgriense,"  and  folIowiDg  her,  in  the  "Warapite,"  it  has  been  decided  to 
abolish  the  sails,  and  to  depend  entirely  upon  steam-power  applied  to  twin 
screws. 

Witii  the  important  exception  ot  bdns  more  dently  immwaed  than  was 
anticipated,  the  '*  ImpMense  "  in  her  trials  rally  realized  ue  expectations  of  her 
design.  Notwithstanding  her  deep  draught,  she  ie  now,  taking;  the  eseentials  of 
speed,  armament,  and  armour  into  consideration,  if  not  actually  the  most  powerful, 
one  of  the  most  powerful  iron-clad  cruisers  afloat  of  her  tonnage. 

Sails  have  also  been  removed  from  the  "  Neptune  "  during  her  present  refit, 
in  order  to  increaee  her  e£Sciency  as  a  fighting  machine. 

The  protected  cruiser  "  Mersey "  has  been  completed  and  sent  on  experi- 
mental service  to  test  systems  of  submarine  torpedo  discharge.  Her  steam  trials, 
and  those  of  her  sister  vessels,  "Severn"  and  ** Thames,"  have  shown  tiie  class 
to  poBsess  a  smooth- water  maximum  speed  of  18  knots. 

The  first  of  the  torpedo  cruiser  class,  the  *'  Scout,"  has  also  been  competed 
and  commissioned  in  1886-87,  as  well  as  tJie  torpedo  gun-vessels  "  Curlew  "  and 
**  Landrail."  Both  of  these  represent  new  classes  in  the  Navy. 

TUIALS  OF  TOBFEDO-BOATS. 

Some  interesting  trials  have  been  made  during  1886-87  with  the  various 
types  of  first-class  torpedo-boats  125  feet  in  lengm.  These  trials  led  to  a 
modificaticm  in  Uie  form  of  the  bow  and  in  the  torpedo  armament  of  twenty-five 
of  the  boats.  G^at  exe^ons  hare  been  made  to  accelerate  the  completion  of 
the  boats,  the  work  on  Oie  torpedo  fittings  being  of  a  novel  and  d^cate  nature, 
and  only  twmty  will,  it  is  anticipated,  be  incomplete  in  small  fittings  at  the  end 
of  ICarch,  the  torpedo  armaments  of  uiese  being  finished. 

The  160-feet  boat  purchased  of  Bfr.  White  is  practically  completed,  and  the 
1 80-feet  boat,  by  Messrs.  Yarrow,  will  be  deliverea  in  1886-67.  These  examples 
of  larger-dimensioned  boats  will  furnish  useful  information  when  tried  at  sea,  as 
to  how  fya  they  will  comply  with  die  conditions  of  a  sea-going  torpedo-boat 
araiUble  flw  nse  in  all  weathers. 

Deoisiok  of  ths  Board  upon  Sea-qoino  Tobpedo-Ybbsels  ass  Ssoom- 
Class  Tobpedo-Boatb.  . 

The  Board  have  carefully  considered  the  types  and  dimensions  of  the 
torpedo-boats,  which  experience  and  experiment  have  shown  to  be  best  adapted 
for  sea-B«rvice  or  harbour-defence.  The  practical  tests  during  recent  evolutions 
imposed  upon  first-class  torpedo-boats,  that  is,  boats  intended  for  open-sea 
•ervioe,  and  upwards  of  100  in  length,  have  shown  that  they  could  not,  in 
aotnal  warfare,  stand  the  strain  of  the  daily  wear  and  tear  to  which  they  might 
be  ezpraed.  The  duoomfort  and  hardships  which  their  crews  have  to  endure  in 
lODgh  veather,  the  loss  of  apeed  to  which,  after  steaming  a  certain  number  of 
hours  at  foil  pressure,  they  are  subject,  owin^  to  the  tendenqy  of  their 
neceaaarily-contraoted  boiler  tubes  to  oh(U»,  disqualify  boats  of  these  dimensions 
from  ti^ng  the  prominent  part  in  warfare  in  the  opm  sea  which  their  adhorents 
olaimed  for  them.  The  Board  have  therefore  decided  in  future  to  build  for  sea- 
going purposes  ressels  of  laiger  dimensions,  cabbie  of  acting  both  on  the 
offoQsiTe  and  defenave  in  torpedo  warfare  in  the  open  sea.  These  vessels  to  be 
of  the  "  Battiesnake "  type,  capable  of  maintaining  for  many  hours  the  initial 
speed  of  the  ordinary  torpedo-boat,  armed  with  quick-firing  guns,  and  another 
gun  of  a  larger  calibre,  and  affording  adequate  accommodation  and  protection 
to  the  complement  they  carry  for  sea-going  purposes. 

The  Board  have  decided  upon  adopting  a  new  type  of  second-class  torpedo- 
boat,  capable  of  being  lifted  on  board  ships  of  a  certain  displacement,  and  which 
would  be  carried  by  uie  ship  for  service  in  the  place  of  the  larger  or  first- class 
totpedo-boats  whicu  now  are  supposed  to  accompany  a  squadron. 

l!hB  125-fl9et  toxpedo-boata  now  building  or  built  have,  in  most  instances,  been 
allotted  to  tiie  d^onee  of  the  great  military  pcnta  and  ooaUng  stations,  whore  th^y 
win  remain. 
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Two  improved  boats  of  the  seoond-oUua  have  been  wdered  from  Kesan. 
Tarrow,  and  are  to  be  completed  in  a  short  time. 

Important  experiments  have  also  been  undertaken  with  a  Tiew  to  detomine 
the  most  suitable  tozpedO'aTmament  for  boats. 

DXFEKCB  AOAINSr  TOBPSDOBS. 

During  1886-87,  great  attention  has  been  given  to  the  development  of 
defence  against  torpedo  attack.  A  Oommittee  has  been  investigating  net- 
defences;  several  of  our  battle  ships  are  already  fitted  with  this  ^tem  of 
torpedo  defence,  and  further  experimental  fittings  are  being  tried  on  the 
''Hercules"  and  " Collingwood." 

The  torpedo  experiments  on  the  "  Eesistance  '*  hare  also  afforded  valaable 
information  as  to  the  explcNnre  powor  ot  the  torpedo. 

Electeio  LiOHTiira. 

Bleotrio  lighting,  for  search-lights  and  internal  illumination,  has  also  been 

freatly  extended.  A  8ta£F  of  skilled  sapervisors  and  fitters  for  electrical  work  has 
een  organized  ul  eaoh  dockyard. 

Fboobess  nr  SHXPSirzLDina  nr  1887-88. 

The  oomin^  finandal  year  will  be  very  remarkable  for  the  great  number  of 
ships  which  will  be  completed  and  added  to  the  effective  list.  It  may  be 
anticipated  that  the  following  ships  will  be  fiiushed,  and  passed  into  the 
Ist  Beserve,  as  ready  for  commission : — 

Armoored  ahipB  ..  .,  ..  ,.  10 

3of  "Admiral" daw— *' Eodney,"  "Howe,"  "Benbow." 
"Wawpite-" 
"Hero.'' 

6  belted  oraiaeri  (oantnwt-baOt) 

Protected  ships  „  2 

"  Severn." 
"  Thames." 

Torpedo  cruisers ,.  7 
6  of  "  Archer  '*  olaai. 
"  Fearless." 

Torpedo  gun-boats  ("  Battlesnake  "  olais)  . .         . .         . .  3 

Composite  sloops *gaa.bo*ts("Biuanrd"  ft  "Battler "  liliwtw)  8 

25 

At  the  end  of  1887-88,  another  armonred  ship,  the  "  Oamperdown/*  will  be 
nearly  finished,  and  so  will  be  the  protected  cruiser  "Forth."  The  "Anson" 
will  be  approaching  completion. 

The  belted  cruisers  "Immortality"  and  "Aurora"  will  be  far  advanced; 
the  "Trafalgar"  and  "Nile"  will  be  the  great  causes  of  further  liability. 

The  ' '  Benown  "  and  "  Sanspareil "  are  to  be  delivered,  according  to  ooniMot, 
in  October,  1888,  and  if  no  unforeseen  hindrances  arise,  there  is  good  reason  to 
believe  this  date  will  be  kept 

Out  of  thirty-seven  ships,  building  or  incomplete,  at  the  oommenoemwit  of 
1887-88,  it  is  hoped  twenty-siz  will  be  complete  by  the  end  of  the  year,  leaving 
oidy  nine  out  of  tiie  programme  of  1885,  and  two  other  ships  not  belonging  to 
tiiis  prognunme,  to  be  finished  in  subsequent  yean. 

New  Snipfl  to  be  Laid  Dowk  ik  1887-86. 

The  new  programme  of  works  proposed  for  1687-68  includes  the 
flawing: — 

20-lniot  ateel-bottomed  protected  musors,  at  Chatham  . .  2 

19}-laiot  ooroer-bottnned  ^oteoted  cruuMEs.  2 1^  oonkaet  and 

1  at  Fonsmooth  . ,  , ,  . ,  , .  . ,  3 
Compodte sloop  ("Buzaid")  ..  ..  .,  .,1 
Compodte  gan-boata  (improved  "  Battlers ")  . .         . .  6 

*<anuHhoppOT"  elasi      ..        ,.-  ..1 
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Oi  the  "Battlers"  it  need  merely  be  said  that  they  differ  from  the 
'*  Battler"  herself  only  in  having  a  poop,  being  about  1  foot  broader,  and  of 
about  40  tons  greater  displaoement.  The  steam  trials  of  "Battler"  and 
"Wasp"  have  been  very  eatisfactory,  speeds  of  18^  to  18}  knots  having  been 
attainm. 

The  ner  "Bnuuds"  are  "repeats"  of  the  "Buzzard"  now  building  at 
Sheemess — speeA  on  the  measured  mile,  15  knots. 

Both  the  "Battlers"  and  "Buzzards"  have  a  fair  amount  of  sail,  and 
eoppeved  bottoms.    Battlers  have  single  screws;  Buzzards  twin  screws. 

To  the  ships  included  in  the  above  programme  should  be  added  the 
'* Daphne,"  composite  sloop  of  the  "Buzzard"  class,  which,  although  not 
forming  part  of  the  programme  in  the  Estimates  of  1886-87,  has  been  already 
oommenced  at  Sheemess.  The  preparations  made  in  1886-87,  though  involving 
■mall  expense,  will  enable  the  work  to  be  pushed  on  rapidly  in  1887-88. 

FOLIOT  TO  BX  PUBSUED  IK  BxaABD  TO  SUALL  VESSELS. 

These  gun-boats  and  sloops  have  been  lud  down  to  make  provision  for  the 
Telief  of  small  vessels  on  different  stations  during  the  next  two  years.  A  careful 
inquiry  into  the  composition  of  our  squadrons  abroad  has  made  clear  that  too 
la^e  a  proportion  of  our  naval  strength  is  absorbed  by  small  vessels,  which, 
however  weU  adapted  for  police  purposes  in  time  of  peace,  or  for  operations  in 
■hoal  water  and  nvm  in  time  of  war,  would  be  of  comparatively  little  value  for 
the  protection  of  our  eommerce  on  the  high  seas  in  time  of  war.  I  believe  that, 
in  ooQvae  td  time,  amngementa  can  be  oontrived  with  tibie  For«gn  and  Oolonial 
Oflfioes  fay  whioh  a  limited  number  of  larger  and  more  powerful  vessels,  moving 
from  place  to  place  on  the  station^  can  be  made  to  efficiently  perform  the  wmk 
of  the  mrae  numerous  but  lesa  movable  flotilla  now  employed.  All  the  vesmLs 
now  laid  down  have  a  speed  equal  to,  if  not  in  excess  of,  any  of  their  dass 
dsewhere,  and  will  therefore  be  a  match  for  anything  of  like  displacement 
which  they  might  encounter,  and  the  new  20-knot  protected  cruisers  about  to 
be  oommenced  will  be  faster  than  any  ocean  war  cruisers  in  tiie  world  at  present 
completed,  and,  c(mieqaently,  of  the  highest  poasiblfl  value  for  the  pcoteonon  of 
our  oommeroe. 

DiscarpTiosr  of  20-kkot  Fbotwtkd  Obumhes. 

The  most  notable  vessels  proposed  to  be  laid  down  in  1887-68  a»  two 
SO-knot  protected  omisers. 

Their  dimensionB  are : — 

Lesgth  266<eet. 
Breadth  ,,  ..  .,  ..  il 

I>iqd«c«inait  . .  . .  2,800  tons. 

Sped  on  measured  mOe,  wHh  400  tons  of  oosl,  and  fnl^  equipped       20  knots. 
doeuiipMd     ..  ..l7tol8  „ 

Badioi  of  aotioD  at  lO-knot  i^eed       ..  ..     8,000  „ 

The  vessels  will  have  a  protective  steel-deck  extending  from  stem  to  stem, 
and  sheltering  the  boilers,  magazines,  steering-gear,  fto. 

Yertical  (inverted-cylinder)  triple-expansion  engines  are  to  be  fitted  in  the 
Bteel-bottomed  ships,  special  arrangements  of  armowed-coamings  being  built  for 
the  protection  of  that  portion  of  the  cylinders. 

Above  the  protective  steel-deck  the  space  will  be  minutely  sab-divided, 
coal-bunkers,  coffer-dams,  &c.,  being  buUt  as  is  usual  in  vessels  of  the  "pro- 
tected "  class. 

A  donUe-bottom  on  the  oellalar  principle,  adapted  for  water^ballast^  will  be 
fittod. 

The  armament  will  include — 

6   6-in.  B.L.B.  ^uns  on  centre-pivot  mountings. 

8   6-pr.  rapid-finng  guns. 

Uachine-guns. 

6   Torpedo-tubes  (all  undra  cover). 
The  bow  wUl  be  strengthoied  for  ramming  in  the  usual  manner. 
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In  all  reBpeots  the  vessels  will  be  made  suitable  for  iadependent  sea- 
Berrice,  and  for  being  driren  at  bigh  speed  in  rough  water. 

They  will  bare  only  fore  and  aft  stead^g  sails,  being  dependent  upon 
Uieu  steam-power  and  twin- screws  for  propulsion. 

Thbee  Copper-sheathed  19j-SN0T  Cbuibers. 

It  has  been  decided  to  vary  the  design  in  three  of  theTessela  in  the  following 
partiettlars  i— 

1 .  To  wood'Sheathe  and  copper  the  bottoms,  so  as  to  make  the  vessela  oapabla 
of  remaining  afloat  for  long  penods  without  serious  fouling  and  consequent  Ion 
of  speed. 

2.  To  adopt  horisontal  engines,  placed  entirdy  bdow  the  potective  deck. 
These  changes  involve  an  increase  in  displacement  and  a  slight  decrease  in 

maximum  speed  which  are  accepted  in  view  of  the  spedal  services  for  which  the 
vessels  are  intended. 

In  armament,  protection,  and  all  other  qualities,  the  conditions  are  the  same 
in  these  as  in  the  steel- bottomed  ships. 

The  trials  of  these  vessels  will  be  made  under  the  new  regulations,  with  all 
weights  aboard. 

Conditions  under  wnioH  Speed  Trials  of  Vessels  are  Conducted. 

The  speed  and  other  trials  of  the  ships  recently  built,  together  with  the 
working  of  their  engines  and  hydraulic  mountings,  have  on  the  whole  been 
satisfactory.  In  most  instances  the  antiuipations  of  the  Constructors  have  be«i 
realized,  although  difficulties  have  occurred  in  some  of  the  earlier  tnala  in 
obtaining  from  certain  of  the  engines  the  speed  of  the  contract.  In  one  important 
particular  there  is  a  discrepancy  between  the  estimate  of  the  original  deugn  and 
its  result,  which,  in  the  ease  of  the  "  Imp6rieuse,"  and  her  sister-Teasel,  the 
"Warspite,"  attracted  some  attention,  and  which  is  likely  to  recur  in  the  case  of 
the  belted  cruisers,  seven  in  number,  the  "  Warepite,"  and  the  azmoared  vessels 
of  the  "  Admiral "  chus. 

The  following  statement,  though  referring  to  the  belted  cruisers  alone,  is 
typical  of  all  the  vessels  whose  draught  is  deeper  than  was  designed ;  and  it  will 
uso  record  the  Hegulations  as  to  design  and  trial  which  the  present  Board  have 
made.    (See  Appendix  I.) 

The  designs  for  the  belted  cruisers  wore  prepared  in  1 884,  and  the  sketch 
desi^  received  the  final  approval  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  during  that  year. 

It  was  intended  that,  with  all  their  legend  weights  on  board,  they  should 
have  a  mean  draught  of  21  feet,  and  that  18  inches  of  the  armour  belt,  which  is 
6  ft.  6  in.  in  width,  should  be  above  water. 

After  the  designs  were  approved,  tenders  for  the  construction  of  five  vessels 
were  invited.  Some  of  these  tenders .  provided  for  the  substitution  of  triple 
expansion  engines  of  8,500  horse-power  in  place  of  the  compound  engines  <^ 
7,500  horse-power  originally  contemplated,  and  the  advantages  of  the  offer  were 
BO  manifest  that  it  was  decided  to  adopt  this  type  of  engine  mr  all  five  ships. 

To  ccHcnpensato  tax  the  increased  wfflght  entailed  by  these  engines,  and  in 
view  of  the  eoonomy  in  fiiel  that  would  result  from  their  adoption,  it  was  decided 
to  reduce  the  legend  weight  of  coals  to  be  carried  by  60  tons ;  this  placed  the 
legend  weight  of  coals  at  440  tons,  in  place  of  the  500  tons  originally  approved. 

The  extra  weight  of  the  en^es,  of  increased  oomplemente,  and  of  armament, 
amounting  in  all  to  186  tons,  mcreased  the  draught  of  the  ships  by  7  inohe^ 
placing  the  top  of  the  belt  1 1  inches  out  of  the  water. 

It  appears  to  have  been  decided,  although  the  bunkers  of  these  ships  wrae 
constructed  to  hold  900  tons  of  coal,  that  500  tons  (afterwards  deoreased  to  440 
tons)  should  be  taken  as  the  amount  they  were  to  carry  under  radinary  conditions 
—in  other  words,  as  their  normal  supply  of  fuel. 

It  was  calculated  that  this  amount  of  coals  would  carry  the  ships  about 
4,500  knots  at  10  knots  an  hour,  and  with  this  the  Board  of  Admiralty  at  that 
timo  appear  to  have  been  satufied. 
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The  present  Board,  hovever,  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  far  preferable  that 
ships  should  cany  to  sea  vith  them  the  lar^t  amount  of  coal  they  are  abk  to 
cany. 

If  fhe  vhole  of  the  900  tons,  vith  the  additional  weights  alluded  to,  be 
placed  on  board,  instead  ci  440  tons,  the  top  of  the  belt  will  be,  m  the  ships 
first  going  to  sea,  6  inches  below  the  water. 

Thus,  although  the  position  of  the  belt  may  have  been  correctly  calculated 
for  the  weight  of  coals  it  was  at  the  time  decided  to  carry,  and  which  was  adopted 
as  their  deliberate  policy  by  the  then  Board  of  Admiralty,  the  same  is  undesirably 
low  if  coals  to  the  full  stowage  (which  is  the  policy  of  the  present  Board)  are  put 
onboard. 

Though  the  policy  which  placed  the  position  of  the  belt  so  low  does  not 
commend  itself  to  the  present  Board,  it  is  right  to  say  that  some  claim  for  it 
certain  compensating  advantages,  their  cootention  being — 

(1.)  That  there  would  be  above  the  armour  belt,  running  along  140  feet  of  its 
lengUi,  when  the  full  fuel  supply  is  on  board,  a  coal  protection  of  6^  feet  in 
height  and  of  11  to  17  feet  in  depth. 

(2.)  That  the  coal  proteotitm  would  not  be  disturbed  until,  by  the  consump- 
tion of  ooal  in  the  lower  bunkers,  the  ship  had  lightened,  and  the  armour  belt 
had  risen  above  water. 

(3.)  That  a  shot,  which  during  a  idl  might  have  stmek  below  the  belt, 
would,  in  its  present  lower  position,  be  deflected. 

"From  the  only  trial  under  steam  which  has  yet  taken  place  with  one  of  theso 
veesels,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  speed  for  which  they  were 
intended  will  be  attuned,  with  the  ships  fully  equipped  and  the  bunkers  »iU. 

LsosKD  Weights. 

The  principle  adopted  by  Bucoessive  Boards  of  Admiralty  since  1870  of 
selecting  as  their  legend  weight  of  coal,  in  new  ships  that  they  proposed  to 
build,  an  amount  considerably  leas  than  that  which  the  bunkers  were  constructed 
to  carry,  originated  when  compound  engines  began  to  be  used  in  Her  Majesty's 
ships. 

The  substitution  of  improved  en^es  for  the  older  types  effected  such  an 
economy  of  fuel  in  relation  to  the  engine-power  developed,  tnat  a  very  much  less 
quantity  would  carry  a  ship  so  fitted  the  same  distance  as  a  ship  of  identical  form 
and  size  with  the  simple  engines  previously  in  use. 

This  seems  to  have  influenced  the  Admiralty  to  accept,  when  designing  new 
ships,  as  the  legend  weight  of  fuel,  a  quantity  which  gave  as  great  a  radius  of 
■tftion  which  was  possessed  by  earUer  ships,  tihough  it  was  at  the  sune  time 
decided  to  provide  for  exceptional  conditions  by  the  constrootion  of  reserve 
bunkers. 

EXPLAITATION  07  DiFFEBSSCS  IN  DbAUOHT  AND  0?  KeW  BeOULATIONS. 

The  difference,  therefore,  between  the  draught  of  the  vessels  enumerated, 
vitii  their  coal-bunkers  full,  and  with  all  weights  on  board,  and  that  contemplated 
in  their  original  design,  arises  from  two  causes : — 

1.  Because  it  had  been  the  practice  that  only  a  portion  of  the  coal  the  vessel 
is  capable  of  carrying  should  be  on  board  at  the  time  of  her  speed-trials.  The 
present  Board  disapprove  of  this  practice  as  misleading.  The  vessel  in  question 
("ImpSrieuse")  was  officially  stated  to  be  capable  of  either  steaming  2,000 
knots  at  a  rate  of  17  knots  per  hour,  or  B,000  knots  at  a  lower  speed.  If  all  the 
ooal  were  on  board  necessary  to  give  the  ooal  endurance  for  the  longer  distuioe, 
the  Ugher  speed  could  not  be  attained ;  if  the  ooal  were  reduced  to  allow  of 
the  higher  roeed,  the  longer  distance  could  not  be  covered.  Directions  have 
been  given  by  wUoh,  in  future,  speed-trials  will  be  for  twenty-four  hours 
with  wl  w^hts  aboard,  in  addition  to  the  present  trials  of  six  hours  wi^ 
ndnoed  weig^ 

3.  The  other  reason  f»  increase  oi  w^^t  is  that,  at  the  lame  tiie  design 
was  passed,  sufficient  allowance  was  not  made  for  the  number  of  oomplsment, 
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weight  of  gUDB,  machinery,  and  engjaes.  If  faller  oonsiiltation  had  taken  p]aoo 
between  the  designer  and  the  offloen  responsible  for  these  weights  and  details 
before  the  ship  was  laid  down  a  more  accurate  estimate  could  have  bcMi  made, 
and  tbe  extra  weights  afterwards  found  necessary  would  hare  been  anticipated. 
Begulations  ensnnng  this  co-operation  haTO  now  been  made,  and  will  be  firand 
in  Appendix  I.  attached. 


SmncABT  OF  IzroRBABa  to  Flbkf,  1886-87  lo  1887-88. 

Tbe  nnmber  of  vessels  added  during  1886-67,  and  the  contemplated  inereaae 
during  1887-68,  are  given  in  the  following  Table 


1886-87. 

1887-88. 

TotftL 

Ooii  of  Ship  or  Vflssd. 

1 

T0D6.* 

I 

Tmis." 

J 

Tow.* 

Futislljr  protected  lUpi.. 

3 
1 
8 

16t 

25.600 
8,660 
U,260 
16,130 

10 
2 

is 

67,990 
7.100 

13 
3 
8 

20 

93.680 
10,660 
11.260 
31,110 

23 

66,620 

25 

90,070 

48 

146,690 

This  addition  to  our  Ileet  is  abnormally  great }  but  the  Fleet  previous  to  this 
increase  was  abnormally  weak.  Having  tiierefi>re  brought  up  our  saval 
strength,  so  far  as  iron-olads  and  oruisers  are  ooncerned,  to  what  is  genorallj 
admitted  to  be  requisite,  we  have  next  to  considw  the  annual  expwditnio  (for 
depreciation  or  wastage)  neoessaiy  for  tbe  maintoianee  d  the  Fleet  in  that  atate 
of  efficiency. 


TALUE  OF  FLEET  AND  ESTIMATE  OF  ANNUAL  EXFENDmTBE 
NEOESSABY  FOB  BEFLACEUENT. 


The  administration  of  the  Navy  cannot  be  satisfociozy  unless  the  approximate 
wastage  or  depreciation  is  so  ascertained,  as  to  affbrd  reliable  data  upon  whic^ 
to  predicate  the  extent  of  shipbuilding  requisite  in  each  year  to  maintain  the 
Fleet  at  its  present  authorized  strengui.  The  advantages  of  such  a  knowledge, 
and  of  basing  a  continuous  naval  policy  thereon,  are  manifest 

One  obstacle  to  securing  economical  results  from  the  dool^ards  has  been  the 
spasmodic  action  in  regard  to  the  extent  of  new  work.  The  Oontroller  of  the 
Navy,  as  a  great  employer  of  labour,  has,  in  consequence,  been  unable 
satiiiactorily  to  regulate  the  employment  of  men  and  the  distribution  of  work  to 
the  different  trades.  If  the  extent  of  tonnage  to  be  laid  down  at  each  yard  from 
year  to  year  were  known  with  any  degree  of  accuracy,  the  necessary  men  of  ^e 
eeveral  trades  connected  with  ehipbuilding  could  be  employed,  and  the  veaaela 
could  be  commenced,  in  such  rotation,  and  at  such  intervals,  as  would  permit  the 
men  of  a  certain  trade  to  move  from  ship  to  ship,  as  their  particular  description 
of  work  was  completed. 

The  Table  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Navy  Bstimates  which  jgireo  the  ooet  and 
date  of  eom^etion  of  each  vessel  affords  a  ba«a  upon  which  to  wiTiwilata  tiho 
•approximate  annual  percentage  of  depreciation  on  the  value  of  the  Heel  ariaisf 
fnun  decay  or  supersessiott,  the  latter  being  a  most  important  factor. 

*  Load  dfaplsoMnont. 
f  IwOndfls  *•  Hearty  "  (1,300  torn), « Jsd£il  '*  (7«6  tons),  sad  Baan  "  (250  toai). 
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It  most  be  kept  olearly  in  mind  that  this  Table  is  drawn  up  so  as  to  indicate 
the  year  of  couplbtion  of  each  ship,  and  her  coat  ia  placed  under  that  year,  and 
is  not  distributed  nnder  the  years  in  vhioh  the  expenditure,  as  it  progressed,  was 
provided.  This  arrangement  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  a  proper 
ooncloeion,  because  a  vessel  cannot,  as  a  rule,  be  regarded  as  subject  to  depre- 
ciation until  she  is  complete  for  service.  In  calculating  the  depreciation,  and  the 
period  for  which  it  ought  to  be  cbarged,  regard  must  also  be  had  to  the  value 
remaining  in  the  vessel  after  the  expiry  of  tbe  given  number  of  years  of  her 
probable  life.  Whenever,  a  vessel  is  sold,  her  realized  value  should,  therefore, 
be  credited  to  Navy  Votes  in  aid  of  new  construction,  in  order  to  cany  out  ^e 
principle  here  advocated.*  * 

Subject  to  the  forogoing  considerations,  the  following  is  a  reasonable  scale 
npon  which  to  fix  the  annual  depreciation  for  the  difffflrent  olasees  of  vessels  which 
form  the  Fleet,  and  to  provide  the  minimnm  sum  which  should  be  invested 
uinnally  in  the  production  of  new  tonnage,  viz. : — 

1.  On  armoured,  protected,  and  partially-protected  iron  or  steel  vessels,  tor 
twenly-two  years  f^om  date  of  completmn,  4  per  eent. 

S.  On  owvettM,  aloapa,  torpedo-oruisws,  gnn-veesels,  gun-boats,  troop-ships, 
and  other  vessels,  for  fifteen  years,  6  per  cent. 

8.  On  torpedo'boats,  steam  lannches,  &c.,  for  deven  years,  9  per  cent. 

4.  On  small''teB8els,  tUgs,  afld  yard  craft,  for  eighteen  years,  5  per  cent. 

5.  On  guard,  receiving,  training,  end  harbour  vessels,  for  twenty-two  years, 
4  per  cent. 

An  element  in  determining  the  amount  upon  which  depreciation  ought  to  be 
eahsulated  is  the  normal  standard  of  strength  at  which  the  Navy  ia  to  be  main- 
tained. The  leading  feature  adopted  in  the  following  Table  is  the  special  pro- 
gramme decided  upon  by  tjord  Northbrook  in  1884,  as  sanctioned  by  Parliament, 
and  his  ordinary  programme  for- the  year  188d->86.  These  were  framed  on  the 
proposition  that  the  Navy  was  then  much  below  the  requisite  strengdi,  having 
regard  to  the  protection  of  British  interests.  Therefore,  in  ascertaining  the 
capital  cost  of  the  Fleet  on  the  Slat  March,  1887,  all  the  vessels  completing, 
which  were  commenced  by  Lord. Northbrook,  are  regarded,  to  Jar  at  d^rtciation 
for  replaeemmt  ti  toncenud,  as  if  finished  on  that  day.  The  "Nile"  and 
"Traulgar"  are,  however,  excluded,  as  their  completion  ia  somewhat  remote, 
and  the  ezj^enditure  upon  them  may  be  viewed  as  a  part  of  the  ordinary  charges 
for  shipbuilding  required  in  subsequent  years.  These  propositions  appear 
the  more  reasonable  as  no  new  vessels  were  laid  down  in  1886-87,  thus 
assisting  more  dearly  to  draw  a  line  between  expenditure  to  make  up  prior 
deficiencies}  and  that  necessary  to  maintain  the  agreed  standard  of  effioienQy. 
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Following  the  foregoing  line  of  argument,  and  applying  it  to  the  ooet  of  the 
Fleet,  the  following  approximate  resnlte  are  obtainea: — 


1.  Aziiioiind,^ot«oted»  and  partiaUr  protected  iron  or  iteelahipf-- 
At  present  on  etren^  of  tne  Navy,  at  first  coat 
Add  cost  of  new  ships  not  yet  completed— 

Expenditure  to  March  31,  18S7  (probable  Mtual)  . . 
Bmo^inff  to  complflte  (eatimatea)  ., 

Total  ■*         ■■  ■• 

Deduct—  £ 
Cost  of  ships  completed  prior  to  I86/!<66  378,000 
'Estimated  Taloe  of  gon-moimtiiigi,  fto.,  in* 

dnded  in  abore  flgorei       . .         . ,  1,300,000 


Not  total  oaidtal  oort  of  armoured,  &o.,  ships  necessary  to 
maintain  the  Fleet  at  normal  strength      . .         . . 

Pn^HMed  umoal  depredatiMt  ttx  rmlaccanent,  say  at  4 
per  cent,  per  asnnm  (m  £26,227,000 

2.  Oorrettes,  sloops,  torpedo-cruisers,  gnn-Tessels,  gon-boata, 
troopHAipfl,  and  otho-  vessels — 


At  present  on  stren^  of  the  Navy,  at  first  cost 
Id  ooet  of  new  ships  not  yet  completed— 


Mi 


Ezpendibire  to  March  31, 1887 
Bemaining  to  oon^leie  (fl  ' 

TVital 


ibable  actual) 


Dednot—  £  . 

Coat(tf  ships  completed  prior  to  1872-73  1,672,000 
•Eatimated  Talna  of  gnn-moimtings,  fte.,  in- 

dnded  In  abore  flgtnea       ..         ..  200,000 


Met  total  cautal  cost  of  corvettes,  &&,  necessaiy  to 
maintain  the  Fleet  at  its  anthoriwd  ettwigth  .. 

ft^oaed  annoal  depreciation  f («•  replaoement,  ny  at  6  per 
eent.      amram  on  £0,644,000    , .         , . 

8.  Torpedo  boats,  steam  laonchee,  Ac— 

At  present  on  strength  m  Mavy,  at  estimated  flnt  cost  . . 


£ 

19,417,000 

6,240,000 
3,248,000 


27,906,000 


1,678,000 


26,227,000 


7,386,000 

587,000 
443,000 


8,416,000 


1,772,000 


6,644,000 


1,600,000 


*  Gon-monntings,  fte.,  are  excluded  from  the  above  calcnlationa,  as  provision  has  only  of 
late  years  been  takm  for  the  greater  part  of  them  in  the  Kavy  EstimateB,  and  is  voted  aeparstd7< 
If  tlu  coot  is  in  future  induded  in  the  coat  of  the  ship,  depreciation  should  be  oaloolatedthEmoa 
at  ttie  Mme  nte  aa  tm  the  aUp. 
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FnpoMd  BDUul  defmoiation  for  reploMment,  say  at  9  pra 

£ 

18j,000 

4.  Small  veMob,  dockyard  tugs,  taula,  fto.— 

At  piflaeiit  m  the  Semoe,  at  first  con  *. 
ZkiKit  oort  <rf  vMiali  ooiDpleted  prior  to  1869-70  .. 

448,000 
202,000 

total  e^tal  OMt  «I  null  Ttaida,  toga,  fto.,  necesnry 
to  be  maintained          . .         * .         , ,         , . 

248,000 

Pn^oaed  animal  de^eoiaKai  for  re^aument,  my  at  S  par 

12,000 

5.  RecciiTuig,  naintng,  guard,  and  narbonr  uups,  ftc. — 
At  present  in  ttie  Berrice,  at  first  ooit  .. 
/VAiet  ooit  of  Teaaela  built  prior  to  1866^6 

8,270,000 
2,963,000 

Net  total  capital  cost  of  vessels  built  ^nce  1866>66 

307,000 

Pn^oaed  anntial  dcfpreciation  for  replacement,  say  at  4  per 
MDt.  par  annum  on  £307,000  », 

■• 

12,000 

8.  First  cost  d  ahlM  ooniplBtad  anee  the  ownmenoement  ef  fits 
pariods  remied  w  for  the  sersnl  elaases,  whloh  are  at 
present  laid  up  as  obsolete,  or  for  sale,*  slsoof  ships  com- 
pleted irithin  those  periods  (excluding  tiie  older  of 
annoiir-cladi  of  wooden  constmctiOD),  which  have  beem 
■old,  lost,  or  otherwise  dispoasd  of 

4,869,000 

Prtipoeed  annul  dapreoiation  fra  replacement  as  if  theee  ships 
atm  ftemed  put  of  tiie  streogth  of  the  Navy,  say  at  an 
avange  of  4}  per  cent  per  annum  mi  £4,359,000 

196,000 

GaiKD  Total  (AimvAL  Dzfuoiatioit  tob  BxPLAoa- 
khit  bt  New  CmsTBuomnr)  .. 

•  • 

1,808,000 

That  this  estimate  of  £1,603,000  as  tiieminimam  amount  of  new  construction 
(exduaiTe  of  g^n-moonting  and  special  fittings)  required  to  meet  the  annual 
depreciation  or  wastage  of  the  Navy  is  fair  and  reasonable  is  confirmed  by  an 
examination  of  the  data  given  in  the  Appendix  before  referred  to. 

The  aggregate  expenditure  on  vessels  added  to  the  Navy  from  1865-66, 
and  upon  those  now  in  course  of  oonstruotion  in  completion  of  Ijord  Northbrook's 
programme,  on  which  £1^186,000  remains  to  be  expended,  is  £39,119,100,  or  an 
average  of  £1,778,000  per  annum  expended  on  new  construction.  This  is 
exdoMTe  of  the  coat  of  gon-mountings,  &o.,  and  of  all  expenditure  upon  the 
"mie"  and  "IVafalgar,"  which,  although  included  in  Lord  Northbrook's 
^gramme^  have,  for  reasons  already  explained,  been  omitted  from  the  preceding 
ealenlationa. 

In  many  of  tiie  yean  preeeding  the  adoption  of  Lord  Northbrodc'a  apecial 
programme  in  1884,  the  rate  of  oonstruotion  waa  mwAk  below  tiiia  average; 
oonseqnently,  provinon  to  meet  these  deficlta  has  mainfy  fiillen  upon  th« 
Eetimatea  of  the  three  succeeding  vears.t 

The  Estimates  for  1887-88  indude  the  sum  of  £997,000  to  be  expended  on 
aocGunt  of  the  roeoial  piogramme  undertaken,  as  already  stated,  to  place  the 
Fleet  in  a  nonual  condition  of  strength,  leaving  a  balance  to  be  met  in  future 
years  of  £217,000.  Theae  soma  will  do  Uuown  upon  the  taxpayer  in  excess  of 
the  anunmts  they  would  have  been  called  npon  to  Dear  had  prenoiu  Adminiatra- 

*  Of  tho  Tossels  built  during  the  period  of  this  Betum,  a  number  have  already  been  ii^, 
lost,  or  laid  aside  as  obsolete,  not  'bdng  worth  the  cost  of  alteration  to  suit  modem  requirements 
in  regard  to  speed*  armament,  &c.  In  order,  however,  that  the  Depraoiation  Fund  may  be 
adequate  to  mamtsin  the  ntomal  strength  of  tho  Navy,  Uie  amounts  expended  m  cooitrBotion 
of  such  vessel  must  also  cany  a  depcedatiai  for  the  period  set  out  in  these  Tables,  even  if, 
owing  to  exceptional  droumstenoea,  the  veas^  have  been  prematurely  removed  from  the  list. 

fSespegeA. 
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tiona  provided  year  by  year  all  that  was  needed.  The  contemplated  expenditure 
upon  new  vessels  (including  the  "  Nile"  and  "  Trafalgar,"  but  excluding  £396,000 
for  gun-mountiifgs,  &c.),' beyond  the  siMi  of  £997,000,  amounts  to  £1,665,000, 
or  £138,000  less  than  the  annual  requirement  to  meet  wastage,  as  already 
explained. 

ConsideratiouB  such^as  these  prompted  me  last  year  to  propose  in  Parliament 
that  a  certain  portion  of  this  exceptional  expenditure  should  be  converted  into  a 
terminable  annuity,  and  spread  over  a  period  of  years  to  afford  some  immediate 
relief  to  the  taxpayer'.'  The'  suggesiion  wias  not  favourably  received,  the 
arguments  directed  against  it  being  that  during  peace  the  income  of  eacli 
Individual  year  must  bear  its  own  burden  of  expenditure.  If  this  contention  be 
Bound,  that  no  year  is  to  be  relieved  of  any  portion  of  the  expenditure  properly 
debited  u^ainst  it,  then  Parliament,  by  enactment  or  otherwise,  should  insure  Uie 
reverse  of  that  proposition,  that  .no  year  is  to  escape  ita  fair  annual  share  of  the 
depreciation  fund  necessary  to  keep  our  Navy  efficient.  If  this  depreciation  and. 
wastage  fund  be  fixed  at  the  figure  which,  on  the  most  careful  analysis,  ii  found 
to  be  by  actuarial  caloulation  neoessaiy,  and  legally  forms  part  of  the  annual 
charge  upon  the.^izchequer,  it  wpuld  npji  be  possible,  hereafter,  for  the  national 
capital  invested  in  war  ships  to  be  deliberately  reduced  by  a  misappropriation  or 
abandonment  of  the  annual  expenditure  necessary  to  replenish  it.  A  continuoas 
and  economical  and  efficient  shipbuilding  policy  would  be  possible,  and  the  waste 
and  discredit,  occasioned  by  penodiciU  scares,  would  be  avoided. 


DOCKTABD  ADMINIBTKATION. 


The  alterations  commenced  in  1885  for  the  purpose  of  seooring  a  more 
efficient  management  and  control  over  the  employment  of  labour  and  the  appro- 
priation of  material  in  the  yards  have  worked  welt,  and  have  more  than  justified 
the  anticipations  formed  ot  their  ultimate  utility.  The  appointment  of  a 
Director  of  Dockyards  has  strengthened  from  an  executive,  and  that  of  an 
Inspector  of  Yard  Accounts  from  a  financial  point  of  view,  the  control  of  the 
Admiralty  over  dockyard  business  and  expenditure.  Simultaneously  with  the 
creation  of  these  offices,  a  system  of  improved  local  management  has  been 
inaugiirated,  whereby  the  Admiral  Supenntendents  have  been  furnished  with 
competent  professional  asristanoe  in  the  management  of  the  Doc^ards. 
Arrangements  have  been  made  by  which  the  professional  officers  are  enabled 
to  obtain  rapidly,  and,  if  necessary,  direct  from  the  contractors,  the  snppliee 
they  may  require,  and  they  will  be  made  responsible  for  proper  check  and 
account  of  the  outlay  incurred  under  their  superintendence.  An  improved  and 
more  accurate  form  of  estimating  repairs  has  been  instituted,  facilitating  a  detailed 
check  over  thia  class  of  expenditure.  Substantial  savings  have  been  made  in 
this  annual  outlapr.  Steps  have  been  taken  whereby  the  incidental  expenditure, 
at  one  time  forming  almost  a  third  of  the  outlay  of  the  yards,  will  be  regulated 
and  classified;  numerous  obsolete  but  expensive  Betums  have  been  aboushed, 
and  an  inquiry  into  the  number  of  the  clerical  staff  and  those  employed  in  writing- 
duties  has  been  instituted,  which  should  lead  to  a  considerable  reduction  of  the 
present  establishment.  In  the  meantime,  I  have  given  directions  that  no  vaoandea 
in  the  Admiralty  and  dockyard  clerical  staffs  should  be  filled,  as  there  is  reason 
to  believe  both  are  redundant. 

In  the  course  of  these  inquiries  it  has  been  made  dear  that  the  nnmber  of 
workmen  in  the  various  yards  are  in  excess  of  the  work  to  be  performed.  The 
Board  have  therefore  oommenoed  to  bring  down  the  establu^unenta  to  the 
neeeesary  level :  it  is,  however,  eatisfaotory  to  know  that  though  the  nnmber  of 
employes  has  diminished,  the  output  of  work  per  man  has  incTMsed,  and  tile 
demand  for,  and  oonsumption  io,  material  used  In  proportion  to  tiie  mm 
employed,  is  on  the  increase. 
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Oo8T  07  Bepairs  OP  Ships. 

A  eMuiderabla  proportion  of  dockyard  expenditure  is  absorbed  in  the 
periodical  repairs  of  vessels  in  eommissicni.  A  olose  soratiny  of  the  list  of 
defecta  sent  in  by  offloers  oomraanding  ehipe,  and  forwarded  for  sanction  to  the 
Admiralty,  sbowed  that  a  certain  amount  of  the  work  proposed  to  be  done  in  the 
dockyards  might  hare  been  performed  by  the  carpenters  and  artificers  forming 
part  of  the  complement  of  the  ship.  In  other  cases,  sufficient  care  had  not  been 
exercised  in  oritioiziag  the  list  of  defects  before  being  sent  to  the  Admiral 
Superintendeat.  The  attention  of  officers  has  been  directed  to  this  practice 
by  a  Oironlar  dealing  speeially  with  tlus  aafajeot,  and  whioh  will  be  found  in 
A^endiz  II. 

Yabd  Establishubkts. 

At  Hie  dose  of  the  financial  year  1887-88  the  liabilitieB  outstanding  on  new 
GOnSlrafltion  will  be  small  compared  to  those  of  recent  years.  Careful  prevision 
will,  therefbre,  be  necessary  as  regards  the  profframme  of  work  for  1888-89  and 
snbteqnMkt  years,  md  ftmngements  ^11  be  made  to  utilise,  as  far  as  is  possible, 
the  existing  dockyard  establishment,  Uiongh  the  oessation  trf  the  building  of 
armoaied  and  ^oteoted  vesseU  of  large  di^aeemei^  will  neeeseitate  stHUe 
ultimate  rednetioas.  Frovinon  in  the  present  Sstimates  is  made  for  fifty-three 
instead  of  fiffy- two  weekly  payments  to  all  employes  in  receipt'  of  weekly  wages, 
as  within  tite  366  days  tJie  financial  year  such  a  number  of  weekly  payments 
beoMMdue. 

I .  .    ,  ,  ■ — II. ■  .1..  It 

NEW  WORKS,  &o. 


Upon  the  ttverage  annual  sums  hitherto  expended  for  the  maintenance  and 
extension  of  tlie  buildings,  basins,  and  graving  docks  of  the  home  and  foreign 
dockyards,  a  considerable  reduction  has  been  effected  this  year,  the  object  of  the 
Board  being  to  secure  the  thorough  utilization  of  all  existing  buildings  before 
giving  their  sanction  to  an  enlargement  of  the  present  accommodation. 

6»ATmo  Docks  Abroad. 

The  policy  of  subsidizing  Companies  to  build  docks  abroad  capable  of  taking 
in  and  repairmg  men-of-war  of  large  dimensions  has  been  favoured  of  late  years 
by  snooesdve  wards  of  Admiralty,  and  considerable  sums  hare  in  this  manner 
been  spent  in  past  years.  The  dock  at  Esquimalt,  thus  asnsted,  will  this  year  be 
open  and  ready  for  use ;  at  Hone  Kong  the  final  instalmoit  for  a  similar  purpose 
will  t^  year  be  paid ;  and  at  Halifax  arrangements  have  been  made  by  whioh  it 
it  hoped  like  advantages  will  hereafter  accrue,  on  the  completion  of  the  dock. 

The  multiplication  of  graving  docks  in  colonial  territory  in  different  parts  of 
the  world  wiU  greatly  advantage  the  ships  of  the  Navy^  as  it  facilitates  the 
execution  of  repairs  and  cLeaning,  which,  if  undone,  might  inoapadtato  a  man-of- 
war  from  active  service. 

The  conditions  under  which  Government  assistance  towards  the  construction 
of  dookB  is  given  is  that,  when  constructed,  payment  shall  only  be  made  for 
seorices  of  work  rendered. 


NAVAL  OBDNANOK 


9%ere  is  a  large  increase  in  that  pMtioB  d  the  Briunates  taken  by  the  Army 
Itattiw  ff(9ply  of  llwr*l  OvtesMt  ls»  IMgf^  ^Ma  Is  nltribntable  to  a  neces- 
nary  pnfisiQD  of  mmnnitioa  for  ^iiMMMlHHfltt^*^*^  £813,129 
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as  asaiiut  £43,160*  in  fhe  approred  Estimate  of  1886-87.  This  ineraase  ii 
maiiuy  due  to  the  proriirion  of  ammunitioD  for  qnzok-firing  eniia  bMiiff  reduced 
in  last  year's  Estimates.  By  the  postpoDement  of  this  liability  finmilast  year 
the  Navy  has  been  compelled  to  make  iaconTenient  demands  this  year  apoa 
Army  Eetimates,  it  being  impossible  to  allow  a  large  number  of  guns  provided 
to  be  useless  for  want  of  ammunition ;  a  large  increase  in  the  ezpenditore  apon 
Naval  Ordnance,  and  a  consequent  advance  in  the  requirements  of  the  Navy 
have,  in  Uie  last  two  years,  taken  pUwe,  and  the  naval  armaments  of  this 
country  now  compare  very  favourably  witib.  those  of  foreign  oountries.  Until 
1880  the  muzzle-loaders  of  the  British  Navy  were  about  equal  in  actmracy  and 
penetration  to  breech>loading  guns  of  foreign  nations.  Since  then  the  develop* 
ment  of  slow-buming  powder  has  necessitated  the  production  of  a  breeeh-loader 
different  in  shape  from,  and  far  superior  in  the  high  velocity  it  imparts  to  the 
old  breech-loader.  The  only  breeoh-loaders  in  the  British  Servioe,  with  tiie 
exception  of  a  few  40  and  20-prs.,  are  of  the  most  modem  type ;  Uie  great  bulk 
of  the  breech-loaders  in  foreign  Service  are  of  the  <dd»r  type,  ajia  fairly  ocnaparable 
to  the  old  muzzle-loadar  of  similar  calibre. 

The  Table  attached  shows  the  yearly  increase  since  1886  in  modem  Iveedi- 
loaders  and  quick-firing  guns,  and  torpedoes  available  for  service : — 


Date. 

B.L.  OoiiB. 

6-pr,  Q.F.6. 

Torpedoat. 

April,  188S  .* 

711 

„  1887 

1.019 

316 

298 

1,6U 

1,     1888  .( 

.t 

1,281 

342 

448 

1.818 

The  questicm  ot  teanstnring  the  cost  of  providing  naval  armaments  from 
Army  to  Navy  Totes  has  ooonpied  the  serious  attention  of  both  Departmoits 
daring  the  past  year.  A  Oommiitee  of  the  offloers  of  both  Departments  carefully 
oonridered  the  bases  of  a  transfer.   Every  information  and  assistance  was  given 

to  the  Admiralty  by  the  War  Office  with  the  object  of  facilitating  such  a  change. 
So  extensive  a  transfer  involving  the  annual  expenditure  of  upwards  of  a  million 
and  a-half  of  money  ought  not,  in  our  opinion,  to  be  made  until  the  machinery 
for  the  administration  and  control  of  this  outlay  are  so  perfected  at  the  Admiralty 
as  to  enable  the  assumption  of  this  responeibili^  to  be  discharged  witiiout  effect 
and  without  increased  charge.  To  place  one  Qovemment  Department  towaida 
another  in  the  relation  of  purchaser  and  manufacturer  is  no  easy  matter.  The 
proportion  of  establishment  charges  to  be  added  to  the  cost  of  labour  and 
material  on  different  arttoles  of  manufacture  varied  from  10  to  40  per  cent, 
according  to  Uie  class  of  work  performed.  Any  mistake  in  fixing  prices  between 
Woolwich  and  the  Admiralty  would  affect  all  contraot  work  done  elsewhrae,  as 
Woolwich  prices  regulate  the  price  of  gun  manufacture  in  this  country.  Furtiier 
difficulties  also  arose  in  reference  to  the  ston^,  issue,  and  testing  of  the  stores 
proposed  to  be  foansferred.  For  these  reasons  we  pressed  upon  ttie  War  Office 
the  desirabilitv  of  postptmiog  the  proposed  change,  until  sufficient  time  had 
been  afiGnded  tat  the  fall  consideration  of  the  many  complex  details  invtAvod  in 
this  question. 

PERSONNEL  OF  THE  NATT. 


The  reports  of  tiie  efficiency  of  officers  and  men  are  satisfaoiory.  The 
number  of  Oourts-martial  has  duninished,  whilst  the  amounts  deposited  and 
number  of  depositors  in  saving-banks  have  increased.   The  health  and  piqrsique 

*  A  farther  som  of  ieiOO,000  tm  this  serrice  hta  been  taken  in  the  Sapplemeatarv  Amr 
Ertiaate^  1886-87.  ' 
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of  the  men  have  impiored.  By  the  Return  of  the  wastage  of  men  (blue-jabketa, 
19,000  in  numbfflr),  we  find  during  the  last  four  yeara  a  oontinuous  decrease  in 
the  annual  waste  :— 

1882-  83  ..  ..  ..  ..  3,446 

1883-  84  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  2,368 

1884-  85  ..  ..  ..  .,  .,  2,062 

1885-  86  ..  ..  ..  ..  1,942 

This  diminished  waste  has  upset  the  preTioualy-accepted  calculations,  by 
which  prOTieion,  through  the  entry  of  a  certain  number  of  boyp,  in  the  training- 
ships,  IS  made  to  keep  the  number  of  seamen  up  to  the  authorized  strength. 
There  is  a  certain  excess  over  that  number,  but  steps  hare  been  taken  to  reduce 
the  number  of  boys  entered  for  training. 

The  Navy  now  seems  to  be  a  very  popular  Service.  A  high  standard  and 
restrictions  on  number  of  entries  have  been  imposed  to  prevent  an  undue  influx 
of  boys,  but  the  competition  is,  notwithstanding,  considerable.  It  is  worthy  of 
note  that,  simultaneously  with  the  growing  popularify  of  the  Navy  with  parents 
as  a  career  for  their  sons,  there  is  a  dread  of  dismissal  from  the  Service  which 
previously  did  not  exist.  Mutilations  and  misconduct  not  unf^equently  in  the 
past  were  deliberately  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  dismissal,  whereas 
the  present  tendency  is  in  the  opposite  direction. 

During  the  last  ten  years,  owing  to  the  multiplication  of  engines  and 
machinery  in  ships,  a  large  increase  has  taken  place  in  the  artificer,  engine-room, 
and  stoker  complements.  Comparing  the  year  1876  with  1886,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  combatant  class  has  decreased,  so  that  the  proportion  oC  non-oombatants 
to  combatants  is  mnch  lai^r  Uian  before  : — 


1876. 

1886. 

Difference. 

Offioerf,  ezeoative 

2,300 

2.120 

i8o 

„  non-execotive 

1,956 

1.718 

Warxaiit  officen 

903 

952 

+ 

49 

Blae-jRckets 

10,586 

18,667 

919 

ArtifloerB* 

2,420 

2,569 

149 

£ngiae-room  staff    . . 

4,279 

6,983 

i 

2,704 

Othent  .. 

4,474 

5,269 

796 

Steps  have,  therefore,  been  taken  to  have  all  stokers  trained  to  the  use  of 
arms,  the  same  reward  being  held  out  to  them  to  become  trained  men  as  had 
been  given  to  seamen  and  marines;  arrangements  have  aI«o  been  made  to 
substitute  marines  for  the  civilian  butchers,  barbers,  and  lamp'trimmers  now 
afloat ;  this  will  entail  an  increase  of  marines  corre^nding  to  the  number  of 
men  they  replace. 

EniroATiQir  ov  EzzormTX  OmoxBs. 

The  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  Education  has  been  oonndered,  but  not 
accepted  in  its  entirety.  The  age  for  entry  in  the  Britannia"  has  been 
advanced  six  months,  and  in  a  year's  time  will  be  advanced  six  months  more. 

A  Council  of  Education  has  been  instituted  to  consider  certain  questions 
connected  with  this  subject,  and  to  recommend  necessary  alterations  from  time 
to  time.  Zt  is  intended  to  revise  the  seunanship  examination,  to  bring  it  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  present  day,  and  to  lay  more  stress  on 
the  acquirement  of  a  knowledge  of  steam  machinery,  and  of  French  and  other 
modem  languages.  The  education  and  training  of  a  young  officer  lasts  from  his 
entrance  into  tiie  "  Britannia"  to  his  passing  out  of  the  College  at  Greenwich, 
on  interval  on  the  average  of  about  seven  and  a-half  years.  During  a  lax]ge 
proportion  of  that  time  he  is  afloat,  discha^jng  reaponuble  diUies.  The  dewre 
of  the  Board  has  been  to  insure,  as  far  as  ia  possible,  continuity  of  ^— 

*  In  1876  Uae-jftoket  dsss  incihided  000  iDa8ten4t*anns  and  Bhlps'  oorpmli, : 
uiKmg  OUierB." 

f  Masten-Rt-anDB,  ships'  coipcmla,  stewards  and  cooks,  wxitera,  1 
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and  training  daring  the  vholo  of  this  period,  so  that  at  no  time  it  may  be 
neoeasaiy  for  an  officer  to  releani  that  whtoh  he  had  ao^oired  and  forgotten. 

An  improved  onrriculnm  of  study  and  praotioal  work  ha>  been  paaaed  tea 
the  Eng^eer  Students  at  Portsmouth  and  DOTonpoit. 

Natal  Bbssrtes. 

The  Begulations  both  for  offioera  and  men  of  the  Boyal  Naval  Baserre  have 
been  revised  and  consolidated.  Provision  has  been  made  for  bringing  the  Bojal 
Naval  Beserve  into  closer  association  with  the  Service  by  allowing  officers  and 
men  to  volunteer  for  service  in  the  Navy,  either  in  sea-going  dtipa  or  for  a 
course  of  instruction  in  the  Gunnery  and  Torpedo  Schools.  The  officers  who 
imdergo  a  year's  training  in  a  sea-going  ship  are  to  receive,  while  they  remain 
on  the  Active  list,  an  annual  retaining  fee  of  £20  to  £26  a-year.  BoQi  officen 
and  men  are  showing  readiness  to  avail  themselves  of  these  opportunities,  and 
in  order  to  faciUtate  their  doing  so,  it  has  been  arranged  that  the  Sub- 
lieutenants, Boy^  Naval  Beserve,  who  are  of  a  certain  age,  shall,  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  mesa  with  officers  of  similar  age,  be  granted  the  temporary  rank 
of  Acting  lieutenant. 

An  important  alteration  in  the  Begulations  has  been  introduced,  by  which 
men  can,  in  time  of  emergency,  be  allowed  to  volunteer  for'servioe^without  being 
called  out  by  Boyal  Frodamation. 

The  enrolment  of  stokers  for  the  Boyal  Naval  Beserve  has  not  lutherto 
proved  so  successful  as  was  anticipated,  but  this  was^owing,  probably,  to 
insufficient  advertisement  of  the  new  scheme. 

Some  alteration  in  the  Begulations,  combined  with  a  fuller  knowledge  of  the 
advantages  held  out,  will,  it  is  believed,  lead  to  a  great  increase  in  the  number 
of  firemen  coming  forward  to  enter  the  Beserve,  especially  under  the  stimulating 
influence  of  the  arrangements  recently  made  with  the  White^Star  and  Cunard 
Companies. 


DEVELOPMENT  OF  INTELLiaENOE  DEPABTUENT. 


Although  many  of  the  component  and  complementary  parts  of  the  Navy  are 
in  themselves  satisfactory,  it  h&s  long  been  felt  by  naval  men  of  experiau»  and 
foreug^t  that  in  the  event  of  war,  umess  an  improved  system  of  co-operation  and 
preparation  were  devised,  the  nation  would  not  obtain,  in  the  earlier  stages 
of  such  a  contest,  the  full  advantage  of  its  great  naval  resources*  This  opinion 
was  oonBrmed  the  experience  of  1885.  Oonfidenti^  reports  of  what  then 
occurred  proved  that  our  power  of  naval  mobilization  was  most  defective.  A 
rapid  concentration  of  strength,  and  an  immediate  and  effective  use  of  the  force 
thus  brought  together,  have  in  recent  years  decided  within  a  few  weeks  of  the 
outbreak  of  war  the  ultimate  issue  of  that  war. 

Im^rtaot  as  it  may  be  for  a  great  military  nation  to  be  thoroughly  prepared 
for  possible  contingencies,  the  necessity  for  thorough  preparation  is  even  more 
incumbent  upon  a  Power  that  is  supreme  at  sea. 

A  mobilization  of  land  forces  is  local  and  territorial  in  its  operation ;  the 
mobilization  of  naval  resources  must  be  concentrated  at  a  few  naval  arsenals 
capable  of  fitting  out  and  commissioning  the  ships  of  which  they  are  the  comple- 
ment. A  great  Naval  Power  has  no  fronti^ ;  the  Hmita  of  its  operations  are 
confined  by  the  ocean  alone,  and  the  plan  of  campaign  or  of  operations  which  it 
may  have  to  carry  out  would  differ  in  every  quarter  of  the  globe,  according  to 
the  strength  and  geographical  position  of  the  enemy  against  whidji  it  was  con- 
tending. On  land,  the  plan  of  campaign  or  strategy  to  be  adopted  is  regulated 
by  the  physical  conditions  of  the  country,  whi^  do  not  diange,  and  1^  the 

S;hting  strength  of  a  population,  which  does  not  shift    All  well-organized 
ilitaiy  Powers  have  derived  infinite  ad^mtagea  from  a  properly-oonstituted 
Intelligence  D^artment ;  but  the  need,  as  I  have  shown,  for  such  an  oi^antca- 
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tion,  is  greater  fbr  naval  than  military  purposes.  This  country  has  the  largest 
fleet  afloat,  yet  hitherto  it  had  no  central  organization  hy  whiwi  that  fleet  oould 
be  thwonghly  utilized  in  emeigency. 

The  Board  therefore  determined  to  enlai^e  and  extend  the  functions  of  the 
late  Foreign  Intelli^nce  Committee,  and  place  it  upon  a  basis  equal  to  the  work 
which  in  future  it  will  be  required  to  perform. 

During  the  short  period  it  has  been  in  esistenoe  it  has  done  good  work. 
The  Beserre  and  other  subsidiary  forces  have  been  territorially  mapped  out,  and 
each  district  has  been  assigned  to  one  of  the  three  great  naval  arsenals  in  the 
country.  Much  work,  necessarily  of  a  confidential  character,  has  also  been  done, 
and  although  the  continuance  of  such  a  Department  will  entail  a  crartain  increase 
of  expenditure,  there  is  no  outlay  connected  with  the  Naval  Totes  whidi  the 
nation  or  the  Nary  oould  less  afford  to  dispense  with  than  that  which  will  enable 
the  full  strength  of  our  naval  resources  to  be  put  forth  in  as  short  a  time  as 
possible,  and  will  give  prompt  and  efficient  oo-operation  to  all  the  component 
parts  of  a  Navy  stationed  in  the  necessBTj  performance  of  its  datj  in  all  quarters 
of  the  ^be. 

The  Intdl^enoe  Department  will  bounder  the  personal  superintendence  and 
control  of  the  lust  Naval  Lord,  but  all  questions  will  be  refnred  to  the  other 
Naval  Lords,  which  relate  to,  or  affect  the  D^artments  for  whidi  they  are 
respectively  responsible. 

The  NavalXjords  will  meet  periodioally  to  discuss  and  review  what  has  been 
done,  thus  making  themselves  acquainted  with  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
enlarged  duties,  whidi,  in  an  emergency,  they  and  the  Departmwts  they 
administer  would  have  at  <mce  to  undertake. 


UTILIZATION  OF  AT7XILIABY  BESOUBCES. 


The  inquiries,  which  an  Intelligence  Department  must  needs  make,  brought 
before  the  Board  in  forcible  contrast  the  great  disproportion  between  the  volume 
of  floating  commerce  of  the  Empire  to  be  protected  and  the  force  at  present 
available  to  protect  it,  compared  with  the  mercantile  and  war  marine  of  foreign 
nations.  To  bring  the  British  Navy  and  commerce  into  the  same  relative  propor- 
tion as  that  which  exists  elsewhere  in  Europe  is  neiUier  needed  nor  practicable. 
To  carry  out  a  plan  which,  at  the  approach  of  war,  would  immediately  convert 
our  fastest  and  most  ^werful  merchant  vessels  into  effective  war-cruisers,  and 
thus  turn  the  assailed  into  assailants,  seemed  a  natural  solution  of  the  difSoullnr ; 
but  tiiere  were  various  obstacles  to  its  realization.  The  cost  of  retainers,  tiie 
difficult  of  providing  crews  ai^  stokers,  the  delay  in  the  alterations  necessary, 
the  oontingenev  that  when  wanted  the  vessel  might  be  at  the  other  end  of  toe 
world — ^these  ^ffionlties  in  combination  deterred  previous  Boards  from  making 
the  Mcperiment. 

!^e  enormons  sums  spent  in  taking  up  vessels  in  1885,  many  of  which  never 
left  harbour,  and  the  long  delay  in  getting  the  guns  and  fittings  into  the 
"Or^;on,"  tiie  only  vessel  thoroughly  equipped  of  all  those  hired,  impressed 
upon  my  Colleagues  and  myself  the  duty  of  taking  some  action  in  the  matter. 
Exceptional  speed  and  strength  are  the  only  desiderata  of  a  mercantile  cruiser. 
It  occurred  to  us  that  the  Post  Office  expenditure  might  be  utilized,  and  that  if 
we  worked  in  combination,  postal  contracts  could  be  associated  with  conditions 
by  which  the  use  of  the  vessels  carrying  the  mails  might  under  certain  con- 
tingencies be  eocmomically  secured  to  the  State.  The  revision  of  the  North 
American  contract  was  a  most  favourable  opportunity  for  a  trial  of  the  idea. 
The  A^te  Star  Company,  one  of  the  tenderers,  had,  in  August  last,  expressed 
their  willingness  to  build  two  vessels  to  be  approved  by  ue  Admiralty,  of  a 
speed  and  strength  superior  to  any  merdiant-Bhip  afloat,  with  engines  and  iKnlers 
below  water,  witii  fittings  for  suns  bmlt  in  during  oonstrootion,  and,  whan 
manned,  with  half  crew*  of  Navu  Beverve  men, 
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In  return  for  their  use,  tiie  Company  requested  an  annual  subsidy  whidi 
would  reoonp  the  owners  a  porticni  of  the  lurger  outlay  the  exceptional  construction 
of  the  TesBels  required. 

The  Ounara  Gompany,  another  of  the  tenderers,  has  the  fastest  English 
ships  afloat.  A  large  portion  of  the  officers  and  men  in  the  employ  of  the 
Ounard  Company  are  Naval  Eeserve  men.  Their  ships  are  aerer  more  than 
eight  days  distant  firom  Liverpool,  and,  therefore,  always  obtainable  at  short 
n^oe. 

The  Admiralty,  after  full  consultation  with  the  Treasury  and  Poet  Office, 
commenced  negotiations  with  these  two  Companies. 

They  were  influenced  greatly  by  this  consideration,  that  merchant-Tassels, 
when  armed,  to  be  really  serrioeable,  should  have  exceptional  epeed  and  coal 
oapaoity,  enabling  them  to  overhaul  the  weak  and  to  escape  from  the  strong. 

Such  exceptional  speed  entails  a  primary  cost  in  engines  and  boilers,  and  a 
oonsamption  in  ooal  that  renders  the  remunerative  employment  of  the  vessd  very 
difficult.  Only  a  few  of  the  richest  and  best-conducted  passenger  Lines  can 
afibrd  to  build  such  vessels,  and  Uie  profits  derived  from  their  employment  io 
recent  years  has  been  smalL 

Unless  some  ioduoement  is  given  by  the  English  Government  to  continue 
the  building  of  such  vessels,  they  must  diminish  in  number,  whereas  abroad, 
subsidies,  tneir  construdion  is  mreotly  enoouraged.   It  is  neither  to  the  oiedit 
of  the  oountty,  nor  for  the  advantage  of  onr  Marine,  that  vessels  of  this  daas 
should  mostly  be  nnder  fineign  flaga. 

The  arrangement  made  with  the  two  Companies  differs  in  detail,  but  is  the 
same  in  principle. 

By  the  payment  of  an  annual  subsidy,  reduced  one-fourth  so  long  as  the 
mail  contract  lasts,  the  Government  obtain  from  the  Canard  Company  the  use  of 
the  "  Aurania,"  "Etrtiria,"  and  "  Umbria,"  in  time  of  emergency  at  a  price 
fixed  both  as  regards  hire  or  sale.  The  necessary  platforms  and  fittings  for 
carrying  guns  are  to  be  put  in  at  once ;  the  crews  of  the  ships  to  be  half  Naval 
Keserve  men ;  the  owner  to  take  cha^e  of  the  gun-mountings  required.  Under 
this  arrangement,  it  is  believed  that  within  a  week  all  three  vessels  could  be 
fitted,  armed,  stored,  and  manned  as  armed  cruisers.  The  use,  at  fixed  prices, 
of  the  remainder  of  the  Fleet,  if  required,  was  a  secondary  condition  of  the 
contract. 

With  the 'White  Star  the  arrangement  was  praotioally  the  same,  exemt  that 
no  payment  was  to  be  made  till  the  two  new  ships  to  be  built  were  ready  fat  aea. 

Bv  this  arrangement  the  Admiral^  have  obtained,  at  a  moderate  annual 
cost,  the  use  for  five  years  of  the  three  fastest  steamers  afloat,  and  two  even 
faster,  when  constructed. 

Negotiations  with  the  Australian  Golonies  have  for  some  time  past  been  i 
carried  on,  which,  though  not  concluded,  will,  we  hope,  result  in  those  countries  I 
contributing  towards  an  extension  of  the  Imperial  Navy,  and  maintaining, 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  Fleet,  an  Australian  Squadron,  in  addition  to  the  force 
which  has  hitherto  been  stationed  in  those  waters. 


CONCLUSION. 


The  past  year  has  been  one  of  unusual  activity.  Many  of  the  changes  and 
reforms  I  have  enumerated  have  been  prompted  and  carried  tluoi^^h  by  the 
personal  interest  taken  in  them  by  individual  members  of  the  Board.  The 
Heads  of  the  Departments  have  heartily  co-operated  with  ihe  Board  in  their 
endeavours  to  placis  naval  administration  on  a  more  business-like  and  efficient 
footing. 

What  has  been  done  makes  apparent  how  maoh  still  remains  to  be  effected 
before  the  oondition  and  organization  of  our  Navy  can  be  said  to  be  thoroughly 
satisfaotoiy.    Th?  completion  of  the  large  iron- dads  vnd  cruisers  mcntioQcd 
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before  renders  that  portion  of  our  Fleet  more  efficient,  but  by  contrast  makes 
stiU  more  apparent  the  obsolete  and  unservioeable  oondition  of  the  great  nuyoiity 
of  our  gun-boats  and  sloops. 

The  very  improvements  that  recent  changes  have  made  show  how  large  a 
field  for  reform  there  still  remains  in  parts  of  our  naval  system  which  have  not 
j«t  beoL  toadied. 

GEOBGE  HAMILTON. 

Rirwrjf  28,  1887. 


APPENDIX  1. 


Fbocedubb  to  bb  obsxetbd  with  bbqabd  to  the  Pbepakatioit  OV  BSSIOHS 
OP  Eeb  Uajbstt's  Ships. 

1.  OASES  having  recently  been  brought  to  the  notioe  of  my  Lords  in  which 
the  immersion  of  a  ship  when  complete  for  sea  will  be  seriously  and  prnudicially 
affected  by  reason  of  introduction  during  construction  of  additions  and  alterations 
to  the  hull,  machinery,  complement,  armament,  &o.,  the  procedure  hereafter 
defined  is  to  be  strictly  observed. 

2.  When  a  design  for  a  ship  is  required,  the  Controller  will  furnish  the 
Board  with  a  general  idea  of  the  class  of  vessel  required. 

3.  The  Controller  will,  after  conferring  with  the  First  Naval  Lord,  and 
obtaining  his  written  approval  as  to  the  speed,  armament,  complement,  and  sail 
power,  if  any,  instruct  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction  to  prepare  a  sketch 
design  for  consideration  embodying  such  features  as  may  have  been  decided  upon 
by  the  First  Naval  Lord  and  the  Controller. 

4.  The  Director  of  Naval  Construction,  after  conferring  with  and  obtaining 
the  opinion  in  writing  of  the  Director  of  Naval  Ordnance  and  the  Engineer-in- 
Chief  as  to  the  armament  and  machinery  respectively,  is  to  prepare  a  sketch 
which  shall  be  sobmitted  to  the  Controller,  who  will  bring  the  same  before  the 
Board. 

5.  If  the  sket^  de^gn  is  generally  approved  by  the  Board,  orders  will  be 
given  by  the  Controller  tnat  the  design  is  to  be  worked  out  in  detail,  or  modified 
with  a  view  to  its  ultimate  adoption.  (The  sketch  design  will  be  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  following  Board  Minute  of  the  2  let  September,  1886,  relating 
to  load  draught). 

6.  The  Director  of  Naval  Construction  will,  in  consultation  with  the  Director 
of  Naval  Ordnance,  and  the  Eogineer-in-Chief,  complete  the  design,  and  submit 
it,  with  a  full  and  careful  description  of  the  expected  qualities  and  capabilities 
of  the  ship,  for  the  concurrence  of  the  Controller,  by  whom  it  will  be  sent  to  the 
Secretary  for  circulation  to  the  several  members  of  the  Board,  before  being 
considered  at  a  Board  meeting. 

After  a  design  has  been  approved  by  the  Board,  and  has  received  the  Board 
stamp,  not  any  alteration  or  addition  either  in  hull,  machinery,  armament,  com- 
plement of  men,  boats,  or  stores,  or  other  details,  shall  be  permitted  without  the 
concnrrence  of  the  Board. 

7.  The  Controller  shall  be  responsible  that  not  any  deviation  from  the 
designs  approved  by  the  Board  sfaaU  take  place  whidi  would  in  any  way  affect 
the  immersion  of  the  dhip  when  completed  for  service.?— (Board  Minute,  Ifith 
February,  1887.) 


Bevised  Method  of  oaxoulatino  Load  D&auoht  of  Ships. 

The  load  draught  of  a  ship  is  to  be  regarded  as  the  draught  at  whidi  she 
will  float  when  laden  with  her  full  complement  of  sea  stores,  water,  provisions, 
ammunition,  coals,  &c. 

The  whole  quantity  of  coals  that  may  be  decided  to  be  necessary  for  all 
•ea-goiog  andfi^^tiog  requirements,  whether  carried  in  the  bunkers  or  in  the 
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form  of  coal  protection,  is  to  be  inoladed  in  the  full  complement  at  the  load 
draught,  and  the  particulars  of  a  design  as  desorihed  in  the  ordinary  legend 
form,  or  in  any  other  manner,  are  always  to  be  giveii  for  the  load  draught  as 
thus  defined. 

The  full  speed  of  a  ship  is  to  be  estimated  or  obtained  at  measured  mile, 
at  the  same  draught,  and  the  full  speed  at  sea  is  to  be  determined  by  the 
average  speed  that  can  be  maintained  over  a  oontiauous  ran  of  four  days  at  sea 
when  the  vessel  is  laden  at  her  load  draught  at  starting. 

The  legend  forms  that  are  used  for  stating  these'^partionlara  should  be 
corrected  so  as  to  distinctly  in^cate  that  they  apply  to  the  fully-laden  condition 
of  a  ship.— (Boatd  Minute,  2lBt  September,  1886.) 


APPENDIX  n. 


DanoTB  or  Sam  ts  (kaam  oir. 


ASmirOtf,  B.W.,  Mnmrg  6,  1887. 

Sir, 

mjHEBOtTS  infltancoB  having  been  recently  brought  to  the  notice  of  mj 
Lords  in  which  officers  in  command  ai  Her  H^eoty's  ships  have  sent  to  the 
Doohyards  lists  of  defects  to  be  made  good  which  contained  items  of  work  that 
could  and  should  have  been  undertaken  by  artificers  of  the  ehips ;  as  well  as 
proposals  for  alteratioas  of  a  nature  which,  while  not  adding  to  efficiency,  would 
fritter  away  money  which  might  be  more  profitably  applied,  my  Lords  direct  the 
attmtiou  of  Oommanding  Officers  to  Article  1220,  p.  392,  of  the  Queen's 
Begulations,  and  impress  upon  them  the  necessity  of  a  cessation  of  these 
practices,  tending  as  they  do  to  the  performance  of  unnecessary  work  in  the 
I>ookyards  which  ought  to  be  devoted  to  maintaining  and  strcikgthening  the 
fighting  ^^enoy  of  the  Fleet. 

2.  Having  thus  pointedly  called  attention  to  the  matter,  my  Lords  expect 
that  Oommanding  Officers  will  realize  the  paramount  importance  of  the  snipe 
under  their  command  being  kept  as  free  from  defects  and  ready  for  service  as  the 
means  <m  board  will  permit,  reguintioning  from  the  Dockyard  only  tot  sndi 
repairs  as  are  nndoobtedly  bey<md  their  own  resources. 

8.  Attention  u  also  called  to  the  fact  of  ships*  books  having  been  mpplied 
to  Oaptains  to  inform  them  of  the  ^evions  histwy  of  their  aUps,  thus  enauing 
them  to  watch  and  influence,  as  for  as  possible,  expenditure  on  repairs. 

4.  Any  failure  or  neglect  to  comply  with  tiiese  directions  will  not  be  viewed 
with  indifferenoe  by  their  Lordships,  and  will  influence  their  decision  as  to  the 
merits  of  officers  and  their  fitness  for  the  command  of  Her  Uajesly's  ships. 

I  am, 

Sir, 

Tour  obedient  Servant, 

EVAN  VAOaBEQOR. 

To  the  Gommandw-in-CSiief 

on  the  Station. 
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OJtDERB  OF  THE  DAY. 


8TJPPLT-C0MMITTBB. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

SHIPS  OF  WAB  PESIGNS). 

HOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  COmciTTEB. 

MR.GOUBIiET  (Sunderland),  in  rising 
to  move  the  following  Besolution  which 
atood  in  his  name  on  the  Faper : — 

"  That  a  SdMt  CommittM  be  amointed  to 
inquire  into  the  decignt  upon  vhich  ifaipa  of 
war  are  now  being  bmlt,  and  how  far  they  are 
in  harmony  with  the  traoaition  in  Naval  con- 
itraction  and  taotica,  and  also  the  neceeeity  for 
an  organized  Bratem  of  harbour  and  coast 
defeno^" 

said,  that  on  several  oooasions  requests 
had  been  made  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  upon  the  ship-building 
policy  of  the  Admiralty.  Lord  Brassey, 
when  in  that  House,  had  asked  first  for 
a  Boyal  Commission,  and  subsequently 
for  a  Oommittee.  Other  Members  had 
done  the  sune  thing,  but  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  had  always  refused. 
Three  grounds  had  been  putCraward  for 
their  refusal — ^in  the  fint  place,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  find  enough 
Members  who  would  be  able  to  deal 
with  a  subject  so  difficult;  secondly,  that 
such  a  Committee  would  delay  Admiralty 
work ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  that  it 
would  remove  the  responsibility  from  the 
proper  shoulders.  Now,  he  denied  that 
the  first  of  these  objections  applied  at  the 
present  time,  when  there  was  a  larger 
number  of  Naval  officers.  Artillery 
officers,  and  Engineer  officers  in  the 
House  than  ever  before ;  and  also 
Members  engaged  in  every  kind  of 
iron  manufacture  and  shipbuilding — 
men  who  had  built  ironclads  themselvu. 
As  to  the  second  objection,  would  such 
a  Oommittee,  he  asked,  have  delayed 
the  progress  of  vessels  like  the  In- 
Jtexibh,  which  took  eight  years  to  build, 
and  cost  some  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  more  than  the  estimate ; 
the  Poljfphmtu,  which  took  seven  years 
to  build ;  or  the  Coloa$tu,  which  all  last 
year  lay  in  the  waters  of  the  Solent,  a 
monument  of  Admiralty  folly  in  regard 
to  her  guns?  If  there  were  a  I&yal 
Oommiiition  or  a  Oommittee  of  ttiis 


House  to  inquire  into  the  policy  of  the 
Admiralty,  it  would  not,  he  was  con- 
fident, delay  progress  with  regard  to 
those  large  types  of  vessels  or  any 
other  type ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  pro- 
mote efficient^  and  progress.  In  answer 
to  the  third  objeotion,  about  removing 
responsibility  from  the  officers  connected 
with  the  Admiralty,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  at  the  present  moment,  though 
there  was  every  kind  of  official  at  the 
Admiralty,  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
fix  responsibility  when  anything  went 
wrong;  in  his  opinion,  all  responsibility 
should  attach  to  the  First  I^rd.  The 
objections  hitherto  raised  by  the  Admi- 
ralty against  his  proposal,  therefore, 
held  no  longer,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Qovemment  could 
easily  find  a  sufficient  number  of  hon. 
and  gallant  Members  quite  fit  to  deal 
with  all  the  technical  problems  involved 
in  designing  and  completing  ships  of 
war.  The  report  of  Ix*rd  Dufferin's 
Oommittee,  appointed  12  or  13  years 
ago,  after  the  cai>sizi]^  of  the  Captautf 
was  the  onl^  detailed  Beport  the  House 
possessed  with  regard  to  our  designs  of 
ships,  with  the  exception  of  the  Memoran- 
dum issued  the  other  day  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  Geor^  Hamilton).  That  Oom- 
mittee-~which,  by  the  way,  was  a  De- 
partmental Oommittee  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  line  of  policy  pursued  by 
the  Admiralty  itself — in  other  words, 
appointed  by  the  Admiralty  to  sit  in 
judgment  on  the  Admiralty — considered 
that  the  Detattaiim  was  the  strongest 
type  of  iron-clad  then  afioat;  and  is 
even  yet  —  subject  to  slight  additions 
to  her  bow  armour  —  considered  by 
experts  to  be  the  strongest  type  of 
iron-clad  yet  designed.  But  the  ques- 
tion he  would  now  like  to  ask  waa 
this — how  far  the  policy  recommended 
by  Lord  Bufi'erin's  Committee  with  re- 
gard to  iron-dad  armour  had  bsen  car- 
ried out  by  the  Admiralty?  Now,  it 
appeared  from  the  Beport  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  in  the  case  of  the  Wartpit* 
and  the  belted  cruisers,  instead  of  the 
armour  being,  as  recommended  by  Lord 
Dufferin's  Committee — and  endorsed  by 
Parliament  two  years  ago — 18  inches 
the  water,  it  was  actually  (although  de- 
signed to  be  18  inches  above  the  water) 
found,  on  completion  of  the  ships  with 
their  complement  of  coal  on  board,  six 
inches  below  the  water.  If  there  waa  no« 
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thinff  more  than  that  against  the  designers 
of  the  Admiralty,  he  contended  that  he 
had  made  out  a  case  for  a  Committee. 
What  must  be  the  consequence  if  these 
Tesaels  went  into  action?  The  consequence 
must  be  that  they  would  be  in  a  worse 
plight  than  if  they  had  been  built  with- 
out armour  at  all.  What  applied  to  the 
WtwtpiU  and  to  the  belted  cruisers  ap- 
plied also  to  the  Admiral  class.  These 
vessels  were  built  on  the  tntadel  prin> 
ciple,  a  large  part  of  the  vessel  fore  and 
being  entirely  without  armour.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  millions 
of  money  expended  on  those  ships  had 
been  spent  on  the  wrong  type  of  vessel 
altogeuier.  If  be  was  correct  in  his  in- 
formation, Herr  Kmpp  had  already  in- 
vented a  gun  which  could  throw  a  shell 
jive  miles,  and  designed  for  the  very 
purpose  of  destroying,  if  possible,  these 
unarmoured  iron-clads.  The  shell  which 
would  be  thrown  from  the  gun  carried  a 
very  heavy  charge  of  powder,  and,  being 
fitted  with  a  sensitive  fuee,  was  certain 
to  be  very  destructive.  He  thought 
that,  in  regard  to  the  differences  of 
opinion  regarding  the  Dtveulation  and 
the  Admiral  class  of  ships,  a  case  had 
been  made  out  for  inquiry  ;  and  he  did 
not  think  that  any  bon.  Member  would 
hold  the  opinion  that  vessels  of  this  class 
could  now  be  considered  fit  for  ocean 
fighting.  They  must  be  kept  within  the 
range  of  their  coal  supply.  Only  fancy 
a  squadron  of  these  vessels  having  to 
proceed  to  New  Tork ;  how  could  tiiey 
reach  that  nde  of  the  Atlantic  on  an 
emergency,  seeing  that  they  only  carry 
four  or  five  days'  fud  ?  Why,  they 
would  have  to  be  conveyed  with  huge 
colliers  or  become  targets  for  swift 
belted  cruisers,  provided  with  speed, 
coal  endurance,  and  long-range  I^pp 
shell  guns.  Another  type  of  ship  to 
which  Lord  Du£Ferin's  Committee  re* 
ferred  was  the  Vanguard  class,  which 
was  too  weak  in  the  lower  structure. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  the 
lower  structure  of  vessels  of  this  class 
should  be  strengthened.  What  hap- 
I>ened  subsequently  proved  the  correct- 
ness of  the  statement  of  the  Oonmiittee, 
because  the  Vanguard  wae  shortly  after- 
wards sunk.  Another  type  of  vessels 
regarding  which  Lord  Dufierin's  Com- 
mittee made  inquiry  was  the  IneonaUmt 
class,  built  for  the  purpose  of  cruising. 
But  these  vessds  were  built  for  ocean 
croiaing;  yet,  strange  to  say,  without  any 

Mr.  QoHrlejf 


coal  endurance,  and  the  Committee  recom- 
mended that  in  future  that  type  of  ship 
should  be  smaller,  and  constructed  with 
more  power,  with  large  heavy  guns,  and 
e£B.cient  oo^  endurance.  How  did  the 
Admiralty  rectify  the  defects  which  were 
pointed  out  in  regard  to  the  Inconstant 
class  ?  They  built  two  ships,  the  Jri» 
and  the  Mercury,  to  steam  18  Iniots;  bat 
what  was  the  result  when  they  were 
completed?  During  the  progress  of 
the  Egyptian  war,  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Company's  fleet  beat  the  /rii, 
which  was  engaged  as  a  despatch  vessel, 
by  between  12  and  24  hours,  and  this  at 
a  time  when  the  Irii  was  conveying 
Lord  Woleeley  on  an  emergency  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  the  command  of  the 
Army  of  the  I^le;  the  truth  being 
that  these  vessels  cannot  steam  more 
than  14  knots  in  place  of  18  as  ori- 
ginally intended.  The  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty intended  to  build  a  number  of 

Juick  vessels  to  steam  19  and  20  knots, 
udging  from  past  experience,  he  feared 
that  when  these  vessels  were  completed 
they  would  find  that  the  Admiralty  had 
made  mistakes  with  regard  to  these  new 
vessels  similar  to  those  which  they  had 
made  in  the  past  in  regard  to  other  types 
of  ships.  Seeing  that  the  Adminuty 
made  such  grievous  mistakes  between 
the  inception  of  their  designs  and  the 
completion  of  them,  how  could  they  ex- 
pect the  House  to  have  ccmGdence  in  the 
present  system ;  fae  had  no  confidence  in 
the  present  system ;  and,  therefore,  he 
askedfortheappointmentof  aCommittee, 
not  for  the  puipose  of  thwarting  the  work 
of  the  Admiralty,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  and  enabling  it  to  come  to 
right  and  proper  conclusions  with  regard 
to  the  designs  which  they  were  preparing 
for  the  demice  of  the  Empire.  He  also 
wished  to  know  who  was  responsible  for 
the  defects  which  were  said  to  exist  with 
regard  to  the  Agamemnon  and  the  Ajax  f 
Who  wae  responsible  for  the  present 
condition  of  our  Channel  Squadron  ?  He 
believed  that  on  the  last  occasion  on 
which  the  Channel  Squadron  was  ma- 
noeuvred at  sea,  it  was  not  possible  to 
manoQuvre  it  at  more  than  six  mileB  an 
hour.  In  the  face  of  an  efficient  enemy, 
the  squadron  would  hare  but  a  poor 
chance  of  escwing  vi^ut  injury  at 
such  a  miserable  speed  as  that  With- 
out in  any  way  depredating  our  Navy, 
be  believed  that,  owing  to  the  numerous  { 
defects  in  our  naval  administration  with 
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respect  to  ships  aod  designp,  in  the 
event  of  war,  our  ohaoce  of  success  would 
hare  to  rest  mainly,  if  not  entirely, 
on  the  bravery,  ingenuity,  and  pluok 
of  our  seamen.  Toe  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his 
practical  coadjutor  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford),  believed  in  grouping  and  in 
organization.  He  maintained  that  if 
they  grouped  the  ships  of  all  classes  and 
all  types,  and  exeroised  them  in  the 
game  of  war,  there  would  be  a  much 
Better  chance  of  discovering  the  defects 
than  by  sending  them  on  such,  cruises  as 
vas  at  present  the  practice.  The  Ad- 
miralty nad  a  splendid  opportunity  of 
doing  this  at  the  present  moment.  They 
had  the  Channel  Squadron  at  Gibraltar, 
and  the  Mediterranean  Squadron  in  the 
Mediterranean.  In  his  judgment,  it 
would  be  a  wise  policy  if  the  Admiralty 
enabled  both  squadrons  to  come  to- 
gether, in  order  to  test  both  men  and 
ships  by  exercising  them  in  the  game 
of  war~a  policy  about  to  be  illustrated 
by  the  French  in  a  sham  attack  upon 
Oibraltar.  The  hon.  (Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Motion  which 
atood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  QaestioD,  in  order  to  add  the  vorda 
**  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
iato  the  deeisna  upon  whidi  ahipa  of  war  are 
now  being  ouilt,  aod  how  far  they  are  in 
harmony  with  the  transition  in  Naral  con- 
struction and  tactics,  and  also  the  necessity  for 
an  organized  nstem  of  barboor  and  coast  de- 
fence,"— {Mr.  VMtrUjf,) 

— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley)  had 
made  a  most  interesting  speech  with  re- 
gard to  the  vessels  of  the  Fleet.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  did  not  intend  to 
follow  him  at  any  great  length ;  but  he 
would  shortly  state  to  the  House  why  he 
did  not  think  it  wise  at  the  present 
moment  to  follow  the  advice  of  ms  hon. 
Friend  and  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
vestigate the  matters  to  which  he  had 
referred.  If  the  hon.  Member  had 
moved  for  a  Boyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject  there  would  have 
been  a  great  deal  more  to  be  said  for 
it  at  the  proper  time.  A  Committee  of 


that  House  would  not  at  all  be  a  good 
tribunal  to  enter  into  a  subject  of  that 
kind.  It  would  be  altogether  wanting 
in  that  technical  knowledge  whioh  was 
so  important,  and  he  did  not  think  its 
conclusions  would  cany  weight  with  the 
country  on  a  subject  of  such  importanoo. 
But  the  question  was  whether  the  pre- 
sent was  a  good  time  for  appointing 
such  a  Boyal  Commission.  Nearly  aU 
the  large  vessels  now  building  in  the 
Boyal  Dockyards  had  reached  a  point  of 
their  construction  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  make  alterations  in  them, 
and  therefore  such  an  inquiry  oould  not 
have  an  effect  on  their  construction.  Aa 
to  tiie  vessels  now  proposed  to  be  lud 
down  in  the  prc^ramme  contained  in 
the  Menunanaum  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  there  was  no  iron- 
clads and  no  vessels  of  a  very  large 
type.  It  was  proposed  to  lay  down  five 
protected  cruisers  to  steam  at  a  rate  of 
2U  knots.  With  regard  to  those  cruiser 
vessels  there  would  be  no  dispute  gene- 
rally that  they  would  be  very  useful 
vessels,  and,  therefore,  they  might  leave 
it  to  the  constructors  of  the  Admiralty 
to  construct  them.  But  if  it  had  been 
intended  to  lay  down  any  large  vessels 
or  iron-clads  and  protected  vessels  he 
should  have  suggested  that  there  should 
be  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  appointed — 
not  a  Committee  of  that  House,  but  one 
similar  to  Lord  Dufferin's  Committee. 
Such  a  Committee  of  Designs — always 
on  the  suppontion  that  it  was  intended 
to  lay  down  any  new  iron-clads — would 
be  very  useful  and  would  be  very  advis- 
able before  laying  down  any  such 
vessels  of  a  large  type.  Last  year  he 
had  recommended  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  on  two  vessels,  the  Wile  and 
the  JVa/alffar,  which  had  not  then 
reached  a  point  at  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  make  an  alteration  in  their  de- 
sign ;  and  he  had  thought  it  was  desir- 
able that  a  Committee  having  technical 
knowledge  and  the  highest  skill  should 
examine  and  report  on  the  designs  of 
the  vessels  which  ought  to  be  built  of 
that  type.  He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  de- 
aired  to  point  out  that  they  were  to  cost 
no  less  than  £1,000,000  each— if  not 
more — and  he  said  that  he  had  every 
reason  to  disbelieve  that  their  designs 
were  disapproved  both  by  the  then  Con- 
struotor  and  the  late  Constructor  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  all  the  Constructor's 
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staff  bad  expressed  doubts,  if  not  dis- 
approTal,  of  tho  design  of  Uiose  two 
Teasels.  The  late  and  the  present  Ofaief 
Oonstmotor  had  joined  in  a  Keport  to 
the  Admiralty,  stating  that  those  vessels 
should  not  be  built  of  that  design,  and 
tbst  a  Committee  such  as  he  suggested 
should  be  appointed  to  consider  what 
the  designs  should  be.  Mr.  Hibbert — 
late  Secretary  of  the  -  Admiralty — told 
him  that  tbere  was  no  such  Beport  as 
be  had  adverted  to  existing  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  noble  Lord  who  fol- 
lowed would  not  admit  that  any  such 
Beport  existed.  But  sinoe  the  debate 
on  that  oocasion  there  had  been  a  good 
deal  of  oorreapondenoe  in  the  news- 
papers on  tiie  matter;  and  there  ap- 
peared in  <me  of  them  a  Beport  purport- 
ing to  be  signed  by  Sir  luithaniel 
Bamaby  and  Mr.  White  on  the  snbject, 
and  as  it  was  not  oontradioted  he  most 
suppose  it  was  the  Beport  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  How  that  Keport  got  into 
the  newspapers  he  knew  not.  Sir 
Nathaniel  Barnaby,  whom  be  had  lately 
seen,  assured  him  that  he  had  sent  no 
such  Beport  to  the  newspapers,  and  for 
himself  be  could  only  suppose  that  Be- 
ports  of  that  kind  got  into  the  news- 

Eapers  in  the  same  way  as  the  noble 
ord  stated  the  other  day  was  the  case 
of  another  Beport — namely,  through 
the  waste-paper  basket,  because  that 
seems  to  be  the  ehannel  through  which 
communications  were  made  nx>m  the 
Admiralty  to  tiw  newspapers.  Whether 
that  was  the  origin  of  this  Beport  reach- 
ing the  newspapers  he  knew  not.  But 
the  Beport  was  an  extremely  interesting 
one,  and  having  been  made  public  and 
not  being  denied  by  the  Admiralty,  he 
thought  he  was  justified  in  referring  to 
it.  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby  and  Mr. 
White  began  by  saying — 

"  Before  any  new  first-class  annoiir>cIada  are 
ordered  it  is  desirable  to  appoint  a  new  Com- 
mittee on  deeigns,  of  which  the  'cotutmction 
flbould  resemble  the  Committee  of  1871 ;  " 

and  they  ended  with  a  very  remarkable 
paragraph  to  the  effect  thti— 

"Should  their  IiordslupB decide  to  order  the 
two  Teasels  to  he  built  we  would  suggest  that 
the  plans  be  ngned  by  the  Chief  Constroctora 
who  bETB  prepued  them  and  marked  by  oidor 
of  the  Board.'' 

They  declined  altogether  the  responsi- 
bili^  lor  those  two  vessels.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  asked  whether  there  had 
ever  been  'such  a  thing  before  in  the 
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lustory  of  the  Adnural^  as  that  two 
such  vessds  of  such  oosuy  oonstmetion 
should  have  been  decided  a|Km  by  the 
Admiral^  against  the  advice  of  tii^ 

Naval  (jonstmctoT.  That  Oonstmotor 
altogether  repudiated  the  responsibility. 
It  would  seem  that  that  last  paragraph 
had  been  acted  upon,  because  in  this 
year's  Estimates  a  list  of  ships  building 
was  given,  and  it  was  stated  that  these 
vesseTs  were  not  designed  by  the  Chief 
Constructors,  whether  late  or  present 
but  by  Mr.  Barnes  and  Mr.  Mo^;aa; 
but  he  understood  that  both  tiieae  gen- 
tlemen repudiated  having  given  any  ap- 
proval of  the  designs,  and  that  they 
merelyob^dordersindesigningvess^. 
ShorUy  after  the  appearance  of  that  Be- 
port, there  also  appeared  a  letter  by  Sir 
Nathaniel  Bamaby  in  l%s  Tiwu$  stating 
at  great  length  his  reasona  for  objecting 
to  those  vessels,  and  in  the  ooorse  in 
that  letter  he  said — 

"  I  should  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I 
think  these  two  Tessels  to  be  badly  conceired  as 
designs,  and  therefore  wasteful  of  money.  I 
believe,  moreover,  that  if  there  had  been  an 
inqui^  by  a  good  Committee  these  ships  woold 
not  hare  been  undertakML" 

It  was  a  most  serious  matter  that  the 
money  of  the  country  should  be  spent 
on  two  vessels  of  such  costly  construc- 
tion against  the  advice  of  men  like  Sir 
Nathaniel  Bamaby  and  Mr.  White. 
The  question,  however,  which  he  wi^ed 
to  raise  now  was  not  whether  those  gen- 
tlemen were  right  or  wrong.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  there  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  subject  in  the  Admi- 
ralty. If  he  might  judge  from  the  dates 
of  the  various  letters  and  documents  to 
which  he  had  referred  as  having  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers,  it  would 
appear  that  those  two  vessels  were 
ordered  by  the  noble  Lord  the  preeeut 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  andhis  Board 
within  a  very  few  days  of  ooming  into 
Office  in  1886.  He  had  always  thought 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admindty 
was  remarkable  for  quickness  and  in- 
telligence on  questions  of  an  official 
kind ;  but,  quick  and  intelligent  as  he 
might  be,  be  could  not  within  a  very 
few  days  master  the  highly  teohnical 
sultjeot  of  ship-building  to  an  extent 
that  would  justify  him  in  ^ving  his 
own  approval  to  vessels  of  that  use  and 
type  against  the  advice  of  his  own  Naval 
OoDstroctor,  and  thereitore  he  must  pre- 
sume that  the  noUe  Lord  had  wrtea  <ni 
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the  advice  of  his  First  Naral  Lord,  who 
it  vas  known  was  the  officer  who  gave 
his  sanction  to  those  two  vessels.  For 
all  that  he  knew  the  First  Naval  Lord 
might  be  right  and  the  Chief  Constructor 
I  wrong.  But  he  said  that  where  a  great 
;  controversy  of  that  kind  had  arisen  in 
the  Department  between  the  naval 
authorities  on  the  one  hand  and  one  of 
the  highest  soientifio  authorities  on  the 
other,  it  ought  not  to  be  decided  off- 
hand and  at  short  notice  without  giving 
the  House  an  <^^rtanit^  of  expressing 
an  opinion  upon  it ;  but  it  ahoou  be  re- 
ferred to  a  CJommittee  comprising  the 
highMt  intellect  of  the  country,  which 
should  consider  and  determine  what  was 
to  be  done  in  the  case.  He  brought 
this  question  last  year  under  the  notice 
of  the  House;  but,  unfortunately,  he 
was  not  then  able  to  make  use  of  the 
Report  which  he  had  now  read  to  the 
House.  On  the  former  occasion  he 
could  only  give  a  very  vague  statement  in 
reference  to  it.  He  must  say  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  assumed  a  very  grave  re- 
sponsibility in  withdrawing  that  docu- 
ment ftY>m  the  Admiralty  and  not  treat- 
ing it  as  an  offioidl  documrat.  It  would 
appear  that  the  noble  Lord  had  treated 
it  not  as  an  official  document  but  as  a 
private  one,  and  bad  wiUidrawn  it  from 
the  cognizance  of  the  Admiralty  and 
his  Successors.  When  he  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  brought  this  subject  forward 
last  year,  the  discussion  took  place  on 
the  night  when  it  was  announced  that 
there  was  to  be  a  Dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  not  then  able  to  carry 
the  House  with  him ;  but  it  was  his  con- 
■riction  diat  if  he  had  been  able  to  read 
the  Beport  to  the  House  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  House  to  re- 
f  Qse  a  Committee  of  Liquiry  auch  as 
he  suggested.  In  the  meannme  great 
progress  had  been  made  with  these  two 
Tesseb.  He  was  informed  that  more 
than  one-fourth|  and  neariy  one-third, 
of  the  whole  cost  had  been  already  un- 
dertaken in  material  and  labour,  and 
that  it  would  be  impossible  now  to  alter 
the  designs  without  losing  all  the  expen- 
diture ^ready  incurred.  Consequently 
he  was  not  prepared  to  re-open  the 
question  to  the  extent  of  asking  for  a 
Oommittee  of  Inquiiy  into  these  vessels ; 
bat  he  did  hope  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
contemplated,  between  now  and  next 
year,  recommending  the  construction  of 
other  la^  Te88elB,lie  would  permit  the 


question  of  design  to  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  Design  similar  to  that 
which  was  presided  over  by  Lord  Duf- 
ferin.  He  desired  now  to  advert  to  the 
remarks  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  with  reference 
to  the  WoTipite  and  the  Imfiriewt.  The 
designer  of  those  vessels  said  it  was 
never  intended  that  they  should  have  a 
coal-carrying  power  of  more  than  600 
tons.  It  was  true  that  bunkers  were 
constructed  for  900  tons,  as  in  some  cir- 
cumstances it  was  desirable  that  ther 
should  carry  a  lai^er  quantity  of  coal. 
The  reason  for  this  was,  he  believed, 
stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr., 
now  Sir  George,  Trevelyan),  who  de- 
scribed those  vessels  in  moving  the 
Estimates  five  or  six  years  ago.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  stated  that  they  were 
only  to  have  a  coal-carrying  capacity  of 
500  tons ;  and  he  believed  the  real  rea- 
son for  that  was  that  French  iron-dads 
of  the  same  size  had  no  greater  coal- 
carrying  capacity. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  said, 
the  most  novel  and  interesting  feature 
in  the  statement  laid  before  them  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^  was  that 
which  had  reference  to  the  depreciation 
fund — -   

Ub.  SPBATTKR  said,  be  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  the  specific 
Amendment  before  the  House  related  to 
the  designs  of  ships.  The  hon.  Member 
was  not  at  liberty  to  go  beyond  that. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  said,  in  that 
case  he  would  defer  his  remarks. 

Sib  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiflf)  said, 
he  had  no  expectation,  nor  had  he  any 
desire,  to  see  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gonrley)  carried,  although  he  believed 
that  one  of  the  most  beneficial  thin^ 
which  could  happen  to  this  cotmtry  in 
respect  of  its  Navy  woald  be  the  ap- 
poinhnent  of  a  Select  Committee  of  l£e 
House ;  and  he  bdmved  tiiat  such  b 
Committee  would  do  more  good  on  be- 
half of  the  country  and  of  the  Navy  than 
half-a-dozen  Royal  Commissions.  And 
more  than  that,  he  believed  that  the 
condition  of  the  Navy  would  never  be 
thoroughly  understood,  and  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Navy  never  be  thoroughly 
protected,  until  a  Committee  of  the 
House  had  sat  and  inquired,  in  the 
closest  and  most  searching  manner,  into 
some  of  the  facts  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
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George  Hamilton)  had  so  frankly  ^aced 
before  the  House.  He  thought,  also,  he 
might  perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  that 
they  ought  not  to  alt<^ether  lose  sight 
of  the  public  aervioe  rendered  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
diugton  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  in 
taking  the  step  which  had  brought  about 
the  publication  of  the  Paper  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty had  placed  iu  their  hands.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington  had  done  good,  not  only  in 
causing  such  a  Faper  to  be  produced, 
hut  also  because,  apparently,  some  of 
the  spirit  animating  him  in  making  the 
suggestion  had  been  infused  into  the 
document  itself.  He  (Sir  Edward  Beed) 
remembered  that  on  the  last  occasion  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the 
Estimates  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  fancied  that  he  discerned  some- 
thing of  a  Party  character  in  his  obser- 
vations. He,  however,  claimed  never  to 
have  spoken  in  a  Party  sense  on  the 
Navy  of  the  country.  He  thought  the 
subject  was  vastly  too  important  to  be 
dealt  with  in  that  way.  And  the  House 
would  find  that  his  obaervations  on 
the  present  occasion  would  not  be  of  a 
Party  character,  as  he  intended  to  speak 
very  plainly  as  to  some  of  the  transac- 
tions of  the  Liberal  Government  in  re- 
gard to  the  Navy.  It  was  only  due  to 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  to  say 
that  in  the  short  time  it  had  been  in 
existence  the  Members  had  taken  gene- 
ral steps  which,  he  believed,  in  the  end 
would  have  the  residt  of  converting  the 
Navy  from  an  amateur  force,  p^ed 
with  by  politicians,  into  a  Public  Ser- 
vice, existing  and  operating  on  behalf  of 
the  country.  He  was  not  satisfied, 
sitting  on  that  Bench,  with  the  part  the 
Liberals  had  taken  as  a  Party  with  re- 
gard to  the  Navy  of  the  country ;  and  be 
could  hardly  imagine  what  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  in 
view  when  he  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present— which  he  (Sir  Edward  Reed) 
considered  to  be  of  the  most  serious 
character— made  the  kind  of  speech  the 
riehthoa.  Gentleman  had  just  delivered. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  as 
an  accasation  against  the  Government 
that  they  did  not  allow  a  Oommittee  to 
sit  upon  the  designs  of  the  ^iie  aad  the 
Trafalgar  because  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby 
and  Mr.  White  had  opposed  tiiose  de. 
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signs.  His  right  hon.  Friend  passed 
very  lightly  over  the  faotthat  gentiemen 
at  the  Adxniralty—ereiy  whit  as  oom- 
petent  as  those  tnro  gentiemen — ^had  de- 
signed those  two  vessels,  and  he  also 
passed  very  lightly  over  the  fact  that 
when  those  two  gentlemen  objected  to 
the  designs  they  gave  the  very  strongest 
possible  inducement  to  the  Admiralty  to 
go  on  with  the  vessels,  because  their 
own  designs  had  been  for  years  past  a 
series  of  disgraceful  failures,  to  the 
serious  injury  of  the  country.  What 
sort  of  a  state  of  things  had  they  pre- 
sented  to  them  in  that  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  ?  He  felt  rather  strongly  on 
the  question  of  the  belted  omisers,  which 
bad  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland.  It  was  due,  ha 
believed,  to  his  own  action  that  those 
cruisers  were  built — seven  of  them  had 
been  built— and  now  they  were  told 
that  they  had  been  so  derigned  and  so 
built  that  when  the  coal  supply  was  on 
board  and  they  were  equipped  for  sea 
they  would  either  have  no  armour  at  all 
above  the  water  line,  or,  when  they  had 
it,  in  an  infinitesimal  degree.  Indeed, 
the  noble  Lord  told  them  that  when 
they  had  a  proper  cargo  on  board  the 
armour  would  be  six  inches  below  the 
water.  It  was  very  meritorious  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord  to  have  said  that ; 
but  he  could  not  accept  the  explanation 
of  the  fact  which  was  g^veo.  He  wonld 
illustrate  what  had  happened  by  relating 
what  had  occurred  with  r^ud  to  two 
other  vessels— the  WaripiU  and  the  /«- 
piri0u>».  When  those  vessels  were  first 
projected  Lord  Northbrook  derired  Mr. 
Trevelyan- then  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty—to ask  him  (Sir  Edward  Beed) 
to  go  and  look  at  the  designs.  He  went 
and  looked  at  them,  and  found,  to  his 
amazement,  that  they  were  intended  to 
be  fast  armour-belted  cruisers  for  ser- 
vice in  the  most  distant  seas,  and  that, 
instead  of  having  a  coal  supply  adapted 
to  the  objects  for  which  they  were  to  be 
called  into  existence,  they  had  a  coal 
supply  of  about  hslf  that  which  any 
and  every  other  iron-dad  vessel  in 
the  Navy  possessed.  One  was  inclined 
to  distrust  his  eyes  and  hie  senses  when 
be  read  that  those  armonr-bdted  ves- 
sds  were  destined  for  distwit  seas 
and  were  of  8,000  horse-power,  yet 
only  were  supplied  with  500  tons  of 
ooai.  He  found,  however,  that  the  de* 
irignan  of  those  vessels  had  adcqpted  «a 
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Ingenious,  though,  at  the  same  time,  a 
diaingenuoos,  device  for  assigning  to 
eacli  of  these  vessels  an  additional  supply 
of  coals.  They  provided  some  more 
holds  in  which  a  further  supply  of  coals 
could  be  placed.  The  position  was  this— 
That  a  ship  with  a  capacity  for  carrying 
only  500  tons  of  coal  was  given  a  nominal 
supply  of  900  tons.  Mr.  Trevelyan — 
when  he  was  Secretary  to  the  Navy — 
came  down  to  that  House  and  stated  that 
the  coal  supply  of  each  of  these  vessels 
was  900  t(»u.  That  was  to  say,  he  gave 
the  merely  nominal  or  fictitioas  coal  sup- 
ply, and  he  stated  that  in  a  manner  so  as 
to  lead  to  the  belief  that  the  speed  of  the 
ship  and  other  peculiarities  her  build 
would  not  be  interfered  with  in  conse- 
quence of  this  nominal  coal  supply.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  quite  deceived 
by  the  statement,  and  afterwards  he  (Sir 
Edward  Reed)  remembered  an  hon. 
Member  speafcing  to  him  in  the  Dinner 
Boom  with  regard  to  the  matter.  He 
said — "Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  vessel 
working  up  to  8,000  horse-power  having 
only  900  tons  of  coal  on  board?"  But 
he  cSir  Edward  Beed)  replied— "But 
what  will  you  think  when  you  find  that 
the  900  tons  of  coal  are  a  fictitious 
estimate  of  what  each  Tessel  is  to 
carry,  and  that  she  will  not  carry 
more  than  500  tons  of  coal  at  her  de- 
signed draught  ?  "  Afterwards  h^  had 
something  to  say  to  Mr.  Trevelyan  on 
the  sabject,  and  what  passed  between 
them  was  not  ven^  pleasant.  He  in- 
formed Mr.  Trevwyan  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Navy  should  not  have 
allowed  the  building  of  two  such 
useless  ships  as  the  Impirieuu  and  the 
WarapiU.  Those  who  designed  them 
were  oompeteut  to  design  a  ^od  as  well 
as  a.  baa  ship,  and  hoth  the  vessels 
ought  to  have  been  made  efficient,  which 
tiiOT  were  not.  Those  two  ships  were 
bnutat  a  cost  of  £1,250,000  of  public 
numeyi  and  Mr.  Trevelyan  should  have 
known.  Lord  NortiibTOok  ought  to  have 
known,  and  tiie  Controller  of  the  Navy 
must  have  known,  that  Uiose  ships 
would  fail,  as  they  had  foiled.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton) 
who  now  presided  over  the  Admiralty 
had  explained  the  serious  failure  of 
both  vessels  in  the  frankest  and  most 
honourable  manner.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that  £1,250,000  of 
the  public  money  had  been  deliberately 
and  kaowingl^  wasted.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen)  said  that  they 
could  not  make  much  saving  on  the 
Navy — that  naval  economy  was  a  diffi- 
cult thing  to  bring  about.  He  said  there 
were  no  means  of  saving  money.  First, 
he  said  there  was  the  personnel  which 
had  to  be  kept  up ;  there  were  the  pay 
and  the  half-pay  and  the  pension  list, 
and,  sure  enough,  they  had  enough  uf 
those  who  depended  upon  the  Admi- 
ralty. It  was  a  list  long  enough  to 
almost  justify  the  remark  of  a  great  and 
eloc^uent  Member  of  that  House — the 
semor  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)— that  one  of  the  Services, 
at  least,  afforded  a  system  of  out-door 
relief  for  the  aristocracy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  went  on  to  say  that  they 
could  not  save  upon  the  material  of  the 
Navy,  because  one  Government  began 
the  building  of  ships  and  another  com- 
pleted them.  Men  who  spoke  like  that 
were  ignorant  of  the  economies  possible 
in  the  Navy,  and  ignorant  of  that 
economy  which  the  country  wanted  to 
see  adopted.  What  he  (Sir  Edward 
Beed)  should  have  liked  to  have  seen 
was  the  £1,250,000  which  was  wasted 
upon  the  Impintutt  and  the  War^tUt 
and  upon  other  ondsers,  saved  to  the 
nation,  and  five  useful  vessds  built  in- 
stead of  seven  that  were  of  no  use  to 
the  country.  For  these  seven  new 
belted  cruisers  were  simply  traps  in 
which  to  take  officers  and  men  to  de- 
struction, and  traps  in  which  to  de- 
stroy the  reputation  and  power  of  this 
country.  Indeed,  it  would  have  been 
vastly  better  for  the  Navy  if  those 
cruisers,  the  TmperieuM  and  the  Tur- 
tpite,  and  the  other  uselesabelted  cruisers, 
had  never  been  constructed,  when  they 
could  not  perform  efficient  service.  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty had,  no  doubt,  made  out  the  best 
case  that  he  could  for  the  Department 
over  which  he  presided,  and  even  went 
so  far  as  to  indulge  in  a^logetic  re- 
marks in  regard  to  the  Jmperieme  and  the 
Warspiie.  He  also  stated,  after  describ- 
ing frankly  enough  the  condition  of  the 
vessels,  that  while  some  authorities  dis- 
approved of  the  belted  cruisers,  yet 
others  claimed  a  certain  compensation 
for  them,  because  they  bad  a  coal  pro- 
tection of  6^  feet.  But  this  was  an  argu- 
ment which  would  not  stand  examina- 
tion. He  might  just  as  well  say  that  a 


{Mabob  17,  1887} 


Digitized  by 


AOS  9f  mr  (OOUHOKB] 


floating  water-tank  of  thin  iron  would 
keep  afloat  longer  if  filled  with.  coal. 
The  fact  was,  it  would  eink  all  the 
sooner.  But  this  was,  unfortunately,  the 
sort  of  logic  to  which  the  Naval  Service 
of  the  country  was  committed.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  warned  that  some  of 
these  veasela  would,  if  constructed,  prove 
failures;  but  they  bad  gone  on  with 
their  construction  after  reasonable  warn- 
ing. Both  vessela  had  proved  signal 
failures,  and  the  country  had  lost  the 
money  invested  in  them.  But  he  could 
not  understand  the  line  taken  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  when  he 
attacked  the  only  two  ships  being  built 
that  the  Navy,  and  some  people  not  in 
the  Navy,  were  said  to  approve  of,  and 
this  was  the  first  time  that  difference  of 
opinion  had  not  existed  on  such  a  subject 
for  several  years.  Well,  it  was  the  duty 
of  hon.  Members,  no  matter  on  what  side 
of  the  House  they  sat,  to  consider,  in  deal- 
ing with  the  construction  of  vessels  for  the 
Navy,  only  the  honour  and  well-being 
of  the  State.  Led  on  by  high  officials, 
the  Government  had  built  vessels  of  the 
Admiral  type  against  his  (Sir  Edward 
Beed'e)  protest,  and  the  protest  of  others, 
from  the  first,  and  they  were  in  the  same 
condition  as  to  the  crnisers  of  which 
he  had  been  speaking.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tiie  (^lairman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  been  making  a 
great  speech  in  another  part  of  the 
country,  in  which  he  denied  that  there 
had  been  any  decay  of  public  spirit  in 
this  country.  For  his  (Sir  Edward 
Heed's)  part,  he  thought  that  if  there 
had  not  been  an  alarming  decay  of 
public  spirit,  those  responsible  for 
these  failures,  including  the  then  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  would  be 
brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House  as, 
under  the  guidance  of  these  gentlemen, 
the  country  had  been  brougnt  into  an 
exposed  and  dangerous  condition,  and 
had  been  paying  for  a  Navy  which  it 
had  not  got.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  held  out  no  hope  that  the  de- 
fects of  the  ships  would  be  remedied. 
He  would  like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
did  he  intend  to  put  British  seamen 
into  such  ships  as  he  had  been  de- 
scribing? If  he  did  so,  it  was  certain 
that  they  must  meet  with  disaster.  The 
least  that  the  Admiralty  ought  to  do 
was  to  take  the  armour  o£f  these  resselBf 


so  that  they  might  become,  at  any  rate, 
as  efficient  as  unarmoured  ships.  Better 
still,  perhaps,  they  might  out  them  in 
two,  and  lengthen  them  50  feet  or  more. 
The  noble  Lord  bad  said  that  a  particular 
course  was  now  pursued  in  designing 
vessels ;  and  he  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  had 
always  said  that  one  of  the  great  secrets 
of  the  failure  of  ships  built  for  the  Navy 
was  that  a  great  deal  too  much  was 
placed  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  de- 
signer. That  was  the  impression  he 
formed  when  he  was  at  thfi  Admiralty 
himself.  The  Controller  should  receive 
from  the  Board  instructions  aa  to  the 
qualities  and  construction  of  the  Tesselfl 
he  was  to  design.  But  they  had  had 
Consbuctors  who  initiated  ^ngs  out  of 
their  own  heads,  and  with  the  bad  and 
unfortunate  results  which  they  had  all 
seen.  The  Constructor,  having  designed 
his  ship  in  his  own  fashion,  generally 
found  that  it  had  to  be  altered,  and  this 
increased  the  expense  and  cansed  ineffi- 
ciency; and  in  this  matter  he(Sir  Edward 
Beed)  thought  that  Parliament  should 
assert  its  authority  over  the  Admiralty. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  First  Xx>rd  of 
the  Admiralty,  whether  he  was  not  going 
to  do  something  to  remedy  the  disastrons 
and  dangerous  condition  of  the  belted 
cruisers  ?  There  was  one  question  which, 
when  he  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  always 
caused  him  to  get  anery  and  oxtnted  iu 
a  peculiar  degree.  He  generally  got  up 
and  explained  that  what  lie  (Sir  Edward 
Beed)  stated  was  true,  but  did  not  seem 
to  see  that  there  was  anything  bad  in 
it.  There  had  lately  been  a  great 
scandal,  and  they  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  Mr.  Young  Terry,  who  had 
sold  some  designs  and  tracings  to  some 
other  State.  Bui  the  Director  of  Naval 
Construction  was  connected  with  a  pri- 
vate diip-building  firm,  and  would  re- 
main so  for  a  year  or  so  to  come,  and 
that  firm  could  point  to  Foreign  Govern- 
ments and  say  that  the  Chief  Oon- 
strnotor  of  the  British  Navy  belonged 
to  their  firm,  and  that  he  was  in  poases- 
sion  of  the  Utest  information  as  to  the 
construotion  of  vessels  in  the  Britiah 
Navy.  The  noble  Lend  said  that  he 
appointed  Mr.  White  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, because  he  was  a  most  nae- 
ful  and  v^uable  man.  But  he  would 
tell  the  House  why  Mr.  White  waa  ap- 
pointed. When  the  ConservatiTe  Go- 
vernment came  into  Office,  in  1885,  Sir 
Nathaniel  Bamabyvas  told  plainly  that 
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many  of  his  recent  vessels  were  most 
objeotioDabIe,and  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby 
being  then  in  very  indiGfereut  health, 
and  very  much,  harassed— and  not  un- 
naturally— with  many  things  which  had 
ooourred,  retired,  from  ill-health,  upon 
his  penuon.  Then  the  noble  Lord  asked 
Sir  Nathaniel  Bamal^  who  was  the 
best  person  to  auoceed  him  ? 

Tbb  FIBST  LOBD  or  tbb  ADMI- 
BALTY  (L(n:d  George  Eahilton}  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  The  statement  is  ut- 
terly devoid  of  a  word  of  truth. 

SibEDWABDBEED  said,  bethought 
be  must  cballeoge  the  noble  Lord  on 
this  point.    Would  he  say  that  he  did ' 
not  confer  with  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby 
about  the  appointment  of  his  successor  ? 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON:  Not 
until  after  he  was  appointed. 

Sib  EDWABD  BE£D  said,  that 
almost  made  the  matter  worse.  At  any 
rate,  there  had  been  ereat  discussion  as 
to  tiie  ships  designed  by  Sir  Nathaniel 
Bamaby.  There  was  an  uprising  in  the 
Navy  agsinsfc  these  ships,  and  a  resolve 
that  they  would  have  no  more  ol  them. 
There  bad  been  only  one  man  in  the 
eonntty  to  apologize  for  these  ships  in 
Th»  TfMM,  and  that  was  Mr.  White;  so, 
while  the  Naval  Lords  were  declaring  in 
one  room  that  they  would  not  have  such 
■hips  as  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby  designed ; 
the  noble  Lord  in  another  room  was 
appointing  the  only  apologist  for  these 
ships  the  Director  of  Naval  Oooetruction. 
He  (Sir  Edward  Heed)  had  not  a  word 
to  say  against  the  professional  com- 
petence of  either  Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby 
or  Mr.  White,  but  both  of  them  were  off 
the  rails  in  this  matter.  They  persisted 
in  deugns  which  raised  distrust  in  the 
Naval  Sernoe,and  signally  failed  to  eom- 
mand  the  oondBdence  of  the  Navy ;  and 
BO  long  as  the  principal  oonstrueting 
officer  in  the  Navy  wastheprivate  adviser 
of  a  private  firm,  he  would  not  have  the 
oonfiaence  of  any  member  of  the  Naval 
Service,  either  in  the  House  or  elsewhere. 
He  had  said  just  now  that  a  great 
scandal  had  been  created  by  someone  at 
Chatham  Dockyard  having  sold  some 
drawings ;  but  he  believed  that  anyone 
oonld  have  bought  the  designs  of  Her 
Majesty's  latest  ships  for  a  few  pounds 
for  years  past.  Certainly  this  oould 
have  been  done  wttii  respect  to  all  the 
^pa  built  by  0(mtract,  because,  when 
the  Admiralty  wanted  ships,  they  invited 
tenders  ftom  private  firms,  who  sent 


their  draughtsmen  to  study  the  designs 
and  speci6catioQ8.    Any  impecunious 
draughtsman   might  obtain  a  know- 
ledge of  them,  and  in  this  way  the 
designs  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  had 
come  into  the  hands  of  men  who  had 
no  interest  in  the  Naval  Service,  but 
were  merely  draughtsmen  in  the  City  of 
London.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
had  on  one  or  two  occasions  claimed 
credit  for  having  put  a  stop,  in  a  la^e 
degree,  to  the  extravagant  expenditure 
in  many  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
upon  the  completion  of  ships.    But  he 
(Sir  Edward  Beed)  thought  he  was  right 
in  saying  that  there  did  not  exist  at  the 
present  moment  a  complete  specification 
of  all  the  work  to  be  done  upon  any  ship 
in  Her  Majesty's  Navy.     What  hap- 
pened was  this — that  ships  were  buflt 
very  often  by  contract,  and  then  sent  to 
a  Dockyard  to  be  finished,  or  sometimes 
even  built  in  one  Dockyard  and  then  sent 
to  another  to  be  completed.   They  were 
sometimes  sent  to  Yards  where  th^  lay 
for  days  and  weeks  without  anyone  in 
the  Dockyard  knowing  what  they  were 
to  be  done  with  or  what  worlc  was  to  be 
done  upon  them.  When  Uie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Bitchie)  was  at 
the  Admiralty  he  saw  that  this  state  of 
things  was  not  satisfactory,  and  there- 
upon he  came  down  to  the  House  and 
proposed  that  there  should  be  a  Director 
of  Dockyards  appointed  to  the  Navy, 
with  civil  assistants  under  him  at  the 
Dockyards  for  purely  Dockyard  pur- 
poses.  That  was  to  say,  they  were  to 
be  employed  in  seeing  that  the  work 
was  done  and  that  no  waste  was  incurred 
in  the  money  voted.   Well,  a  few  weeks 
ago  he  (Str  Edward  Beed)  went  to 
Devonport  Dockyard,  where  he  saw 
three  ships  of  the  Areker  class— the 
Arthur  herself  and  two  built  by  a  private 
firm  on  the  Clyde,    He  looked  at  the 
Arehtr,  and  inquired  what  ship  she  was, 
and  he  was  told  that  they  were  all  the 
same  class  of  ships.  But  when  he  looked 
at  the  Arehtr  she  seemed  to  be  altogether 
different  from  the  other  two,  and  then  he 
discovered  that  very  much  of  the  upper 

Eart  of  the  Areker,  built  on  the  Clyde, 
ad  been  pulled  down  and  tiien  bnflfcai 
again  at  the  Doc^^^^^.^^  «^B~ 
extent  had  this  ' 
I  not  know  that  t' 
I  be,  a  ship  likr 
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of  pounds  were  being  expended  in  tliis 
vay  upon  her.  And  then  he  discovered 
that  the  other  two  ships  were  to  undergo 
the  same  traasforraation.  That  was  to 
say  : — Here  we  are  in  1887  paying  one 
set  of  workmen  on  the  Clyde  to  build 
ships  up,  and  then  we  are  paying  a  set 
of  workmen  at  Deronport  to  pull  them 
down.  Then  he  asked  where  the  civil 
assistant  to  the  superintendent  was — 
the  superintendent's  elbow  adviser,  to 
whom  we  were  to  look  to  see  that  these 
things  were  not  done  and  to  save  waste  ? 
WeU,  he  was  told  that  this  gentleman 
had  not  been  at  the  Dockyard  for  weeks, 
and  that  he  was  not  likely  to  be  there 
for  weeks  to  come,  for  he  was  away  on 
the  Clyde,  seeing  the  ships  building 
there,  and  flnding  out  what  was  to  be 
done  to  them  when  they  came  to  the 
Dockyard.  The  Qovemment  certainly 
ought  not  to  ask  for  that  gentleman  s 
salary  in  the  present  year,  for  it  was  ob- 
tained previously  on  false  pretences,  for 
the  performance  of  necessary  duties 
which  he  had  left  undone  in  consequence 
of  his  services  being  otherwise  employed. 
There  was  gross  inefGciency  at  the  Ad- 
miralty Office.  Surely  before  the  Oo- 
Temmeat  asked  that  House  for  money 
tiiey  ought  to  know  what  shipa  thej  were 
going  to  produce.  Thwe  ought  to  be  a 
complete  description  of  what  was  to  be 
produced  given  to  the  oontraotiur  who 
was  to  buiM  the  ship  and  to  the  Dot^- 
yard  which  was  to  furnish  it.   When  the 

S roper  Vote  in  Committee  oame  on  for 
iscussion,  be  should  ask  for  some  as- 
sistance on  this  head.  He  should  want 
to  know  what  the  Admiralty  were  now 
doing  to  prevent  money  being  spent 
and  wasted  iu  the  constant  and  ex- 
pensive alteration  of  ships,  and  whe- 
ther they  wore  yet  able  to  describe  the 
ships  they  wanted  ?  The  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  undertook  on  entering  Office 
to  make  a  great  reform.  They  said — 
"We  will  separate  the  designing  from 
the  building  department;"  and  he  (Sir 
Edward  Beedj  approved  the  idea  as  one 
likely  to  make  Dockyard  building  more 
economical.  When  he  was  at  the  Ad- 
miralty he  could  design  a  ship,  and  then 
could  go  to  the  Dookyard  and  alter  it 
about  as  much  as  he  pleased.  Other 
Constructors  would  do  the  same,  and  in 
that  way  large  sums  of  money  were  spent 
which  might  be  saved  if  the  ship  were 
in  the  first  instance  deugned  as  she  was 
to  be  built,  and  that  design  were  adhered 


to.   The  Oonflerratives  promised  to  put 
an  end  to  that  state  of  things ;  but  they 
had  not  carried  the  work  out,  for  it 
was  quite  inconsistent  with  any  good 
plan  that  a  Dockyard  official  should 
be  going  about  to  do  work  on  the 
Clyde,  or  that  while  the  work  of  the 
Admiralty  Constructors  was  neglected 
they  themselves  should  be  attending 
launches  and  making  speeches  there, 
and  doing  other  things  of  the  same 
kind.    He  (Sir  Edward  Heed)  was  lo«Dg 
all  heart  in  this  matter.    He  never  felt 
so  disheartened  as  he  did  to  know  that, 
although  he  bad  a  seat  in  that  House 
and  had  some  knowledge  of  tkU  ques- 
tion, his  remonstrances  and  arguments 
were  all  in  vain,  and,  in  spite  of  tiie 
promises  that  were  mode  by  soooesnve 
Governments,  he  was  still  obliged  to 
witness  the  wholesale  waste  of  public 
money  that  was  going  on.     It  was  not 
satisfactory  to  know  that  the  firat  change 
was  due  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington.   Why  was  it  left 
to  that  noble  Lord  to  initiate  economy? 
The  noble  Lord  did  not,  as  he  under- 
stood his  speeches,  mean  to  attack  ne- 
cessary expenditure.   But  the  fact  was 
that  the  noble  Lord  knew  the  things 
which  were  going  on,  and  which  he  (Sir 
Edward  Beed)  had  then  indicated.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Eeed)  believed  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  made  tke  speech,  to 
which  he  had  referred  he  knew  that  this 
extravagance  was  going  on,  and  tibat 
the  time  had  oome  when  a  stop  must  and 
should  be  put  to  it.   He  hoped  that  in 
the  course  of  the  evening  they  would 
have  some  opinion  from  the  Qovemment 
on  this  point.    At  present  it  seemed  as 
if,  after  spending  £1,250,000  on  the  in- 
p4rieu»0  and  the  WarspiU,  and  a  larger 
sum  on  the  belted  cruisers,  we  were 
almost  as  badly  off  as  we  were  before. 

Thb  8E0KETAEY  to  thb  ADSO- 
RALTT  (Mr.  Foewood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  said,  he  thought  that  many  | 
of  the  reflections  of  the  hon.  Memb^ 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Beed)  upon  the 
mode  in  which  the  business  had  been 
done  at  the  Admiralty  were  juat.  These 
refieotions,  he  believed,  arose  from 
oiroumstances  similar  to  those  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bonder- 
land  (Mr.  Gh>nrley)  in  reference  to  de- 
fective designs.  No  one  would  gainsay 
the  importance  of  the  question  raised 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland,  nor 
would  anyone  deny  the  propriety  of 
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bringing  before  the  House  the  system 
under  which  our  ships  of  war  were  de- 
sigaed.  He  did  not  intend,  even  if  he 
were  prepared,  to  defend  the  design  of 
eadi  and  every  Teasel  that  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Admiralty.  Mistakes 
had^  no  doubt,  been  made,  and  would 
continue  to  be  made,  in  those  designs ; 
but  when  constructing  fighting  maohiaes 
that  had  to  be  worked  under  so  many 
and  Buoh  varying  conditions  of  service, 
he  thought  they  were  yet  a  long  way  off 
making  a  perfect  fighting  ship.  When 
he  used  the  term  "  mistakes,"  he  did 
not  impute  blame  to  anyone,  or  mean 
that  the  errors  were  errors  that  should 
have  been  apparent  to  the  designers. 
They  were  not  errors  by  the  light  of  the 
information  that  the  designers  had  at 
the  time  that  they  designed  the  ships. 
Experience  and  use  dai^  developed  al- 
teratiolu  and  changes  m  the  t^e  of 
vessel  required.  He  could  not  do  better 
than  quote  from  the'Beport  of  the  Otmi- 
mittee  of  1871— Lord  Thifferin'B  Com- 
mittee, viss. : — 

"A  perfect  ohip  of  war  is  a  deeiderstam 
which  hu  never  yet  been  attained,  and  is  now 
fnrUier  than  ever  removed  from  our  reach. 
Any  near  approach  to  perfectiott  in  one  direc- 
tion inaritabXy  brings  with  it  diiadTantagei  in 
another." 

As  he  understood  the  object  of  t^e  hon. 
Member,  it  was  not  so  much  to  raise 
questions  as  to  the  suitability  of  this  or 
that  vessel,  but  rather  to  consider  whe- 
ther Uie  principles  on  which  designs 
were  prepared  and  adopted  by  the  Ad- 
miralty were  such  as  to  enable  the  coun- 
trjr  to  obifun  the  best  form  of  batUe 
ship.  Naturally  those  who  supported 
the  formation  of  a  Committee  on  De- 
signs illustrated  their  ax^ments  by  re- 
ference to  fiulures  in  vessels  that  had 
been  constmoted.  But,  to  his  mind,  the 
real  question  to  be  determined  was,  not 
whether  certain  failures  had  occurred 
under  the  existing  system,  but  whether, 
under  any  other  arrangement,  we  should 
obtain,  on  the  whole,  a  more  serviceable 
Navy  than  the  one  we  at  present  pos- 
sessed. He  believed  that  the  general 
system  adopted  in  regard  to  approv- 
ing and  designing  of  vessels  by  the 
Admiralty  was  good  if  worked  out  on 
plain,  proper,  sensible  business  lines. 
No  doubt,  in  theory,  a  "  Committee  on 
pesigns  "  sounded  most  attractive ;  but 
in  practice  ho  vas  inoUned  to  b^eve 
that  it  would  be  found,  not  only  unwork- 
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able,  but  prejudicial.   What  was  re- 
quired in  a  vessel,  especially  in  a  fight- 
ing vessel,  was  a  homogeneous  design. 
The  scantlings,  dimensions,  displwe- 
ment,  power,  armament,  should  aU  pro- 
ceed ux>on  one  common  basis.  This  uni- 
formity could  best  be  secured  by  intrust- 
ing the  work  to  one  competent  and  re- 
sponsible designer.   In  no  science  was 
there  greater  room  for  differences  of 
opinion  than  that  of  the  naval  architect, 
and  two  experts  were  but  seldom  found 
to  agree  on  any  one  point.  Therefore, 
if  a  Committee  of  experts  was  called  to- 
gether, and  that  Committee  was  com- 
osed  of  men  of  strong  minds,  the  pro- 
ability  was  that  each  would  have  some 
special  point  in  construction  to  which  he 
attached  importance;  that  he  would  force 
his  particular  hobby  upon  his  colleagues, 
with  the  result  that  a  patdiwork  ship 
would  be  designed,  one  that  could  not 
possibly  folfil  in  a  satisfactory  manner 
any  one  requirement.  A  design  prepared 
under  such  a  Committee  would  be  no  one 
man's  production.   There  would  be  no 
individual  responsible,  and  if  it  did  not 
succeed  there  would  be  no  one  to  whom 
blame  could  be  personally  attached.  In 
his  judgment  the  Admiralty  system  of 
preparing  and  approving  designs  was,  as 
he  had  said,  if  conducted  on  business 
lines,  a  more  satisfactory  form  of  Com- 
mittee with   individufJ  responsibility 
than  could  be  devised  by  any  plan  of  a 
Committee.   No  Navy  in  the  world  re- 
quired such  a  variety  of  type  of  vessels 
as  did  England.    In  addition  to  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  a  powerful 
fighting  fleet,  provision  had  to  be  made 
for  the  naval  police  of  the  globe,  and  for 
a  fleet  to  protect  our  extenmng  and  ever 
growing  commerce.   We  required  ships 
for  deep  sea  service,  for  river  service,  and 
vessels  that  would  keep  the  sea  for  a 
lengthened  period  without  loss  of  speed, 
or  the  necessity  of  being  frequently 
placed  in  dry  dock.   The  depository  of 
all  this  knowledge  was  the  Admiralty. 
The  information  daily  gained  from  the 
officers  in  command  of  our  numerous 
stations  was  alone  in  the  possession  of 
the  officials  of  the  Admiralty.  They  alone 
were  able  to  watch  the  performances  of 
each  and  every  type  of  cruiser,  and  by 
the  vast  experience  thus  gained  they 
were  in  the  best  position  to  know  their 
faults  and  deflaots,  and  to  guard  against 
nmilar  errors  in  new  vessels.  The 
Admiralty  possessed,  in  addition,  a  full 
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knowledge  of  the  progress  of  naval  con- 
atouction  of  all  other  nations.  This, 
combined  with  their  own  experience* 
placed  the  Department  in  a  position  that 
oould  not  be  attained  by  any  Oommittee 
of  experts  composed  of  gentlemen  not 
daily  in  touch  with  the  naval  operations. 
The  Admiralty  had  a  highly  trained  Oon- 
Bteuctive  Departmrat,  presided  over  by 
a  gentleman  who  had  attained  European 
note  as  a  deeogner  of  yrtx  ships.  It  was 
at  the  earnest  reqaest  of  the  noble  Lord 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  that 
Mr.  White  was  induced  to  leave  the 
Elswiok  Works  and  place  his  services  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government.  When 
ejection  was  raised  last  year  to  Mr. 
White  continuing  to  act  as  consulting 
engineer  for  a  certain  period  to  the 
Elswick  Works  he  determined  to  cease 
his  connection  with  them,  and  in  Sep- 
tember such  connection  terminated. 
During  the  period  after  Mr.  White  had 
left  EUswick  and  come  to  the  Admiralty, 
he  beUered  that  gentleman  had  never 
once  been  consulted  by  the  Elswick  firm 
as  to  WOTk  which  they  had  had  in  hand; 
but  it  would  not  have  been  possible  for 
the  Admiralty  to  obtain  his  raloable  aer- 
vices  had  not  the  First  Lord  alloved  him 
to  be  conanltingadviaer  to  that  firm  for  a 
short  period.  With  regard  to  the  general 
question,  he  had  already  stated  that  in 
his  opinion  the  machinery  and  system  of 
the  Admiralty  for  providing  efficient  war 
veuels  was  good.  He  hadqnalified  that 
statement  by  the  stipulation  that  it  must 
be  carried  out  in  a  businesslike  way,  and 
he  was  bound  to  admit  that  this  had  not 
always  been  the  case  in  times  gone 
by.  The  Oonstmction  Department  had 
brought  forward  designs  and  veesels 
had  been  ordered  wit&mt  the  designs 
being  properly  referred  to  the  offloers 
responsible  for  the  manning,  aming, 
and  machinery  of  the  vessels.  The  Ohief 
Cons^otor  had  stated  on  hisdesiffnehig 
views  on  these  matters,  and  had  esti- 
mated the  displacement  of  his  vessel  for 
a  certain  weight  of  armament  and  en- 
gines, and  an  estimated  complement  of 
crew.  These  conditions  had  not  always 
been  examined  by  the  officers  best  ac- 

Suainted  with  these  details.  Proposals 
ad  thus  been  accepted  without  being 
properly  examined.  Subsequently,  from 
time  to  time  after  the  vessel's  construc- 
tion had  commenced,  aerions  alterations 
had  been  made  in  these  important  de- 
taUs,  adding  largely  to  the  wnght  to  be 
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carried  by  the  vessel  beyond  her  original 
design.  Vessels  had  also  been  kept  an 
undue  length  of  time  under  construction, 
and,  as  improvements  developed  in  naval 
applianoea,  alterations  and  additions  had 
been  made  to  auch  ahips  incompatible 
with  the  ideas  of  those  who  designed 
them.  In  illustration  of  thia  absence  of 
prooedore  on  business  lines,  to  which  the 
mistakes  were  almost  entir^  doe,  he 
might  cite  one  or  two  examples  tarn 
vessels  indnded  in  the  Estimates  now 
before  the  House.  The  M»n9yt  for  in- 
stance, was  designed  fuid  parUy  con- 
structed to  be  a  flush-decked  i^p  to 
carry  14  6-inoh  guns,  four  on  her  spar 
deck,  and  10  on  her  between-deus. 
When,  however,  the  vessel  was  oom- 
pletely  framed,  a  change  of  idea  had 
come  over  the  Admiralty,  and  they  had 
altered  her  £rom  a  flush-deck  ship  to  a 
vessel  with  a  poop  and  forecastle,  and  a 
deep  open  waist.  Her  armament  was 
altered!)^  placing  one  heavy  8-inoh  gun 
on  board  in  lieu  of  two  of  the  B-inc^  gnna. 
Her  sea-^oing  trim  was  quite  altered, 
and  the  mcreaaed  coat  for  completing 
this  vessel  had  been  £50,000.  It  had 
not  infrequently  hn>pened  that  the  Ad- 
miralty had  oUowea  a  ship  to  be  oom- 
menced  before  they  had  finally  deter- 
mined the  armament.  The  Bmhow  was 
an  example  of  this.  Her  designer  had 
proposed  that  she  should  cany  two  63- 
tou  guns  in  each  of  two  barbettes ;  the 
Adimralty,  instead  of  determining  whe- 
ther this  armament  was  proper  or  not, 
contracted  for  the  vessel  at  separate 
prices  forthe  hull  and  barbettes,  so  that  if 
they  changed  their  mind  as  to  the  arma- 
ment, they  oould  more  readily  arrange 
with  the  builders  the  cost  of  such  change ; 
but  the  moat  important  factor  in  ttie 
whole  matter  was  overlooked — namely, 
that  the  linea  of  the  hull  were  drawn  to 
carry  at  a  given  displacement,  and  the 
question  whether  the  vessel  oould  cany 
^  that  displacement  depended  largely 
upon  the  weight  of  the  armament  to  be 
put  on  board.  What  was  the  result  ? 
After  the  work  on  the  ship  had  gone  on 
for  some  time,  tiiere  was  no  63-ton  gun 
ready,  but  there  was  a  1 10-ton  gun  com- 
pleted whidi  the  Admiralty  tiionght 
might  be  very  well  suited  for  the  JBmt- 
how.  Consequently,  instead  of  the  two 
barbettes  being  armed  each  with  two  OS- 
ton  guns,  it  was  determined  to  jdaee 
110-ton  guns  in  each  of  the  barbettes, 
tmderittg  neoessaiy  Berions  aItezati<mB 
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'  in  the  size  of  the  barbettes.  They  also 
increased  her  armament  by  four  6-inch 
guns  and  12  six-pounders;  so  that  by 
uie  time  the  Admiral^  had  made  up 
their  mind  as  to  the  armament  of  this 
vessel,  she  was  called  upon  to  carry 
somethiz^  like  500  tons  of  extra  dead 
weight,  or  equal  to  one  foot  extra  dis* 
placement  beyond  that  at  which  she  was 
originally  designed  to  float.  In  a  similar 
way,  2S0  tons  had  been  added  to  the 
-weight  of  the  belted  oroisers  now  build- 
ing beyond  their  designed  oapaoity .  Al- 
Insion  had  been  made  to  the  ridiculously 
small  coal  capacity  oC  the  Iwipirituas  and 
the  WartpiU ;  but  since  these  ships  were 
designed,  4S0  tons  of  extra  armament, 
machineiy,  and  other  things  had  been 
added  to  the  weight  after  the  lines  of 
the  hull  had  been  determined  upon.  He 
gave  these  facts  in  order  to  bear  out  his 
contention  that  whatever  fault  there 
might  be  in  connection  with  the  designs 
of  ships  under  oonstruction,  the  blame 
did  not  lie  with  the  system  under  which 
ships  were  designed,  but  was  due  to  a 
want  of  business  aptitude  in  giving 
effect  to  that  system.  When  every 
effort  was  made  to  mioimize  weights  in 
the  ship,  and  the  designer  worked 
to  the  nearest  ton,  the  importance 
of  vfaat  h«  had  stated  would  be 
realized.  These  matters  had  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  from  the  day  they  came  into 
Office,  as  the  Report  laid  before  the 
House  by  the  First  Lord  would  show. 
The  policy  laid  down  by  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  and  his 
Board,  was  to  require  that  before  a  ves- 
sel was  commenced  there  should  be  ob- 
tained in  writing  from  the  Director  of 
Naval  Ordnance  and  Engineer-in- Ohief 
their  opnion  on  the  armament  and 
machinery  twoposed.  Then,  after  the 
design  had  oeen  considered  by  the  Oon- 
troller,  and  before  going  to  the  Board 
collectively,  a  paper  should  be  sent  to 
members  individniilly,  so  as  to  j^ve  them 
an  opportunity  of  criticising  and  oon- 
sidenng  the  design  before  the  order  was 
given  for  the  vessel.  As  the  Board  in- 
cluded a  number  of  most  distinfi:uished 
and  experienced  naval  officers,  ne  was 
satisfied  that  those  designs  would  be 
closely  and  sharply  criticized  from  the 
Naval  point  of  view,  as  they  ought  to 
be  ;  and  the  faults  and  defects  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  point  out  would 
be  remedied  by  those  gentlemen  in  the 
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course  of  the  careful  examination  they 
would  give  to  the  designs.  Once  passed 
by  the  Board,  the  order  was  most  precise 
that  no  alteration  or  addition  was  to  be 
allowed.  When  thus  approved  in  every 
detail  the  designer  could  prepare  the 
lines  of  the  vessel,  knowing  exactly  what 
she  had  to  carry  in  weight,  and  what 
duties  she  was  expected  to  perform.  It 
would  also  be  the  policy  of  the  Board  not 
to  be  tempted  to  make  alterations  in 
vessels  when  once  their  construction  was 
commenced,  but  to  push  on  the  work  to 
completion,  adhering  to  the  original  de- 
sign. Such  a  policy  would,  he  was 
satisfied,  obviate  the  recurrence  of  many 
of  the  costly  mistakes  of  the  past,  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  and 
would  be  the  best  means  of  attaining  the 
end  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  G^ourley }  had  so  much  at  heart, 
and  with  whose  object  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  fully  sympathized.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Beed) 
would  be  fully  awareof  the  attempt  made 
in  1871  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  on  the  designs  of 
vessels  then  being  constructed.  He 
would  remember  the  variety  of  opinions 
expressed  by  Members  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  the  difficulty  of  forming  any 
reliable  conclusioa  from  their  Beport  as 
to  the  best  form  of  vessel  to  be  built. 
In  looking  through  the  evidence  given 
before  that  inquiry  he  was  much  struck 
by  one  answer  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff,  who,  on  being  pressed  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  favourable  to  the  in- 
troduction of  compound  engines  into  the 
Navy,  eaid— 

"  My  feeling  is  that  I  prefer  to  get  actual 
experience  rather  than  evideDce— which,  even 
when  given  from  the  beat  aaUumtiea,  is  not  al- 
ways to  be  trasted— before  I  would  tamper  witJl 
Tessels  of  that  kind." 

Now,  if  a  Committee  were  formed,  it 
would  have  to  deal  with  evidence.  For 
his  own  part,  he  preferred  the  common- 
sense  process  recommended  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff— to  be  guided  by 
actual  experience  rather  than  by  evi- 
dence. Another  point  he  should  notice 
was  that  there  had  been  more  Com- 
mittees upon  these  matters  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  was  aware  of. 
There  was  a  Committee  in  1865,  the 
outcome  of  which  was  the  construct}"** 
of  the  Captain.  In  1869  another  ' 
mittee  sat,  and  the  Dwattation  s 
SChimdertr  were  produced;  there 

X2 


{March  17,  1887} 


Digitized  by 


6IS  Shift  of  War 

tliirdin187l,  after  the  Capton  was  lost ; 
and  he  tbongKt  that,  broadly  stated,  the 
result  of  these  various  Oonunittees  was 
that  there  were  about  as  many  opinions 
as  there  were  Members  on  the  Oom- 
mittee.  It  was  true  the  Motion  did  not 
suggest  the  appointment  of  a  permanent 
Committee  on  Designs,  but  was  limited 
to  an  inquiry  into  the  designs  adopted 
within  recent  years.  Such  a  proposal 
would  have  even  a  more  prejudicial 
effect  on  the  Service  than  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  permanent  Oommittee.  The 
inquiry  would  occupy  months ;  it  would 
distract  the  attention  of  officers ;  rival 
schools  of  ship-building  would  be  heard 
before  the  Committee,  each  with  its  own 
theory.  If  upon  so  contentious  and 
thorny  a  subject  the  Oommittee  should 
chance  come  to  a  tmanimoos  condu- 
Bion,  the  effect  might  be  to  cramp  the 
inventive  and  suggestive  faculties  oi  our 
naval  officers,  and  to  stereotype  in  our 
Navy  some  one  system  or  type  of  ship. 
Men  in  official  positions  were  not  over 
partial  to  accept  responsibility,  and  he 
thought  the  temptation  would  be  great 
to  the  designers  to  shelter  their  future 
work  behind  the  recommendations  of 
such  a  Committee.  The  result  would  be 
that  for  some  time  there  would  be  a 
stereotyped  type  of  vessel,  and  the 
eountry  would  not  keep  up  with  that 
ever-growingf  proness  whitm  so  marked 
the  construction  of  our  vessels  in  the  lost 
few  years.  It  must  not,  however,  be  for 
one  moment  eupposed  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admmilty  oonsidered  them- 
selves or  dieir  advisen  to  be  infUlible, 
or  that  they  lived  in  regions  above  and 
beyond  the  reach  of  outside  advice. 
They  were  always  pleased  to  receive 
suggestions,  and  in  the  event  of  difficulty 
or  doubt  there  would  be  no  hesitation  in 
seeking  the  counsel  of  those  from  the 
outside  who  might  be  qualified  to  give  a 
reliable  opinion.  For  the  reasons,  how- 
ever, that  he  bad  endeavoured  to  lay 
before  the  House,  the  Government  could 
not  accept  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber— a  Motion  which,  if  carried,  would 
make  it  compulsory  upon  the  Board  to 
appoint  a  Committee.  They  hoped  by 
using  the  machinery  they  at  present 
possessed,  and  giving  effect  to  the  exist- 
ing system  on  business  lines,  to  arrive 
at  the  result  the  hon.  Member  desired — 
namdy,  to  provide  from  time  to  time  the 
most  effident  ships  of  war  that  could  be 
prodooed.  The  non.  Member  for  Cardiff 


had  made  allnnon  to  his  visit  to  Devon- 
port  the  o^er  day.  What  the  hem. 
Member  said  he  saw  there  was  the  out- 
come of  the  want  of  business  aptitude 
in  the  past.  The  Admiralty  at  the  time 
were  in  a  great  hurry  to  get  the  vessels 
referred  to  constructed,  and  he  believed 
the  Admiralty  had  not  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  the  beet  form  of  the  vessels 
when  they  ordered  them.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  however,  the  Admiralty  had 
made  up  their  minds,  and  they  knew 
what  they  wanted  in  respect  of  ths 
vessels  they  ordered  from  truck  to  keel, 
and  he  believed  that  was  the  only  way 
to  avoid  the  mistakes  which  had  occurred 
in  the  past  There  was  no  doubt  tiiat 
much  of  the  trouble  that  had  arisen  in 
ships  now  under  oonaideraiioD,  had 
arisen  from  the  oveipaoe  at  whidi  the 
work  was  pushed  on.  A  very  large 
number  of  ships  were  put  in  hand  at 
once,  and  he  was  afraid  that  that  care 
and  attention  were  not  given  to  them 
which  would  have  been  given  if  the 
demand  had  not  been  so  great  and 
oppressive.  He  was  afraid  public  opi- 
nion was  somewhat  to  blame  for  Uiat 
state  of  things.  There  had  been  some 
sweeping  remarks  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  as  regarded  certun  ships 
which  he  had  named,  and,  although  he 
had  pointed  out  the  differences  between 
their  designs  and  what  they  would  be 
when  they  were  completed ;  still  he  did 
not  wish  the  House  mt  one  moment  to 
suppose  that  those  vessels  would  be  any- 
thing but  first-class  men  of  war.  They 
might  have  been  better^  bnt  tihere  was 
no  heutation  on  the  part  of  naval  offioers 
of  the  Board  in  saying  that  they  would 
prove  good  and  efficient  fighting  ships ; 
and  if  ever  the  time  unfortunately  came 
for  their  going  into  action  they  would  be 
found  as  good  and  effident  fighting  eliips 
as  a  British  seaman  could  desire. 

SiK  JOHN  OOMMEEELL  (South- 
ampton) said,  what  Naval  men  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  designers  of 
ships  were  always  in  a  harry,  bat 
after  beiog  in  such  a  hurry  to  lay 
vessels  down  they  were  not  in  the  same 
haste  to  launch  them.  The  speech  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  amounted  to  this : — **  We 
acknowledKO  there  have  been  tremen- 
dous mistakes  in  the  pasti  but  we  mean 
to  do  better  for  the  future."  What  they 
complained  of  in  the  Navy  was  that 
they  did  not  get  value  for  their  mon^. 
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They  went  down  to  the  Yard,  and  they 
eaw  the  money  wasted  right  and  left, 
and  he  would  tell  them  why.  The  Ad- 
miralty would  not  make  up  their  minds, 
and  would  not  send  out  proper  specifi- 
cations and  proper  information  to  the 
contractors  and  to  the  Dockyards  before 
tiiey  commenced  their  work.  They  were 
aware  that  the  Admiralty  knew  how  to 
construct  Teasels,  but  what  they  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  Board  would 
not  make  up  their  minds.  He  did  not 
agree  with  tilie  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
I  land,  and  thought  the  appointment  of  a 
'  Oommittee  would  be  a  great  mistake. 
I  It  would  remove  the  responsibility  from 
where  it  should  rest — on  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.  What  was  wanted  was  that 
the  outside  world  should  be  taken  into 
confidence.  Tenders  should  be  invited 
for  the  construction  of  vessels  from  out- 
side contractors,  and  then  they  would 
have  designs  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  which  would  result  in  England 
bein^  put  in  a  very  much  better  posi- 
tion in  respect  of  her  Navy  than  she 
was  at  present.  He  had  been  rather 
averse  to  the  NiU  and  Trafa^ar  being 
built,  because  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  like  putting  too  many 
eggs  into  one  basket,  and  that  smaller 
venela  would  have  served  tiie  purpose, 
but  still  he  believed  they  would  be  the 
two  most  powerful  veraels  in  the  world. 
The  rieht  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Bhaw  Lefevre)  was  mistaken  in 
what  be  had  said,  for  Mr.  Barnes  and 
Mr.  Morgan  had  both  told  him  that 
they  approved  of  these  two  Teasels  very 
highly. 

SiB  0HAELE8  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow) :  I  would  not  hare  risen  to  take 
part  in  the  debate,  but  for  the  sweeping 
accusations  which  have  been  made  re- 
jecting Tery  estimable  men  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ^e  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
Edward  Beed).  I  consider  that  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  have  re- 
ference to  the  period  when  he  was  at 
the  Admiralty,  rather  than  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  FersoniJly  I  have  some 
knowledge  of  these  matters,  the  firm 
with  wuch  I  am  concerned  having 
lately  oompleted  vessels  of  an  important 
character.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
designs  and  specifications  which  were 
sent  in  before  the  tenders  were  made 
were  of  a  moat  complete  and  perfect 
character ;  indeed,  they  proceeded  from 
the  liura  hud  down  and  recommended 


by  the  Oommittee  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member,  and  over  which 
Lord  Kavensworth  presided.  That  Com- 
mittee recommended,  amongst  other 
things,  that  vessels  should  not  be  laid 
down  before  the  designs  and  specifica- 
ttons  were  complete,  and  the  result  has 
been  that  ressels  since  built  have  been 
so  with  perfect  satisfaction.  Complete 
designs  have  been  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  contractors,  the  work  makes 
steady  progress,  and,  instead  of  ships 
being  behind  time  in  delivery,  I  believe 
that,  in  almost  every  case,  the  time 
delivery  has  been  antidpated.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Ed- 
ward Beed)  has  asked  me  if  toe  con- 
tractors have  delivered  the  vessels  com- 
plete ?  My  answer  is  that  the  contrac- 
tors have  delivered  them  complete  in  all 
but  armaments.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  has  referred  to 
the  building  of  the  Nth  and  the  Drafal- 
gar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right, 
in  my  opinion,  in  bringing  the  question 
before  the  House,  because  as  tiie  action 
of  the  Government  was  of  a  somewhat 
extraordinary  character,  when  you  have 
men  of  such  high  intelligence  and 
posiUon  as  the  Chief  Constructors  of  the 
Navy  sending  out  a  protest  against  the 
buildiiuf  of  certain  smj)S,  great  attention 
should  be  paid  to  their  representations, 
and  a  moper  investigation  should  be 
made,  l  am  myself  opposed  to  Com- 
mittees in  such  questions  as  a  rule.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley), 
because  I  feel  that  if  we  are  to  have  a 
Board  of  Admiralty  that  Board  ^ould 
take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  con- 
ducting the  affairs  of  the  Navy,  and  ex- 
perts should  not  be  brought  in  from  time 
to  time,  and  Committees  should  not  beap- 
pointed  to  supersede  the  Board  and  take 
the  responsibility  out  of  their  hands.  I 
am  also  of  opinion  that  the  Constructors 
Department  ought  to  hare  more  respon- 
sibility thrown  upon  it  independent  of 
what  I  may  call  the  Naval  Irepartment. 
The  Constructors  Department  ought  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  designing  and 
building  the  ships  whicdi  the  Admiralty 
require,  and  the  Naval  Department  ought 
not  to  interfere  until  the  vessels  are  put 
into  their  hands  for  navigation.  I  am 
aware  that  naval  ofl&cers  fancy  they  can 
instruct  theNaval  Constructors;  but  ""'^b 
is  not  my  opinion.  But  J  "*■"* 
express  my  regret  tf* 
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demnatioiiB  should  have  been  made 
against  certain  gentlemen,  because  I  am 
satisfied  the  country  owe  a  great  deal  to 
those  gentlemen  fpr  having  so  efficiently 
carried  out  the  construction  of  ships  of 
war.  The  progress  made  year  by  year 
in  Bhip-building  and  marine  architecture 
is  su^  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  keep 
pace  with  it ;  and  I  beliere  that  these 
men  have  endeavoured  to  the  best  of 
their  ability  to  do  their  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  * '  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

ADMIRALTY  EXPENDITURE-COST  OF 
CONSTRUCTION.-  OBSERVATIONS . 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (OJdham) : 
I  think  that  the  statement  which  tho 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  has  laid 
before  the  House  is  especially  interesting 
and  valuable,  because  it  deals,  not  only 
with  the  Estimates  for  the  coming  finan- 
cial year,  but  because  it  lays  down  the 
principle  on  which  our  future  naval 
policy  ought  to  be  based  for  a  number 
of  years  to  come.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  his  Colleagues  have  made 
an  effort  which  I  think  the  country  will 
highly  commend,  to  ascertain  wliat 
should  be  the  amount  set  apart  year  by 
year,  before  he  holds  out  to  us,  not  ooly 
the  possibility,  but  tho  probability  that 
the  policy  he  advocates  will  be  carried 
into  effect — namely,  that  we  shall  have  a 
reduction  of  ezpcndituro  with  an  in- 
crease of  efficiency.  No  doubt  that  is  a 
very  pleasant  prospect  to  hold  out,  but 
I  am  anxious  to  consider  how  far  the 
promise  of  the  noble  Lord  is  likely  to  be 
redeemed.  When  we  turn  to  that  part 
of  the  noble  Lord's  Statement  in  which 
tlie  proposal  is  made  to  setapartaregu- 
lar  depreciation  fund  to  meet  wastage 
and  the  cost  of  construction  of  new  ships 
from  year  to  year,  we  find  that  a  very 
novel  but  excellent  idea  has  hoen 
brought  forward  by  the  Board  of  Ad- 
mir^ty.  It  is  proposed  that  the  capi- 
talized value  should  be  taken  of  ttie 
Fleet  as  it  at  present  exists.  The  Board 
assumes  that  when  the  present  pro- 
gramme is  carried  out— as  it  soon  will 
be — when  all  money  Voted  by  Parlia- 
ment daring  the  laat  few  years  to  con- 
struct new  ships  has  been  spent— we 
shall  have  a  Navy  efficient  for  all  pur- 
poses of  offence  and  defence ;  an4  the 
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present  proposal  of  the  Admiralty  is  that 
a  certain  sum  should  be  set  apart  every 
year  to  maintain  the  Navy  as  a  Navy 
worthy  of  the  Country,  and  the  great 
interests  it  has  to  protect.    What  is  the 
amount  thus  set  apart  ?  We  find  that  a 
certain  percenta^  is  taken  on  the  diffe- 
rent ships  constituting  the  Navy  and 
the  original  outlay  upon  them,  together 
with  the  annual  waste,  and  the  conclu- 
sion arrived  at  was  that  the  annual 
amount  to  be  set  apart  for  depreciation 
was  £1,803,000.   It  iseaid  that  such  an 
amount  is  fair  and  reasonable  to  be  set 
apart  from  year  to  year.    Then,  sup- 
posing that  such  a  sum  is  set  apart, 
we  have  to  consider  whether  it  is  likely 
that  we  shall  have  that  reasonable  re- 
duction in  the  Navy  Estimates  which 
has  been  held  out  to  us  as  a  fair  and 
reasonable  prospect  by  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.    Turning  to  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates for  the  year,  I  find  at  page  77  that 
the  total  amount  set  apart  in  1867-8  for 
the  machinery  and  hulls  of  ships  is 
£1,911,000  ;    that   exceeds  by  just 
£100,000  the  amount  which  the  Admi- 
ralty proposes  to  set  aside  for  these  pur- 
poses  in  all  coining  years.    Now,  that 
seems  to  leave  a  very  narrow  margin 
indeed  in  which  to  effect  a  siiving  in  the 
Navy  Estimates.    But  it  doos  not  repre- 
sent the  whole  state  of  the  case,  because 
of  the  whole  of  this  sum  of  £1,911,000, 
which  is  to  bo  devoted  to  this  purpose  in 
tho  coming  year,  we  find  that  there  is  a 
sum  of  £530,000  set  apart  for  gun  fit- 
tings and  special  purposes  of  that  kind. 
That  is  an  amount  expressly  exduded 
from  the  depreciation  fund  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty;  and  if  wo  are  to  deduct 
that  sum  from  the  total  sum  set  apart 
for  the  construction  of  now  ships  and 
for  wastage  in  the  ensuing  year,  there 
is  only  £1,400,000  loft;  so  that  the 
amount  the  Admiralty  say  is  to  be  set 
apart   in    future    years    exceeds  by 
£500,000  the  amount  really  to  be  de- 
voted to  such  purposes.    We  know  that 
this  year  is  to  be  the  last  of  a  series  of 
years  whicli  has  to  be  devoted  to  the 
special  construction  of  new  ships.  The 
Estimateshavebeenswollenintne  lastfew 
years  by  the  oxpenditure  of  £8,000,000 
for  special  improvements  in  the  Navy ; 
and  the  taxpayers  may  naturally  expect 
that  when  that  work  has  been  aocom* 
plished  some  reduction  might  he  made  in 
the  annual  demands  upon  the  oountij. 
Bat  if  this  policy  is  to  oe  carried  out,  aa 
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far  as  I  con  understand  the  Estimates, 
•we  shall  have  to  spend  in  the  constnic- 
tion  of  new  ships  and  machinery  an 
amount  la^er  by  £500,000  than  what 
we  propose  to  spend  in  the  coming  finan- 
cial  year.  That  is  a  point  on  which  I 
should  like  to  elicit  some  information 
from  the  Representative  of  tlie  Admiralty 
in  this  House.  Bat  then  there  is  an- 
other point  in  connection  with  this  de- 
preciation fund  which  I  think  deserves 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  Admiralty,  in  pro- 
posing to  set  apart  this  fund,  are  acting 
upon  the  analogy  of  what  is  done  by  men 
eanying  on  a  lu-ge  private  bnaness,  who 
set  apart  a  certain  sum  every  year  for 
dq>reoiation.  We  know  that  private 
firms  do  set  aside  certain  sums  every 
jear  for  depreciation — for  special  emer- 
gencieB  that  may  occur  from  time  to  time. 
Bat  what  would  occur  if  the  House  of 
Commons  were  to  vote,  say,  £2,000,000 
every  year  for  the  construction  of  new 
ships,  with  the  understanding  that  that 
sum  was  not  to  be  allocated  to  other  pur- 
pose* ?  Do  hon.  Members  believe  that 
that  sum  would  not  be  spent  every  year, 
whether  it  was  wanted  or  not  ?  The 
Department  would  feel  itself  bound  to 
speed  it,  and  would  take  advantage  of 
every  occasion  for  doing  so.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, whethw  it  is  proposed  tiiat  tihis 
fund  should  be  a  permanent  fund  or 
not  7  Whether  in  some  way  it  would  be 
funded  or  reserved  for  great  occasions, 
and  that  it  would  not  necessarily  be 
spent  every  year  ?  There  could  be  no 
secnrit^  against  the  panics  which  arise 
periodiealfy,  or  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty would  not  be  required  to  ask  for 
millions  more  because  some  other  Board, 
which  had  been  in  existence  for  a  few 
years,  had  obtained  great  credit  for 
economy  at  the  cost  of  the  efficiency  of 
the  Navy.  We  could  have  no  security 
that  in  one  year  all  the  money  collected 
in  this  way  finm  year  to  year  would  not 
lie  devoted  to  tke  punoses  of  the  Navy 
in  one  nngle  year.  I  do  not  intend  to 
cast  any  nflection  on  the  present  Board 
of  Adnurslty;  bnt  this  is  now  the  matter 
stands.  A  new  idea  is  set  before  the 
Honse,  which  is  no  doubt  excellent  in 
itself  but  it  is  one  on  which  we  ought  to 
have  some  clear  and  definite  information 
as  to  the  way  in  which  this  depreciation 
fund,  is  to  M  employed,  and  we  should 
also  reomve  some  dear  OMOfaaee  thai 


the  mode  in  which  the  Estimate  is  taken 
is  the  correct  one,  and  that  we  shall  not 
be  asked  in  future  years  to  vote  a  much 
larger  sum  as  a  regular  Navy  expen^- 
ture  on  new  ships,  than  we  may  be 
actually  voting  for  the  coming  financial 
year. 

General  Sib  GEOB0E  BALFOTJB 
(Kincardine)  said,  he  recognized  the 
value  of  the  information  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  his  able 
Memorandum,  hut  desired  that  they 
should  be  afforded  farther  explanations 
as  to  the  armament  of  guns  Uiat  were 
still  required  for  the  Navy.  The  noble 
Lord  knew  that  for  many  years  he  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  had  strenuously  urged 
the  Admiralty  to  undertake  the  supply 
of  its  own  guns,  instead  of  depending 
on  the  War  Office.  He  had  known  the 
most  ridiculous  proposals  to  be  made  b^ 
the  Navy  with  regard  to  guns.  ae 
had  known  ships  to  be  built  without 
the  slightest  information  as  to  the  calibre 
or  the  weight  roquired  for  the  armament 
of  these  ships.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  in  his  Statement,  had 
given  the  House  some  information  as  to 
the  breech-loading  guns  already  supplied 
by  the  War  Office  ;  but  he  had  failed  to 
give  any  information  as  to  what  Ulc  total 
guns  for  the  Navy  were  to  be.  The  noble 
Lordsaid  1,281  loeech-loading guns  was 
the  number  now  available ;  bat  he  failed 
to  show  how  many  more  were  required. 
Jn  his  (Sir  Gecnve  Balfour's)  opinion, 
3,300  was  the  mwest  number  which 
would  be  required.  At  all  events,  the  cal- 
culation of  the  noble  Lord  was  as  entirely 
misleading  as  when  he  gave  the  cost  of 
the  ships  at  £39,000,000,  without  in- 
serting in  the  Estimate  the  full  cost  of 
the  guns  required  to  equip  the  vessels. 
The  amount  of  money  provided  in  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  supply  of  ord- 
nance for  the  Navy  was  totally  in- 
adequate. He  regretted  extremely  that 
the  War  Office  was  to  continue  to 
supply  the  Navy  with  guns  and  stores. 
No  arrangement  could  be  more  unfortu- 
nate, and  he  hoped  some  understanding 
nught  be  arrived  at  hj  which  the  War 
0£ace  would  be  reliend  of  the  task. 
If  he  were  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
he  would  not  retain  the  post  for  a  day 
without  inristing  on  being  relieved  of 
such  a  responsibility.  Another  change 
he  would  hke  to  see  effected 
of  the  War  Office  having  tl 
posed  on  it  of  providing  i* 
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port.  He  saw  do  difficulty  in  carrying  out 
that  change  underthe  superintendence  of 
a  capable  officer.  If  such  a  chaoge  were 
brought  about,  it  would  hare  most  bene- 
ficial eoonomioal  results,  as  economy  was 
by  no  means  studied  by  the  War  Office 
in  the  matter  of  transport  when  they 
knew  the  Admiralty  had  to  pay  the 
bills. 

Mb.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  said, 
he  joined  in  the  congratulations  offered 
to  uie  noble  Lord  on  the  very  lucid  and 
able  Statement  with  regard  to  the  Naval 
Estimates  which  he  bad  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Members.  No  saoh  Statement 
had  ever  been  issued  before;  but,  al- 
though it  was  dear  and  conclusive,  it 
was  not  beyond  criticism  and  explana- 
tion. At  no  time  had  the  responsibility 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  been 
greater  than  it  was  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. Although  some  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Dockyard  constituencies 
might,  perhaps,  feel  for  the  time  being 
the  effect  of  the  reforms  that  were  made, 
they  would  all  imite  in  giving  the  noble 
Lord  full  credit  for  doing  that  which  in 
his  judgment  and  in  that  of  the  present 
Board  waa  best  for  the  country ;  and  it 
was  gratiAring  to  learn  that  the  saving 
of  so  mncm  money  was  compatible  with 
efBcienoy.  The  fact  that  we  had  62,500 
offioers  and  men,  against  last  year's 
61,400,  with  a  saving  of  nearlyjesOOfOOO, 
was,  of  itself,  a  vei^  important  conside- 
ration. The  Admiralty  being  one  of 
the  great  spending  Departments,  it  was 
right,  and  also  of  great  advantage,  &at 
the  head  of  that  Department  should  be  a 
Member  of  that  House;  and  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  departure  from  that 
rule  in  future.  Both  the  Statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates bore  olear  testimcmy  that  there 
had  been  no  extraordinary  extravagance 
in  the  Dockyards,  as  was  often  assumed. 
Beferenoe  had  been  made  to  the  ill 
effects  of  the  changes  made  in  ahips 
while  they^  were  in  coarse  of  construe- 
tion,  and  in  the  Statement  of  the  First 
Lord  some  importance  was  attached  to 
the  proposal  that  in  fotnre,  when  the 
building  of  a  ship  was  ordered,  the 
design  shonld  not^e  interfered  with. 
He  gladlv  admitted  that  that  was  a 
salutary  decision  for  the  Admiralty  to 
come  to ;  but,  while  in  the  past  those 
ohaogea  might  account  for  a  largely 
increased  expenditure  in  the  case  of 
various  ships,  on  the  other  hemd  he 
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ventured  to  suggest  that  there  ought 
be  some  disadvantage  if  they  drew  too 
hard-and-fast  a  line  against  any  altera- 
tion of  a  ship  until  it  was  finished.  It 
waa  quite  possible  to  carry  this  new  idea 
to  an  extreme.  He  considered  tiliat  it 
was  one  of  the  great  advantages  of 
building  our  ships  in  the  Boyal  Dock- 
yards uat  we  were  able,  when  really 
necessary,  to  alter  the  designs  of  ships 
when  in  process  of  bmlding ;  for  it  must 
be  admitted,  oonMdering  the  frequent 
dhangea  which  were  bung  made  in  the 
science  of  shipbuilding,  that  it  might  be 
highly  desirable  to  mue  some  alteration 
in  the  design  of  a  ship  whilst  die  was 
being  built.  It  was  the  stitch  in  time 
which  saved  nine,  and  a  judicious 
alteration  might  prevent  a  muoh  veiy 
larger  outlay  after  the  ship  had  been 
completed.  They  had  seen  some  ships 
which  had  been  finished  wiUi  great 
rapidity  in  private  yards,  and  which 
it  had  been  necessary  afterwards  to  send 
to  the  Dockyards  to  be  refitted  or  changed 
in  several  importfuit  parttoulara,  involv- 
ing much  higher  cost  and  outlay  before 
she  was  perfsoted  than  would  have  been 
incurred  had  the  change  been  made  in 
her  while  ^e  vessel  was  being  built.  It 
was  well  known  that  war  ships  beeame 
obsolete  by  reason  of  changes  w2ii<^  were 
very  rapid  in  the  mode  of  construction, 
in  speed,  and  in  armament.  There 
might,  therefore,  betimes  and  occasions 
when  it  would  be  cheaper  and  better  for 
the  Admiralty  to  make  alterations  during 
construction.  He  thought  there  was 
reason  to  hope,  from  this  Memorandum 
of  his  noble  Friend,  that  tiiey  had  oome 
to  the  end  of  the  policy  of  fits  and  starts, 
which  was  so  very  expensive,  and  so  de- 
trimental to  the  real  and  permanent  in- 
terests of  the  country.  The  poUcy  of 
fits  and  starts  was  to  do  nothing  in 
times  of  peace,  and  then,  when  tiiere 
was  8  war  scare  on,  to  rush  and  buy 
every  vessel  we  could  lay  our  huids  on, 
from  every  oonntey  and  belongincf  to 
everybody,  at  an  enormous  outuy,  amd 
thereby  getting  poaaesuon  of  a  large 
number  veswls  which  were  practi- 
cally useless  to  us,  and  spending  millions 
of  money  which  would  be  saved  if  we 
adopted  the  sound  and  sensible  plan  of 
maintaining  our  Boyal  Dockyards  al- 
ways in  an  efficient  state,  so  as  to  be 
ready  to  turn  out  any  quantity  of  work 
on  an  emergency.  He  hoped  this  He* 
morondum  was  Uie  first  practical  reoog- 
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nitton  of  what  was  wanted  to  put  our 
Kavy  in  a  state  of  thorough  efficiency. 
He  looked  upon  it  rather  as  an  earnest  of 
what  was  to  come,  although  in  itself  it 
was  very  good.  Some  hon.  Memhers 
ware  always  addressing  themselves  to 
the  question  of  the  diseBtablishment  of 
the  Boyal  Dockyards.  The  reforms 
and  re-arrangements  proposed  by  the 
Admiralty  would,  at  all  events,  have 
this  e£Fect — that  they  would  give  no 
reason  to  those  hon.  Members  to  ni^ 
that  ^ea  in  future.  They  would  see 
that  the  altorations  would  fadlitate  the 
nnderstauding  of  how  and  where  the 
money  went.  It  gave  him  great  satis- 
faction to  learn  that  it  was  intended  to 
keep  the  plant  and  capital  invested  in 
the  Dockyards  employed,  while  giving 
them  t&e  greater  part  of  the  work  in- 
stead of  to  the  private  yards.  He  knew 
it  had  become  a  confirmed  opinion  in 
some  quarters  that  work  could  be  done 
cheaper  by  giving  it  out  to  private 
yards ;  but  he  had  made  it  his  busiueas 
to  inquire  into  this  matter,  and  he  had 
succeeded  in  getting  an  iUostration  of 
the  way  in  whicui  the  cheaper  work  some- 
times done  in  private  yards  was  brought 
about.  It  was  said  that  the  Acorn  was 
built  in  a  private  yard  for  £10,000  less 
tiian  it  could  have  been  built  for  in  a 
Boyal  Dockyard.  Well,  he  was  assured, 
on  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Company  who  built  her.that  the  £10,000 
saved  to  the  Admiralty,  comparing  it 
with  other  ships  of  the  same  type,  repre- 
sented £10,000  lost  to  the  Gompany. 
He  contended  that  even  if  it  cost  more 
in  the  first  instance,  which  he  did  not 
admit,  to  build  ships  in  the  lEoyal  Dock- 
yards, it  would  cost  less  in  the  long  run, 
because  tJiey  would  be  certain  of  the 
oharaoter  of  the  work ;  they  would  be  in 
a  podtion  to  make  any  necessary  altera- 
tions during  the  process  of  the  work, 
if  absolutely  essential;  and  they  would 
keep  their  Pochards  in  a  state  of  tho- 
xou^  efficiency,  ready  to  execute  work 
on  any  eme^enoy,  which  might  be  of 
the  very  greatest  importance  to  the  safety 
of  the  nation  at  an  important  crisis. 
Nothing  «)uld  be  more  opportune  than 
the  proposal  as  to  the  new  Intelligence 
Department.  It  was  a  very  good  idea, 
and  the  cost,  perhaps,  was  not  too  ex- 
travagant ;  though  he  understood  a  con- 
siderable sum  would  have  to  be  added 
for  retirement  pay.  No  one,  he  believed, 
grudged  officras  aod  seamen  any  plums 


which  might  fall  to  their  share ;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  thought  it  well  that 
economy  in  practice  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  the  bottom,  but  should  also  find 
its  way  to  the  top.  He  was  assured  l^at 
nothing  in  the  recent  discharges  in  the 
Dockyards,  which  had,  to  some  extent, 
been  recognized  as  necessary,  had  made 
them  so  unpopular  as  the  fact  that  at 
the  same  time  that  these  disohai^^ 
were  taking  place  new  offices  were 
created  with  very  large  salaries— sala- 
ries of  £t,000  a-year  or  so.  He  thought 
it  would  be  admitted  that  Ifembers 
who  had  for  years  represented  Dock- 
yard constituencies  would  have  some 
knowledge  of  matters  connected  with 
Dockyards,  and  that,  in  advocating  the 
claims  of  persons  employed  there,  they 
were  actuated  by  higher  motives  than  a 
desire  to  get  votes.  There  was  one 
point  in  the  Statement  which,  perhajM, 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  explain. 
It  was  not  quite  clear  whether  more  dis- 
charges were  contemplated.  He  did  not 
ask  for  specific  information  on  a  subject 
of  that  kind,  as  he  knew  the  Admiralty 
must  be  guided  by  the  partioular  circum- 
stances of  the  time.  There  was  no  more 
honest,  straightforward,  loyal  body  of 
men  in  existence,  taking  them  as  a  whole, 
than  those  employed  in  our  Dockyards. 
Coming  to  particular  branches,  he 
pleaded,  in  the  first  place,  the  claims  of 
the  shipwrights,  and  submitted  that 
their  case  was  one  deserving  of  very 
serious  consideration  on  the  part  of  the 
Admiralty.  It  was  not  fair,  he  main- 
tained, to  apply  the  strict  principles  of 
supply  and  demand  to  their  public  ser- 
vants. The  law  of  supply  and  demand 
ought  not  to  influence  their  treatment  of 
them ;  but,  even  as  a  question  of  supply 
and  demand,  he  would  not  admit  for  a 
moment  that  they  could  get  plenty  of 
men  to  take  the  place  of  these  most 
loyal  and  skilled  workers  in  the  Dock- 
yards. He  desired  to  see  them  have 
something  like  fixity  of  tenure.  Then 
there  were  the  engine-room  artificers, 
whose  cause  he  hod  advocated  for  years, 
in  the  face  of  conriderable  opposition. 
Their  clfums  had  been  strongly  pre- 
sented, though  the  suggestions  had  not 
been  adopted,  because  it  would  involve 
spending  more  money.  These  engine- 
room  artificers  were,  practically,  in  the 
same  position  now  as  they  were  in  the 
days  of  wooden  ships.  Their  position  was 
much  more  important  than  in  days  gor 
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by,  requiring  more  education  and  outlay, 
and  he  wished  die  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  take  that  into  consideration 
in  dealing  wii.h  their  modest  requests. 
The  claims  of  the  warrant  officers  were 
such  as  the  Treasury  could  hardly  re- 
fuse, because  they  involved  almost  no 
outlay,  while  to  concede  them  would  be 
to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Service. 
In  the  next  place  he  urged  the  import- 
ance of  improving  the  position  of 
naval  achoolmasters,  which  waa  below 
that  of  ai^  other  sohoolmastera  in  the 
oonntry,  including  even  their  brethren  in 
the  Army.  And,  lastly,  in  a  special  way 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  Sepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Admiralty  to  the  peti- 
tion of  the  Dockyard  men,  not  to  a  re- 
duction of  the  working  hours,  but  to 
such  a  re-adjustment  of  the  hours  as 
would  enable  them  to  take  advantage  of 
the  long  summer  evenings  for  recreation 
and  education — an  object  which  could  be 
attained  by  fixing  the  hour  from  7  to  5 
all  the  year  round.  He  urged  these 
things  not  merely  as  representing  a 
Docfyard  constituency,  and,  therefore, 
knowing  something  of  their  mani^e- 
ment,  but  because  he  sincerely  b^eved 
that  if  these  eaggestions  were  carried 
out  they  would  promote  the  great 
interests  of  the  oountiy. 

Abiobal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfwdwest) :  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston) 
that  thanks  are  due  from  every  profes- 
sional man  to  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  for  tbe  Statement  which  has 
been  laid  upon  the  Table,  although  there 
are  some  omissions  in  it.  I  only  hope 
that  the  First  Lord  is  right  in  saying 
that  there  will  be  a  permanent  change  in 
the  way  of  keeping  the  accounts.  We 
have  had  so  many  changes,  and  there 
are  so  many  difficulties  in  ascertaining 
what  is  going  on  with  respect  to  work, 
whether  under  contract  or  m  the  Dock- 
yards, that  I  am  bound  to  say  I  have  venr 
little  faith  in  any  element  of  finality.  We 
are  told,  practically,  that  tbe  present 
Board  <rf  Admiralty  have  at  last  found 
oat  tiie  one  way  in  which  all  things  are 
to  be  done  aright  I  trust  that  that 
may  be  so.  Although  I  never  had  the 
honour  of  speaking  on  this  subject  in 
this  House  before,  I  think  that  anyone 
who  has  followed  the  manner  in  which 
the  Estimates  and  the  Acoounta  in  re- 
gard to  work  done  by  contract  and  in 


the  Dockyards  has  been  carried  out  must 
have  seen  that  there  is  room  for  very 
great  improvement,  and  that  no  com- 
mercial firm,  with  the  business-like  capa- 
city of  which  ^e  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  has  spoken,  would  keep  their  ac- 
counts in  the  way  our  Navy  Aoeounts 
have  been  kept.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  senior  Member  for  Devonport  has 
spoken  most  truly,  and  most  property,  in 
regard  to  the  Do<^ard  estabUwmenta. 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  the  Navy  to  be 
maintained  by  private  contraote.  In  a 
time  of  war  wages  go  up  rapidly,  and  we 
were  tanght  by  bitter  ezperienoo  in  the 
Orimean  War  that  private  oontracto  were 
not  fulfilled  as  they  ought  to  have  been — 
that  the  work  itself  was  scamped ;  that 
prices  were  high ;  and  that  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  was  spent  in  a  way 
that  was  wholly  unjustifiable,  and  can 
only  be  accounted  for  on  the  sup- 
position that  everybody  was  too  much 
frightened  at  the  notion  of  war  to  con- 
sider what  was  being  done.  I  entirely 
endorse,  also,  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  as  to  the  Feti- 
tiom  presented  to  the  Admiralty  from 
the  shipwrights,  the  warrant  officers, 
sohoolmastera,  artificers,  and  other 
classes;  and  I  regret  with  the  hon. 
Membw  HuA  the  Eon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  has  not  seen 
his  way  to  give  a  more  hopeful  answer 
than  he  has  been  pleased  to  give.  These 
are  times  of  great  d^ression  in  Dock- 
yard labour,  and,  as  a  Doc^ard  Member, 
I  can  bear  testimony  to  the  great  dis- 
tress and  misery  which  have  been  caused 
by  the  discharges  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  In  the  Dockyard  I  repre- 
sent the  distress  has  been  e^ecially 
great,  because  l^ere  is  no  other  opening 
for  work  there ;  and  I  deeply  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  been  unable  to  see  his 
way  to  allow  these  men  to  die  a  natural 
death,  so  to  speak,  which  would  have 
been  the  case  ii  they  bad  been  left  alone. 
In  Pembroke  Dool^ard  more  than  100 
men  leave  the  Dockyard  every  year 
from  age,  siokness,  Ac,  inthenatoral 
course  of  events.  The  hon.  G^tleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  has  been 
asked  and  has  answered  several  Ques- 
tions during  the  debate ;  but  he  has  not 
told  the  House  who  is  responsible  for 
Uie  designs  and  oonstmction  of  audi 
Tessels  as  the  In^irimut,  and  othw 
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▼eBsels  which  have  failed  to  meet  the 
coodittons  as  to  speed,  draught,  and 
armour  which  were  laid  down  for  them? 
Why  should  ships  be  laid  down  and  con- 
strucod  in  such  an  improper  way  without 
anyone  having  responsibility  for  them  ? 
Who  is  responsible  for  not  adopting 
triple  expansion  engines  in  the  Impi- 
rieuie  and  Warapite  of  8,500,  instead  of 
compound  engines  of  7,500,  and  for  re- 
ducing the  armour-belt  protection  from  IS 
inches  above  water  to  6  inches  below 
the  water  line  ?  Although  the  bunkers 
of  these  ships  were  constructed  to  hold 
900  tons  of  coal,  they  are  only  able  to 
carry  500  toss.  It  has  been  shown 
by  the  hoo.  Member  for  Cudiff  (Sir 
Bdward  Keed)  that  they  will  never 
be  able  properly  to  carry  the  amount  of 
coal  originally  intended.  One  vessel — 
the  Mtrcury — ^is  only  able  to  carry  a 
supply  of  coal  for  three  days  and  a-half, 
and  for  some  mysterious  reason  that 
ship  has  never  been  commissioned  ex- 
cept for  a  short  trip  across  Bantry  Bay 
as  an  experiment.  lu  the  first  page  of 
this  Statement,  credit  seems  to  be  taken 
for  the  fact  that  Dockyard  labour  is  not 
allocated  in  the  present  year,  as  has 
been  the  practice  in  past  years.  But  I 
think  that  that  u  a  great  mistake,  be- 
cause if  the  money  is  allocated  as  an 
Estimate  it  enables  the  Constructors  of 
the  Tards  to  forecast,  to  eome  extent, 
what  they  would  have  to  do  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  and  thus  to  regulate 
their  staff.  I  do  not  see  why  money 
should  not  be  allocated  in  the  Esti- 
mates, the  Board  of  Admiralty  having 
the  power  to  change  the  allocation 
as  the  year  goes  on.  That  would  en- 
able them  to  do  with  Admiralty  know- 
ledge what  commercial  yards  are  able  to 
do  at  this  moment,  and  would  show  them 
what  work  they  would  have  to  turn  out 
in  the  Bockyud  in  the  course  of  the 
year.  I  am  sorry  to  observe,  in  the 
shipbuilding  policy  of  the  Admiralty, 
that  they  propose  to  build  ships  calcu- 
lated to  steam  only  1 3^  knots  an  hour. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  those 
▼essels  would  not  be  able  to  keep  up 
with  the  squadron,  and  th^  would  only 
lie  competent,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
Lord  Kavenevorth's  Oraunittee,  to  do 
the  ordinary  police  work  in  a  time  of 
peace.  Lord  Kaveusworth's  Oommittee 
spoke  of  the  construction  of  this  kind 
of  ship  ai «  waste  of  the  public  mon^. 
I  entuely  concur  in  that  opinion,  be- 


lieving that  such  vessels  would  be  utterly 
useless  for  war  purposes.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Menaber  for  Durham  (Sir 
Charles  Palmer)  spoke  at  some  length 
on  the  advantages  of  ships  built  by  con- 
tract, and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior 
Member  for  Devonport  mentioned  the 
case  of  two  small  vessels,  to  show  the 
advantage  of  Dockyard  building  as  con- 
trasted with  contract  building.  £i  regard 
to  the  question  as  between  Dockyard  work 
and  contract  work  there  is  no  ground 
whatever  for  saying,  if  the  accounts  are 
kept  in  the  same  way  in  both  cases,  that 
ships  can  be  built  cheaper  by  contract 
than  in  the  Boyal  Dodqrards.  Instead 
of  two  small  vessds  spoken  of  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport,  let  me 
take  three  large  ships  to  iOnstrate  this 
point— the  Atulaciout,  the  Ittvifusihle,  and 
the  Iron  Bake.  The  Iron  Buke  was 
built  at  Fembroke,  and  cost  £208,000; 
the  Axtdacioua  and  InvincibU  were  built 
by  contract,  and  cost  £256,000  and 
£249,000  respectively.  In  the  one  case 
there  was  an  advantage  of  £48,000,  and 
in  the  other  of  £41,000  in  favoxirof  the 
ship  built  at  the  Hoyal  Dockyard  at 
Fembroke.  I  may  mention  two  later 
instances  ;  those  of  the  Benhow  and  the 
Amon.  The  cost  of  building  and  com- 
pleting the  AntMy  of  6,640  tons,  was 
£500,908.  The  contract  price  of  the 
hull  and  extras  for  the  Btnbow  —  a 
sister  eJiip— at  the  Thames  Armour 
Works  was  £525,765.  A  further  sum 
of  £40,000  wasprovided  to  be  spent  on 
the  Bmhow  at  Onatham,  making  a  total 
cost — according  to  official  documents — 
of  £565,765,  or  £64,857  more  than  the 
Anaon,  or  at  least,  taking  the  contract 
price  alone,  £24,827  in  favour  of  the 
Dockyard  built  ship.  I  am  unable  to 
account  for  these  facts,  clearly  shown  in 
the  Estimates,  on  any  other  hypothesis 
than  that  the  Dockyard  ship  is  more 
cheaply  built.  I  believe  that  I  might 
adduce  many  other  instances  to  show  t^t 
it  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  a 
shipcanbebuilt  cheaper  in  a  private  yard 
than  in  a  Dockyard.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  has 
pcdntad  ont  a  case  of  failure  of  contoHit 
— ^I  think  it  was  a  case  of  extra  repairs 
— ^but  it  was  due  to  the  failure  of  the 
contractor  under  the  conditions  now  im- 
posed in  a  time  of  peace ;  and  if  such 
shortcomings  occur  now,  what  must  -w^ 
expect  in  time  of  war?  In  resard 
Dockyazd  administration 


Digitized  by 


Admiralty 


defect  in  the  existing  practice  wbioh 
I  hope  the  Board  of  Admiralty  will 
be  able  to  remedy.  I  refer  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Superintendents  of 
the  Dockyards  for  Torying  periods.  They 
may  serve  for  one  or  two  years,  or 
for  six  months  only.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  in  moat  oases  they  are  not  al- 
lowed to  serve  sufficiently  long  to  master 
the  details  of  the  work  tofore  they 
are  anxMrseded.  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  Uiis  custom  is  disapproved 
of  by  diose  who  have  the  immediate 
oontrol  of  the  Dockyards,  and  that  ita 
continuanee  is  due  to  the  Treasury's  re- 
fusal to  grant  Uie  reqaimte  money.  One 
would  have  thonght  that  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  would  have  had  auffident 
power  to  obtun  what  money  the  ooon- 
try  requires  for  the  Navy,  and  not  allow 
any  Lord  of  the  Treasuty  or  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  knows  nothing 
of  the  details  of  the  Service,  to  inter- 
pose a  veto  on  its  complete  efficiency.  I 
am  afraid  that  is  one  of  the  methods  by 
which  the  money  of  the  country  is  wasted. 
It  is  altogether  impossible  to  have  the 
Dockyards  properly  regulated  when  the 
officers  are  liable  to  be  changed  every 
six,  12,  or  18  months,  instead  of  being 
appointed  for  at  least  three,  or,  better 
Btill,  five  years.  Those  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  who  have  read  the 
Beport  of  Lord  Bavensworth's  Com- 
mittee will  b«  aware  that  it  has  been 
laid  down  by  that  Committee  that  tmlj 
under  spedal  conditions  can  ships  of  war 
be  repaired  b^r  contract  advantageously, 
and  yet  I  see  in  these  Estimates  a  large 
item  for  repairing  ships  by  contract.  I 
regret  to  understand  Uiat  something  like 
£30,000,  in  addition,  I  suppose,  to  the 
£1 8,000  put  down  now,  is  to  be  expended 
on  the  Garnet,  aship  whichneverexceeded 
8  knots  an  hour,  and  which  certainly  ought 
not  to  be  repaired  at  anything  like  such 
a  cost.  I  think  there  are  many  other 
points  which  are  worth  looking  into,  and 
I  trust  that  if  a  Committee  is  appointed 
to  go  through  the  Navy  Estimatea  alto- 
gether, it  will  not  be  too  late,  when  that 
Committee  is  nominated,  to  stop  some  of 
the  expenditure,  which  seems  manifestly 
a  waste  of  money.  There  are  only  two 
other  pointe  on  which  I  will  touch  to- 
night. One  is  the  position  of  the  Com- 
manders-in-Chief at  the  Home  Ports.  In 
relation  to  that  matter,  tho&e  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  who  take  the  trouble  to  look  into 
the  Navy  Estimates  will  probably  per- 


oeive  with  surprise  that  while  the  Esti- 
mates arepresumably  signed  by  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  there  is  one  signature 
which  is  oon^iououB  by  its  absenct*,  and 
that  is  the  signature  of  the  only  Naval 
Lord — the  noUe  and  gallant  Member  for 
East  Marylebone — who  sits  in  this  House 
(Lord  Charlea  Beresford).  The  noble 
Lord,  who  seems  to  be  the  itinerant  expo- 
nent of  the  Admiralty  views,  has  spoken 
on  the  question  of  shipbuilding  at  the 
Mansion  House,  and  at  public  meetings 
elsewhere,  and  it  is  to  be  presumed  that 
his  views  are  more  or  less  endorsed  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  I  have  been 
told  that  each  Iiatd  vho  signs  &e  Esti- 
mates does  not  therein  take  upon  him- 
self the  responsibiltty  of  the  whole  id  the 
Tote ;  but  each  is  responnble  for  that 
particular  Vote  which  it  is  the  business 
of  his  own  Department  to  look  after. 
Now  I  think  that  such  a  practice  is  most 
misleading.  The  reason  given  is  that  it  is 
imposaible  for  each  of  the  Lords  to  spare 
time  to  go  through  the  whole  of  the 
Estimatos;  but  that,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  is  their  own  fault.  Why  have 
they  not  time ;  and  why  are  my  Lends 
so  overworked  ?  It  is  on  account  of  the 
far  too  great  centralization  of  work  of 
all  aorts  and  in  great  detail  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  thej  will  not  allow 
anybody  outside  to  do  any  work  at  all. 
There  is  a  Commander-in-Chief  at  Ports- 
mouth, another  at  Devonport,  and  an- 
other at  Sheemeas,  who  an  seoior 
usually  to  the  officers  in  the  Admiralty, 
and  often  have  been  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty themselves ;  but  such  is  the  pre- 
sent system  of  conducting  the  Service 
that  these  Commanders-in-Chief  have 
no  power  whatever,  and  have  to  refer 
everything  to  the  Admiralty.  It  aeema 
strange  that  when  a  man  gets  into  an 
office  he  ceaaes  to  be  the  same  naval 
officer  he  was  before ;  but,  somehow  or 
other,  when  a  naval  officer  gets  into  the 
Admiralty,  he  loses  all  hie  former  views, 
and,  believing  himself  omniscient,  he 
tries  to  be  omnipresent  and  ugnally 
£eu18.  I  well  remember  a  Commander- 
in-Chief  at  Fortsmoath  answering  my 
expression  of  surprise  that  he  could  not 
give  some  small  order  without  reference 
to  the  Admiralty  by  saying — "The 
Oommander-in- Chief  here  was  once  a 
great  man,  but  now  he  is  only  a  big 
midshipman."  LordBavensworth'sCom- 
mittee  came  to  the  conclusioa  that  it  ia 
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detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  Ser- 
vice that  so  much  technical  detail  should 
be  gone  into  at  the  Admiralty.  They 
Bay- 

*'  There  is  too  muoh  centralization  of  detail 
at  the  Admixalty  canuing  dels;  and  unsecesaary 
correspondenoe,  much  of  which  might  be  avoided 
if  a  larger  discretion  in  technical  and  minor 
matters  were  allowed  to  the  Dockyard  officers." 

If  more  discretion  were  allowed  to  tiie 
Commanders-in-Chief  I  believe thatmuoh 
labour  might  be  eared  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty.  I  will  add  the  hope  that  the 
Committee  nov  inquiring  into  the  Oivil 
Departments  will  also  inqnue  into  the 
Cinl  Departments  of  the  Admiralty — 
an  inquiry  which  was  desired  by  Ad- 
miral Hornby.  I  think  it  would  be 
-well  to  employ  some  naval  officers  in 
those  Civil  Departments,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  answers  to  Questions  which  are 
put  in  this  House  from  being  drawn  up 
by  civilians  who  do  not  know  the  mean- 
ing of  the  terms  they  write  down.  There 
is  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  technical 
information  in  the  lower  grades  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  a  great  saving  both  of 
money  and  time  would  be  effected  by 
employing  officws  on  half -pay  whose  pay 
and  pennons  have  at  present  to  be  pro- 
vided by  the  country.  I  am  certain  there 
are  half-pay  officers  whose  employment 
at  the  Admiralty  wonld  supply  that  tech- 
nical knowledge  the  lack  of  which  is  so 
often  di^htyed  by  civilians  receiving 
higher  pay  than  need  be  given  to  the 
naval  officers,  abeady  having  half-pay 
of  their  rank  and  prospective  pensions, 
and  who  would  be  glad  of  the  employ* 
ment.  I  have  only  one  other  point 
which  I  desire  to  bring  before  the  House, 
and  that  is  the  quesbon  of  naval  edu- 
cation. I  am  afraid  that  I  have  already 
trespassed  on  the  time  of  the  House ; 
but  my  excuse  must  be  that  this  is  the 
first  time  which  I  have  trespassed  upon 
its  indulgence.  I  had  ho^ed  that  hoo. 
Members  who  have  been  m  the  House 
Icmger  than  I  have  would  have  spoken 
uwrntluitBabjeot,  because  it  is  one  ol  ctm- 
aiaerable  dimculty.  The  last  Oommittee 
on  Naval  Education  summed  up  all  that 
has  been  done  on  the  subject  by  two  or 
three  former  Committees,  and  the  result 
at  which  one  arrives  from  reading  care- 
fally  through  the  evidence  is  that  naval 
officers  are  what  they  ought  to  be  in 
spite  of  the  system  of  education,  and 
not  on  account  of  it.  I  know  that  great 
aod  useful  changes  have  been  made  in 
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the  present  system  as  it  exists;  and  I 
hardly  like,  becaase  I  know  I  am  going 
against  the  opinion  of  many  officers 
who  are  better  judges  than  I  am — I 
hardly  like  to  say  I  am  absolutely  in 
favour  of  those  changes ;  but  I  should 
certainly  like  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  consider, 
among  the  improvements  he  desires  to 
introduce,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  do  away  with  the  Britanniu  altogether. 
I  feel  very  strongly  that  it  would  be 
better ;  and  that,  if  ve  wish  to  get  the 
very  best  material  for  the  Navy,  we 
should  take  that  material  from  the  great 
public  schools  of  England — say,  at  the 
age  of  15 — and  that  we  should  then  re- 
quire the  youths  so  selected  to  be  re- 
stricted to  an  exunination  in  what  is 
taught  at  the  schools,  while  special  sub- 
jects should  be  studied  afterwards.  Ad- 
miral Byder  says  cadets  should  be  mainly 
drawn  from  the  public  schools,  and  that 
the  subjects  of  examination  should  be 
those  taught  at  the  schools  and  no 
other,  and  he  rightly  lays  great  strength 
on  physical  qu^tiee.  I  am  sure  that 
if  uie  country  wants,  as  it  does  want, 
officers  with  nerve  sufficient  to  fight  the 
enormous  iron-dadsof  to-day  as  the  ships 
of  old  were  fought,  it  would  be  better  to 
select  youths  of  14  or  15  from  the  public 
schools.   Admiral  Hornby  says — 

"  I  object  to  competitive  examination  of  boys 
as  adverse  to  ^e  expansion  and  invigoration  of 
intellectual  faculties,  because,  to  succeed  in 
them,  a  boy  'hath  need  of  much  canning  to 
seem  to  know  that  he  doth  not.  If  the  entry 
is  bad  the  next  step  confirms  the  evil. 
They  are  set  to  work  far  above  their  trae 
capacity,  and  the  natural  result  is  made  mani- 
fest as  soon  aa  they  go  to  sea.  Nineteen  out 
of  twenty  who  go  to  sea  are  rqtorted  as  un- 
groundea,  and  the  Naval  Instructor  has  to 
begin  to  relay  that  proper  foundation,  which 
was  broken  when  the  boy  was  taken  from  his 
first  school,  and  have  to  be  taught  from  the 
point  which  was  broken  when  the  boy  was 
taken  from  his  first  school.'' 

I  am  afraid  that  this  is  the  case  with 
most  of  the  young  gentlemen  who  are 
now  sent  to  sea  from  the  Britannia.  I 
am  sure  that  if  we  take  a  boy  from  a 
public  school,  and  then  send  him  straight 
to  sea,  we  should  get  a  much  better  officer 
after  he  had  been  a  few  years  at  sea. 
We  should  then  bring  him  home  and 
send  him  to  the  Naval  College,  when  at 
an  age  to  understand  the  value  of  and 
necessity  for  serious  study,  and  that  his 
future  projects  would  depend  upon  the 
use  he  then  made  of  his  time  and  oppor- 
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tunities.  Admiral  Hornby— admittedly 
tiie  best  practical  taotioiem  ia  the  Service 
•^says  further — 

"  At  present  the  coantty  is  burdeoed  with  a 
heavy  expense,  and  the  parent  is  reheved  not 
only  from  that,  but  his  natural  roiponsibility  of 
tiatniog  his  son.  When  onoe  aooepted,  the 
training  of  these  youths  should  oommence  as  in 
the  Scandinavian  Navies — before  the  mast." 

I  believe  that  a  system  of  this  sort 
vould  be  far  preferable  to  the  present 
one,  and  in  this  opinion  I  am  strongly 
snppOTted  by  many  distinguished  naTfU 

omoers.   

Mb.  B.  W.  BXTFF  (Ban^ire)  sud, 
he  must  oongratniate  the  noUe  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  AdminUty  on  being  in  a 
position  to  fwk  for  decreased  Estimates 
Trith  increased  efficiency,  but  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  would  admit  that  the 
present  satisfactory  position  was  due 
Terr  mnch  to  the  fact  that  the  programme 
of  Lord  Northbrook  had  been  faithfully 
adhered  to.  He  was  glad  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  to  come  down  to  them 
for  those  large  Estimates  which  had 
pressed  upon  them  last  year,  and  he 
also  njoioed  that  he  had  not  found  it 
neoessaiy  to  ask  them  to  raise  money  by 
resorting  to  Tfflminable  Annuities.  The 
Kaval  Lovd  (Lord  Oharles  Beresford) 
last  year  told  the  House  that  £5,600,000 
were  neoessaiy  to  put  the  Navy  in  a 
Batistaotory  position ;  but  he  was  glad 
to  find  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  a  position 
of  responsibility,  did  not  feel  called 
upon  to  make  that  large  demand  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The 
reduction  was  mainly  due  to  the 
Shipbuilding  Vote ;  but  the  whole  re- 
duction was  very  considerable  and 
very  satisfactory.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, help  expressing  his  regret  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  allowed  something  of  a 
Party  character  to  enter  into  the  ver^ 
able  Statement  which  had  been  issued. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that— 

*'  In  the  period  between  1881  and  1885  every 
Naval  Power  in  Europe,  except  England,  had 
largely  increased  its  naval  expenditure." 

Tea ;  but  this  led  to  one  of  two  con* 
elusions — ^that  they  never  had  a  Navy 
at  all  before  1881,  or  else  that  it  was 
kept  up  until  1881  and  then  suddenly 
aUowed  to  run  down.  That  was  not 
correct,  as  the  noble  Lord  would  find 
if  he  carried  his  researches  bsyond  1881. 
The  foot  was  that  both  sides  had  their 
scares;  and  after  the  Conservative  scare 
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in  1877,  when  several  additional  ships 
were  added  to  theNavy,  titie  supply  of  new 
vessels  had  been  allowed  to  ran  down. 
From  the  years  1878-9  to  1880-1  inbln- 
aive,  the  expenditure  on  Totes  6  and  10 
averaged  £3,718,708.  The  then  suc- 
ceeding years  of  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment 1881-2  to  1883-4  showed  an  ave- 
rage on  these  Votes  of  £4,166,820 
—being  an  increase  of  £448,149.  He 
thought  those  figures  auffldentiy  dis- 

foved  the  allegation  in  the  noble  Lord's 
iord  Qeoi^  Hamilton's)  Statement, 
e  could  not  quite  accept  the  noble 
Lord's  statement  as  to  the  Ordnance 
Bepartment.  It  was  a  difficult  question. 
The  old  system  was  universslly  con- 
demned, but  it  was  difficult  to  decide 
on  the  plan  to  take  its  place.  He  vas 
quite  certain  th^  must  get  tiimr  own 
guns,  but  there  most  be  responsibility. 
The  Admiralty  ought  to  be  in  apomtion 
to  say  "  We  want  a  gun,"  and  then,  if  it 
bursts,  lay  their  hands  on  the  right 
man  and  tell  him — "  You  are  responsible 
for  this  gun,  and  you  must  go."  He 
should  be  very  glad,  therefore,  to  know 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
how  he  intended  to  carry  out  the  change 
he  contemplated,  and  also  what  was 
proposed  to  increase  the  facilities  for  the 
coaling  of  war  ships  at  the  home  ports, 
these  facilities  not  being  at  all  satis- 
factory at  the  present  time.  Witii 
regard  to  the  smpbuilding  policy,  he 
hoped  that  the  vessds  which  the 
Acuniraltiy  were  going  to  lay  down 
would  come  up  to  the  expected  speed, 
and  if  they  did,  tii^wonld  be  very 
satisflactory  veswls.  He  trusted,  ako, 
that  the  ptraonnet  of  the  Navy  would  not 
be  neglected.  The  Beport  to  which  he 
proposed  to  direct  attention  was  the 
result  of  the  deliberations  of  a  Oom- 
mittee  appointed  in  1885  by  Lord 
Northbrook's  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Dealing  with  the  Beport,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  dwell  upon  the 
competency  of  the  Committee  to  inresti- 
gate  the  subject  referred  to  tiiem, 
because  that  would  be  universally  ad- 
mitted ;  but  he  might  briefly  remind  the 
House  that  the  Chairman,  Admiral 
Luard,  added  to  his  other  professitmal 
qualifications  that  of  having  occupied 
for  a  considerable  time  the  xesponaiUe 
office  of  Freridwt  of  the  Bc^al  Naral 
College  at  Greenwich,  and  that  he  oon- 
seqnently  enjoyed  special  facilities  for 
tomdng  an  c^initm  <»i  the  working 
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of  our  piesoit  edoootional  qratem  by 
brought  in  ooiutani  contact  with 
young  offloera  at  a  time  when  they 
Itad  umost  completed  their  profeiuionai 
studies.  The  same  might  be  said  of  Mr. 
Niren,  who,  for  a  considerable  period, 
had  occupied,  with  great  advantage  to 
the  Service,  the  important  office  of  Di- 
rector of  Studies  at  the  College  at  Gh«en- 
wich.  Lord  Dalhousie,  aa  those  who 
were  in  the  House  in  1880  would  re- 
member by  the  able  speech  he  then 
made  on  the  subject,  had  long  given  his 
attention  to  this  question ;  and,  having 
served  for  two  ^ears  as  Commander  of 
the  Sritannia,  might  also  be  said  to  have 
had  special  op^iortunities  of  acquiring  a 
dear  insight  into  the  working  of  our 
existiog  educational  system.  If  Hem- 
bers  would  look  to  the  other  names  on 
tiie  OMnmittee,  it  would  be  admitted 
that  they  were  all  Gentlemen  well  quali- 
fied to  deal  with  the  subject  both  from  a 
naval  and  a  civilian  point  of  view.  The 
subject  dealt  with  in  the  Beport  was  by 
no  means  a  novel  one.  It  had  been  fre- 
qaently  discussed  in  this  House,  and  by 
competent  naval  authorities  elsewhere. 
He  would  best  constdt  the  oonvenience 
of  the  House  if  he  addressed  his  remarks 
principally  to  the  recommoidatione  con- 
tained in  the  concluding  chapter^  under 
head(f)— 

M  To  coEnider  and  offer  opinionfl  on  any  sog- 
gMtioni  for  the  impTovement  of  the  education 
of  executive  naval  officers." 

Tho  eridenee  before  the  Omnmittee  all 
tended  to  prove  that  the  Navy  of  to-day 
had  entirely  outgrown  our  qrstem  of 
training  young  officers ;  that  the  dhuiges 
we  bad  already  made  in  our  system  were 
not  commensurate  with  the  rapid  changes 
which  had  taken  pla(»  in  the  Navy,  and 
which  neoessitatM.  a  higher  and  more 
aoientifio  education — he  would  not  say 
than  we  had  aimed  at,  but  thanourofficers 
generally  had  hitherto  attained.  The 
two  main  defects  in  our  system  were — 
first,  that  we  entered  our  cadets  too 
young ;  and,  seocmdiy,  that  we  endea- 
wour«l  to  combine  school  work  with  the 
teaching  of  the  duties  of  our  officers — 
two  branches  of  education  wluoh,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Oommittee,  ought  to  be 
Icept  separate.  But  before  refening  to 
the  objection  to  the  early  age  of  entry 
mentioned  hy  the  Oommittee,  he  wished 
to  revert  to  meir  olfaction  to  the  present 
fljstem  of  nomination  to  oadetships.  At 
pwwnt  the  system  was  one  of  dose  nomi- 


nation snlgeot  to  a  limited  competition. 
If  the  present  system  was  to  oe  con- 
tinued, much  might  be  sud  in  favour  of 
the  existing  dismbution  of  patronage; 
but  if  the  age  of  entry  was  raised  it 
would  lead  to  a  much  better  system,  aa 
the  Admiralty  would  then  be  able  to 
open  the  Service  to  public  school  com- 
petition. On  this  the  Committee  re* 
marked— 

"That  the  ay  stem  of  nominatiui,  however 
admiisbly  worked,  limits  the  ohoioe  of  osndi- 
dates,  and  places  artificial  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  getting  into  the  Navy." 

He  did  not  think  that,  while  the  officers 
of  our  Army  and  the  Civil  Service  were 
selected  by  a  system  of  open  competition, 
the  counUy  would  be  satiafied  while  an 
equally  popidar  branch  of  the  Public 
Service  was  recruited  by  a  system  of 
nominatimi.  So  long  as  they  continued 
their  present  system  of  entering  boys 
between  12  and  IS^,  he  was  perfectly 
aware  that  open  competition  was  impos- 
sible. Competitive  examination  at  such 
an  age,  as  had  already  been  proved,  was 
no  test  of  fitness.  But  let  them  adopt 
the  recommendations  of  the  Oommittee 
— enter  their  cadets  at  the  age  of  1 5,  and 
throw  the  competition  open  to  the  public 
schools  of  the  country — and  they  would 
then  get  rid  of  the  difficulty— some  First 
Lordshadeveucalleditthe  "nuisance" — 
of  nominations,  and  they  would  have  a 
far  wider  field  from  which  to  draw  the 
material  for  their  future  naval  officers. 
Let  him  briefly  say  what  the  course  of  a 
young  officer's  training  was  from  the 
time  of  his  obtaining  his  cadetsbip  till 
he  became  a  snb^lientenant.  He  entered 
the  Britannia  between  12  and  13^,  the 
average  time  of  entry  was  13.  After 
two  years,  in  passing  out,  he  became  a 
midshipman,  in  which  capacity  he  had 
to  serve  five  years  in  a  sea-going  ship, 
unless  by  special  merit  he  had  gained 
time  in  passing  out  of  the  Britannia. 
He  was  then  examined  in  Bcamanship, 
and,  passing,  became  an  acting  sub- 
lieutenant, went  to  Greenwich  for  six 
months,  and  was  examined  in  naviga- 
tion, if  successful  joined  the  £xeelunt 
for  a  three  months*  course  of  gunnery 
and  torpedo  instruction,  f  oUowra  by  an 
examination,  and  then  a  two  months* 
course  of  pilotage,  also  followed  by  an 
examination,  completed  the  officer's  edu- 
cation for  a  lienteauit's  commission.  It 
would  thus  be  seen  that  the  compulsoiy 
course  of  study  was  &om  seven  to  eight 


Digitized  by 


{OOHHONS}  ^pmiilun.  640 


years.  Under  favourable  conditionB  this 
should  be  a  long  enough,  period  to  give 
us  efficiently  educated  officers.  But,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  this  object 
was  not  attained-  One  of  the  chief  causes 
of  failure  was  the  early  entry.  On  this 
point  there  seemed  to  be  a  general  con- 
sensus of  opinion,  even  among  those  who 
did  not  c^ee  with  all  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee.  Mr.  Aldous, 
Chief  InBtruotor  of  the  Britannia,  said — 

*'  AftOT  the  rash  through  various  subjeeta,  hj 
vhioh  a  eoitaia  standard  is  attained,  I  do  not 
think  it  possible  that  any  but  the  most  extra- 
ordioary  yoang  minds  could  have  so  learnt  the 
subjocts  ai  to  retain  them  for  futuro  use.  Two 
oouditions  are  le^nirad  to  produce  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  this  course  of  study— advanced 
age  in  the  p»^  when  entered  and  a  longer  time 
under  instruction." 

If  hon.  Members  would  loot  at  t^e  ex- 
amination required  both  for  entering 
and  passing  out  of  the  Britannia^  given 
by  Mr.  Al  douB,  they  would  see  that  the 
standard,  especially  in  mathematics, 
was  a  very  high  one  indeed  for  boys  at 
the  ages  of  13  and  15  respectively.  But 
the  opinion  expressed  by  M>.  Aldous 
was  entirely  confirmed  by  the  evidence 
of  the  young  officers  themselves.  Lieu- 
tenant Wileoa  told  the  Committee— 

"  That  it  is  the  general  opinion  of  the  Service 
that  a  cadet,  on  leaving  the  Britannia,  passes  a 
better  examination  than  a  sub-lieutenant  enter- 
ing Gienwioh." 

A  statement  confirmed  by  the  evidmoe 
of  Lieutwants  Barney  and  EranThomas. 
He  would  ask  the  House  for  a  moment 
to  consider  the  real  significance  of  the 
opinion  he  had  quoted — that  a  young 
offlcer,  on  going  to  Greenwich,  knew 
less  than  one  passing  out  of  the  Bri- 
tannia. It  was  the  severest  possible  con- 
demnation of  the  present  system,  be- 
cause it  showed  that  the  most  important 
years  for  educational  purposes  —  the 
years  from  15  to  19  or  20 — had  been 
completely  wasted  for  all  purposes  of 
scientific  eduoatton ;  while,  at  the  same 
time,  owing  to  the  altered  conditions  of 
the  Service,  there  had  been  no  advance 
in  purely  professional  education  which 
would  in  any  decree  compensate  for  the 
loss  in  soientifio  knowledge,  and  this  at 
a  time  when  it  was  universally  admitted 
that  science  in  alm<»t  evscy  branch  was 
revolutionizing  our  Navy.  Ten  sub- 
lieutenants ont  of  24  recently  failed  at 
Ghreenwioh.  Now,  the  early  entry  had 
an  important  bearing  on  diis  point,  as 
it  was  maintained  by  the  Committee 

Mr.  S,  W.  Thtf 


that  if  boys  entered  the  Navy  at  a  later 
age,  when  they  had  been  weU  grounded 
in  general  education,  they  would  be  far 
better  able,  in  after  years,  to  retain  the 
learning  they  received  on  board  the 
Britannia  than  they  were  now.  He 
wished  now  to  refer  briefly  to  the  second 
main  objection  he  had  mentioned — 
namely,  the  attempt  to  combine  school 
work  with  the  teaching  of  our  oMoea. 
The  Committee  said — 

"  Each  part  of  a  naval  offioar^s  favining  oi^jfat 
to  be  given  him  nnder  the  most  favoitrable  cir- 
cumatancas  possible,  in  order  that  when  then 
is  so  much  to  learn  there  may  be  no  want  <A 
force  in  learning  it.  Hence  suiool  work  should 
be  got  over  on  shore,  and  seamanship  and  the 
detailed  duties  of  our  officer*  learnt  afloat  It 
would  be  aa  sreet  a  waate  ot  power  to  attempt 
to  teadi  pracuoal  seamanship  to  scdiool  bojrs  oa 
shOTO  as  it  is  to  teach  elementary  nuthematics 
to  offioers  afloat,  and  for  %ho  same  reason.'* 

However  desirable  it  might  have  been 
in  past  times  to    combine   the  two 
branches  of  education,  in  the  present 
day  it  was  impossible — first,  because 
the  scholastic  education  required  was  for 
more  scientific ;  and,  secondly,  because 
there  was  not  the  same  means  of  ac- 
quiring seamanship  and  general  pro- 
fessional  knowledge  while  serving  afloat 
as  there  was  30  or  even  20  years  ago. 
Sailing  vessels,  especially  small  craft, 
where  midshipmen  frequently  psErformed 
the  duties  intrusted  to  lieutenants  in 
Urger  vessels,  were  very  much  reduced 
in  number ;  oonsequentiy  the  same  op- 
portunities were  not  now  afforded  to 
midshipmen  as  formerly,  when  they 
often  had  charge  of  a  watch,  and  were 
sent  away  for  weeks  together  in  charge 
of  boats  while  suppressing  the  Slave 
Trade.   All  these  duties,  as,  he  might 
say,  he  knew  from  personal  experience, 
30  years  ago  gave  a  young  officer  a  sense 
of  responsibility.    It  gave  him  self* 
reliance  and  that  readiness  of  decision 
so  essential  to  a  naval  officer  at  a  mudi 
earlier  a^e  than  those  qualities  wwe  to 
be  acquired   by  a  middupman,  the 
greater  portion  of  whose  time  was  now 
spent  on  board  an  iron-clad,  oftag.^ 
harbour.   But,  concurrently  with  losing 
many  opportunities  of  acquiring  sea- 
manship and  general  professional  know- 
ledge from  actual  service  afloat,  thero 
came  greater  demands  on  the  officer's 
soientifio  knowledge.    The  Committee 
reminded  us  that  we  were  not  living  in, 
an  age  when  we  could  say,  as  Nelsoa 
could,  that  the  only  branohea  of  know- 
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ledge  iadispenBable  to  an  officer  were 
that  he  should  dance  and  speak 
French;  all  the  rest  would  come  by 
instinct."  Steam,  iron-dads,  improved 
artillery,  torpedoes,  electricity,  and  com- 
plicated madiinery  of  every  description 
liad  sprung  up  since  those  times.  "iSx. 
Tims,  Naral  Instriuttor,  gave  us  some 
of  his  experiences.  Speaking  of  the 
time  the  midshipmen  had  for  work,  he 
said — 

"  I  ooofidftr  13  hours  a- week  a  good  average  ; 
ovioff  to  many  intarruptionB  it  was  often  much 
leei." 

Then,  as  to  the  conditions  under  which 
the  instruction  had  to  be  i^ven,  Mr. 
Tims  went  on  to  say— 

**The  great  difficulty  the  Kaval  Itutmetor 
has  to  oontend  with  ia  the  want  of  a  soitable 
place  for  itady.  Sometime*  the  captain  will 
allow  the  aae  of  his  cabin;  then  mattsn  go 
comparatively  well.  The  only  obstacles  to  study 
are  aea-sickneH,  heat,  cold,  and  the  thumpiDR 
of  the  sonw.  Bat  when  rdagated  to  the  half- 
deck  the  MdHwl  ia  held  at  a  very  inieonre  taUe. 
in  a  place  about  as  private  as  an  nndeiground 
railway  station.  All  noieea  and  smella  to  which 
the  ship  is  liable  seem  to  be  concentrated  round 
that  table.  '.  .  .  .1  have  a  very  lively 
recollection  of  the  torpedoes  being  charged 
with  compressed  air  just  ahead  of  oar  school, 
so  that  the  copper  tube  fmn  the  sir  pamp  was 
led  .under  our  table  among  oar  feet.  Undaor 
nieh  dreonutanoea  privacy  u  impoirible." 

In  no  Navy  hot  our  own  was  there  an 
attempt  to  combine  the  school  teaching 
with  Hie  professional  duties  of  an  officer. 
Let  him  now  turn  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  suggested  to  re- 
move some  of  the  defects.  First,  with 
regard  to  admission  to  the  Service,  they 
recommended  that  onr  future  navu 
officers  be  drawn  from  the  public  schools 
of  the  conn  try ;  that  a  first  selection  of 
candidates  si  about  the  age  of  15  be 
made  by  means  of  tiie  examination  for 
lower  oerfcificateB  conducted  by  the  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  Sdiool  Examination 
Board ;  that  the  selected  candidates  be 
then  specially  educated ;  that  at  the  age 
of  16  they  be  again  examined  by  Civil 
Service  Commissioners ;  that  the  final 
selection  be  determined  by  adding  the 
marks  gained  at  the  first  examination 
to  those  obtained  at  the  second ;  that  the 
successful  candidates  be  appointed  as 
cadets  to  the  Britannia  for  one  year; 
that  the  Britannia  be  moored  in  the 
Solent  in  the  vicinity  of  Portsmouth, 
and  that  training  brigs  and  one  steamer 
be  attached  to  her ;  that  at  the  age  of 
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17  the  cadets  join  a  sea-gtnng  ship  as 
midshipmen  for  three  years ;  that  theo- 
retical instruction  now  cease  to  be  com- 
pulsory and  be  distinctly  of  a  professional 
and  practical  character ;  that  at  the  age 
of  20  or  21  the  midshipman,  on  passing 
in  seamanship,  become  an  acting  sub- 
lieutenant, and  go  to  Greenwich  and  to 
the  JSgeelttnt  much  as  at  present.  Our 
offi,cer8,  in  point  of  scientific  education, 
were  far  behind  the  best  educated 
officers  in  Foreign  Navies.  That  might 
seem  a  strong  statement  to  make,  but  it 
was  one  which  was  fully  supported  by 
the  evidence  of  Captains  Kane  and 
Nicholson  before  the  Committee.  These 
officers  had  held  appointments  as  naval 
ttttaeMi,  and  had,  therefore,  had  the 
best  possible  opportunities  of  forming 
an  opinion  of  uie  relative  merits  of  our 
own  and  foreign  officers.  Captain  Kane 
MoA — 

' '  In  certain  of  the  Foreign  Navies  the  officers . 
from  20  to  30 — tiiat  is,  the  sub-lieuteaanta  and 
the  lieutenants— are  better  educate^  and,  I 
think,  are  better  officers,  taking  them  ful  round, 
than  ours  are.  Do  you  think  tbey  are  more 
efficient  as  officers.P— Yes ;  I  think  they  are 
more  efficient  as  officera^tbat  is  to  say,  in  cer- 
tain Kavies." 

While  Captain  Nicholson  oharaoteiizes 
the  state  of  education  in  the  Navy  as 
"deplorable,"  Professor  Soley,  in  his 
Beport  to  the  Secretary  of  the  United 
States  Navy,  said — 

"  The  high  soientifio  and  profesuonal  attain- 
ments of  many  English  naval  officers  are  not  in 
consequence  but  in  spite  of  their  early  edooa- 
tion." 

A  perusal  of  the  evidence  ^ven  by 
the  lieutenants  before  the  Committee 
certainly  justified  Professor  Soley's  opi- 
nion, fbr  the  system  of  education  was, 
perhaps,  more  strongly  condemned  by 
them  than  by  any  other  witnesses.  He 
could  not,  however,  re&ain  from  remind- 
ing the  House  of  the  gallant  manner  in 
which  those  officers  performed  their 
duties  while  employed  with  the  Naval 
Brigade  during  the  Egyptian  Campaign. 
He  was  sure  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
his  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
who  himself  took  such  an  active  and 
honourable  part  in  those  engagements, 
would  bear  nim  out  when  he  said  that 
the  rate  of  mortality  among  the  officers 
of  the  Naval  Brigade  was  enormously 
high,  and  that  this  was  due  to  the  lieu- 
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tenants  sticking  to  their  guns  against 
overwhelming  odds,  and  that  the  manner 
in  whidi  they  died  at  th^r  posts  was 
the  best  evidence  that  in  their  fighting 
qualiUes  the  rising  generation  of  officers 
were  well  qualified  to  maintain  the  re- 
putation of  the  Service.  There  was  an- 
other point  bearing  on  the  p;eneral  re- 
commendations  of  me  Committee  which 
the  Admiralty  would  not  be  able  to  over- 
look— namely,  that  many  of  the  vessels 
they  were  now  building,  such  as  the 
fast  cruisers,  as  noticed  in  Captain 
Nicholson's  evidence,  had  no  accommo- 
dation for  midshipmen  ;  and  they  must, 
^erefore,  of  necessity  be  educated  else- 
where. The  Service  would  gain  by  this 
change,  for  the  duties  miduipmen  had 
frequently  to  perform  were  little  use  to 
them  as  an  education.  Those  duties 
were  chiefly  oonfined  to  keeping  watch, 
often  walking  the  deck  in  harbour,  to 
■enng  the  decks  swept,  to  speaking 
down  tubes,  and  to  seeing  the  ashes 
thrown  overboard.  It  seem^  absurd  to 
sacrifice  an  acquirement  in  scientific 
knowledge  for  the  performance  of  trivial 
duties  which  could  be  equally  well  per- 
formed by  petty  officers.  Exception  had 
been  taken  by  some  high  naval  autho- 
rities to  the  recommendations  of  the  Be- 
port  on  the  ground  that  too  much  of  the 
young  offiijers*  time  would  be  taken  up 
by  study,  and  that  their  practical  edn- 
oation  in  seamanship  was  going  to  be 
sacrificed  to  mathematics;  but  with 
training  ships  attached  to  the  Britannia^ 
and  with  three  years  afloat  after  the 
age  of  17,  he  thought  there  would  be 
ample  time  to  learn  seamanship.  Lien- 
tenant  Oedl  Bumey,  in  his  Paper  given 
in  Appendix  3,  pointed  out  that  the  age 
for  entry  of  boys  in  our  training  ships 
was  between  15  and  16}.  Surely,  if 
this  were  considered  young  enough  to 
commence  the  training  of  our  future  sea- 
men, who  would  not  be  drafted  into 
regular  sea-going  ships  till  they  were 
lu  or  20,  and  then  have  practical  sea- 
manship to  learu,  17  was  not  too  late  to 
send  our  future  officers  regularly  to  sea. 
Another  objection  had  been  taken  on  the 
ground  that  the  age  was  too  advanced 
to  obtain  candidates,  and  that  when  ob- 
tained they  would  not  take  to  a  sea  life. 
But  on  these  grounds  the  Committee 
entertained  no  apprehenuona.  They 
pointed  out  that  b^  now  entered  die 
Navy  at  an   age  when  they  were 
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quite  incompetent  to  select  a  pntfeerion 
ior  themselves — ^Uiat  many,  when  so  en- 
tered, fonnd  ont  when  it  was  too  late 
&at  Nature  never  intended  them  for 
naval  offieers.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
were  many  boys  well  qualified  for  a  sea 
life  who  at  the  age  of  14  were  prevented 
from  joining  the  Navy  because  they  were 
too  old.  The  Committee  were  satisfied 
that  whatever  might  be  lost  by  post- 
poning the  age  of  entry  would  be  more 
than  compensated  for  by  securing  in- 
creased iotelligence,  and  they  were  con- 
fident that  the  popularity  of  the  Navy 
as  a  profession  would  secure  an  ample 
number  of  candidates  from  our  public 
schools.  They  reminded  them  that  when 
sea  life  was  far  rougher  than  it  was  now 
many  offiows  went  to  sea  at  a  more  ad- 
vanced age  than  they  now  did,  and  be- 
came excellent  officers.  Feihaps  the 
most  oonspiouous  illustration  of  the  suc- 
cess of  a  late  entir  into  the  Navy  was 
to  be  found  in  that  of  the  first  Flae 
officer  he  served  under— the  lato  Ijora 
Bundonald  —  the  brilliancy  of  whoee 
naval  career  he  believed  stood  seoond 
alone  to  that  of  Nelson.  Tet  we  were 
told  by  Lord  Dundonald  in  the  Auto- 
biography  of  a  Seaman  that  he  originally 
entered  the  Army,  and  did  not  go  to  sea 
till  he  was  17}  years  old.  Yet  so  im- 
pressed was  Lord  Dundonald  of  the  im- 
portance of  education  for  the  due  per- 
formance of  the  duties  of  a  naval  officer, 
that  we  found  him.  eight  years  after  he 
had  entered  the  Navy,  employing  hia 
time  while  on  haU-pay^  by  studying  at 
the  Edinburgh  University,  whM«,  along 
with  the  late  Lord  Falraemton  and  a 
brilliant  group  of  men  who  subsequently 
became  famous  as  statesmen  and  men 
of  letters,  he  was  a  student  of  Dugald 
Stewart's.  He  thought  the  critics  of  the 
Committee's  Report  would  do  well  to 
bear  this  illustration  in  mind  before 
condemning  the  recommendations  aa 
pedantic.  Sefore  bringing  his  remarka 
to  a  close  he  desired  to  say  a  word  on  a 
subject  constantly  referrod  to  by  Uie 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Commit- 
tee— namely,  the  desirability  of  continu- 
ing the  Britannia  at  all.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  a  College  on  dune  at 
some  naval  port,  with  tnining  vessela 
attached,  would  be  far  preferable  to  thin 
old  bulk.  It  would,  undoubtedly,  be 
healthier  in  every  way.  It  would  give 
greater  liunlitaea  both  for  study  and  for 
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obtaining  exerciae.  That  was  the  opinion 
of  Captain  Bo wden- Smith,  the  captain 
of  the  SritaitHia,  and  Mr.  Aldous,  the 
Chief  Tnstructor,  and  of  most  of  the  other 
vitoessefl.  The  idea  when  the  Britannia 
was  CBtablished  was  that  it  was  desirable 
to  accustom  cadets  as  early  as  possible 
to  a  sea  life.  But  he  bad  always  failed 
to  understand  how  sea  life  was  to  be 
acquired  on  board  an  old  hulk  moored 
head  and  stern,  and  with  no  rigging  but 
an  old  jury  mast.  He  considered  the 
system  pursued  &t  Gtreenwioh  School, 
where  many  of  onr  future  seamen  were 
educated — although,  of  course,  the 
standard  of  education  was  much  lower 
— to  be  healthier  and  better  in  many 
respects  than  that  on  board  the  Jiri- 
iannia.  But  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  this  question  was  decided 
by  the  Admiralty  more  than  12  years 
^;o,  when  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  an- 
nounced, in  introducing  the  Estimates, 
his  intention  of  abolishing  the  Britannia 
and  substituting  for  her  a  College  on 
afaore.  That  step  was  approved  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Ijefevre),  who  held  the 
Office  of  Se(»etaiy  to  the  Admiralty  in 
tiie  Qorenunent  which  preceded  Mr. 
Ward  Hunt's,  and  who  told  the  House 
that  it  was  tiie  intention  of  the  First 
Iiord  of  the  Admiralty  (the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  to  abolish 
the  Britannia  had  he  remained  at  the 
Admiralty.  He  hoped  that  in  his  pre- 
sent Office  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
assist  in  carrying  out  this  necessary  re- 
form. It  only  remained  for  him  to 
assure  hon.  Members  that  he  bad  only 
been  induced  to  trespass  on  their  patience 
because  he  was  deeply  impressed  with 
the  importance  of  tiie  subject  alike  to 
the  Naval  Service  and  to  the  country. 
It  was  also  a  subject  of  deep  interest  to 
aapirants  for  naval  cadetships,  as  well  as 
to  their  patents  and  relatives.  On  these 
gnmnds  ne  thought  he  was  entitied  to 
claim  for  it  some  share  of  public  atten- 
tion. CHtere  was  abundant  evidenw  that 
at  no  previous  period  of  our  history  had 
the  country  been  more  deeply  impressed 
than  it  now  was  with  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  unimpaired  the  efficiency  of 
our  Navy.  It  was  because  be  believed 
that  on  the  early  solution  of  this  ques- 
tion in  the  manner  indicated  by  the  Com- 
mittee's Beport  much  of  that  efficiency 
nltimstely  depended  that  he  had  ven- 


tured to  trouble  the  House  with  these 
observations. 

Abmibal  field  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
said,  he  was  desirous  to  add  his  humble 
meed  of  praise  to  the  thanks  already 
accorded  to  the  noble  hord  the  First  Lord 
of  tlie  Admiralty  (Lord  Qeorge  Hamil- 
ton) for  his  labours  in  the  re-organization 
of  the  Department  and  for  the  changes 
he  had  brought  about.  Still,  he  was 
constrained  by  a  sense  of  public  duty  to 
criticize  in  some  degree  the  acts  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  of  some  of  his  Predeces- 
sors. He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for 
the  answer  fdven  to  his  Question  about 
the  want  dock  accommodation  at 
Bombay,  and  he  hoped  that  that  serious 
want  would  soon  be  supplied.  It  was  a 
public  scandal  that  the  Indian  Qovern- 
ment  and  tbo  Home  Government  should 
have  a  petty  squabble  as  to  which  of 
them  should  pay  for  this  work,  which 
was  so  greatly  needed.  He  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  there  was  no  dock 
in  which  ships  could  be  repaired  nearer 
than  Malta,  a  distance  of  4,000  miles 
from  that  part  of  India.  While  at  Bom- 
bay a  few  years  ago  he  had  closely 
examined  this  question,  and  all  he  could 
say  was  that  it  was  a  shame  the  work 
should  have  remained  so  long  unexe- 
cuted. He  also  hoped  that  certain 
rumours  which  he  had  heard  respecting 
the  non-completion  of  HaulbowlineDook 
at  Queenstown  were  not  correct,  for  he 
was  sure  that  naval  men  earnestly  de- 
sired that  that  dock  should  be  completed. 
Indeed,  the  work  should  have  been  car- 
ried out  long  ago.  He  could  not  pass 
by  one  or  two  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Duff). 
He  thought  the  contests  between  the 
two  Front  Benches  about  expenditure 
for  naval  and  military  requirements 
were  very  trivial  indeed.  The  country 
did  not  complain  about  the  amount  of 
the  money,  but  only  wanted  to  get  tho 
money's  worth  for  the  money  which  was 
spent.  He  noticed  that  one  or  two  hon. 
jMembers  had  argued  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  tho  Britannia  training  ship. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  its  abolition,  and  the  substi- 
tution of  a  Naval  College  in  its  place  ; 
aud  he  was  also  opposed  to  open  com- 
petition for  the  Navy,  as  the  present 
Bvstem  of  competition  of  three  candidates 
for  each  vacancy  was  very  good  and  use- 
ful; therefore,  when  it  was  found  that 
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xuiTal  men  in  tbat  Home  were  divided 
on  those  burning  qnesttons,  he  hoped 
the  Admiralty  would  take  its  own  fine 
and  come  to  a  compromise.  In  his 
opinion,  the  Memorandum  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on  the  state 
of  the  Navy  ought  to  be  supple- 
mented by  a  Beport  from  each  Naval 
Lord  who  was  placed  in  charge  of  a 
particular  Department.  At  preeeot  the 
Naval  Lords  were  unable  to  make  known 
to  the  public  what  their  opinions  were. 
If  the  present  First  Naval  Lord,  who 
WM  responsible  for  the  penonnel  of  the 
Navy  and  partly  for  the  matirisl,  were  to 
make  a  Beport  and  tell  all  he  knew,  the 
eyes  of  the  oonnkiy  would  be  opened,  and 
salutary  chants  would  soon  be  effected. 
Under  the  existing  system  the  Naval 
Lords  were  muzEled,  and  compelled  to 
confine  their  opinions  within  the  four 
walls  of  the  Admiralty.  In  1884,  at  the 
time  of  the  Bussian  scare,  the  condition 
of  the  Navy  was  such  that  naval  men 
were  really  alarmed.  He  appealed  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone,  the  Junior  Naval  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) — 
as  a  young  naval  officer — to  say  whether 
he  wae  satisfied  that  England  could  have 
entered  into  l^at  contest  and  come  oat  of 
it  BatisfactOTiiy ;  and  if  be  did  not  share 
the  doubts  so  freely  expressed  by  older 
ones  ?  The  great  evil  in  this  country 
was  the  want  of  continuity  in  naval 
administration  and  ^lioy.  First  Xjotda 
went  in  and  out  with  one  nde  or  the 
othoTf  and  there  was  no  continuity  or 
system  in  our  naval  poli<^.  Why.  on  a 
change  of  Ministry,  should  Naval  Lords 
be  sent  about  their  bustnessi  perhaps 
justwhen  they  werebecomiog  accustomed 
to  their  work  7  The  Board  of  Admiralty 
was  undermanned  in  respect  of  Naval 
Lords.  It  was  still  short  by  one  Naval 
Lord  of  the  number  which  Sir  James 
Gtraham,  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  and 
other  distinguished  men  thought  the 
right  one,  although  the  requirements  of 
the  Service  were  now  much  greater  than 
they  were  in  the  Duke  of  Somerset's  time. 
Every  Naval  Lord  was  now  greatly  over- 
worked. This  accounted  in  a  measure 
for  the  blunders  that  had  been  com- 
mitted. A  First  Naval  Ijord,  he  had 
heard,  used  to  take  afileof  papers  home 
from  the  Office  and  study  them  until  1 
o'clock  in  the  morniDg.  It  was  true 
that  an  improvement  had  now  been  in- 
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trodnoed  by  the  institution  of  a  strrag 
Intelligence  Department.  The  Bmrd 
would  heno^orth  be  compelled  to 
think  out  a  naval  poli<^  and  to  form 
plane  of  campaign--[j?0ffM  £uU  CAmti] 
— good  plans  of  the  right  sort — be 
hoped,  not  bad  ones — with  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  of  hon.  QenUemen  oppo- 
site he  had  no  sympathy.  The  First 
and  Second  Sea  Lords  ought  each  to 
have  the  assistance  of  a  Post  Captain  ss 
secretary.  In  France,  Germany,  end 
Bussia  a  rale  of  that  kind  prevailed. 
Fifty  to  60  naval  officers  were  employed 
at  the  French  Admiralty,  whilst  our 
Service  was  starved  for  want  of  technical 
skill  and  intelligence.  He  regretted  the 
re-constitution  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
in  1869  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohilders).  He  had  nothing  but  re^»ect 
tor  t^e  ability  and  strong  will  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  though,  at  the 
same  time,  he  deplored  the  results  of 
that  strong  will.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  always  follow  up  bis 
own  opinions.  Before  he  left  Office  be 
told  Sir  Sydney  Dacres  that  the  first 
thing  which  ought  to  be  done  in  certain 
events  was  to  appoint  another  Naval 
Lord ;  but  he  did  not  do  it.  However, 
his  Successor  did,  and,  so  far,  there  was 
somethiog  gained,  though  still  the  exe- 
cutive authority  shouldbestrengUiened; 
whereas,  by  the  unhappy  Order  in 
Council  of  1869,  it  had  been  greatly 
weakened ;  before  that  date  it  was  exer- 
cised by  nx  Lords  and  a  OontroUer,  but 
einoe  then  by  only  four  Lords  and  a 
Controller,  until  1872,  when  it  was 
augmented  to  five  Lords  and  a  CJon- 
troller.  There  was,  moreover,  thie  fur- 
ther drawback— that  the  Naval  Lords 
were  not  respoosible  as  formerly.  The 
Board,  whose  history  dated  back  to  tb« 
time  of  Henry  YI,,  was  re -constituted 
under  an  Act  passed  in  the  Beign  of 
William  and  Mary,  1690,  end  being  thus 
constituted  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  it 
ought  not  to  have  been  made  to  undergo 
chuige  by  the  operation  of  an  Ordw  in 
Council.  What  l^e  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  do  direouy  he  ought  not 
to  have  done  indirectly.  The  then  ex- 
isting Board  of  Admirally  was  practi- 
cally abdiehed  by  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man in  1869,  and  the  First  Sea  Lord  was 
reduced  to  the  position  of  little  better 
than  a  chief  clerk's.  This  ohan^  wss 
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in  opposition  to  tlie  views  expressed  by 
more  than  one  Parliamentary  Commit- 
tee, and  notably  to  the  views  of  Sir 
James  Graham  —  the  creator  of  the 
Soard  of  Admiralty  as  it  was  known 
before  1869 — who  said,  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  tiie  House  of  Lords  in 
1872— 

"It  is  my  opinion  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty  never  coidd  work,  unless  the  First  Lord 
were  rapreme,  and  does  exercise  eontroUis^ 
aathOTity  ....  I  have  made  it  my  study  to 
xn^e  myself  maater  of  the  origin  of  the  power 
ezer^sed  by  the  First  Lord  at  the  Board,  the 
constitution  of  the  Board,  its  powers,  and  its 
legal  origin  ;  the  more  I  have  investigated  the 
matter  Uie  more  I  am  satisfied  that,  like  the 
Common  Law  in  aid  of  the  Statute  Iaw,  the 
power  exeidied  hy  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and 
the  different  Members  of  it  rests  more  upon 
usage  Uian  upon  the  Patents— uninterrupted 
usage  from  a  very  early  period ;  and,  my  convic- 
tion being  such  as  I  have  stated,  I  am  led  to 
view  wiu  increased  apprehennon  any  great 
change  that  will  sapersede  that  usage  and  pre- 

Bcription  I  am  tii  opinion  that  there 

willbe  great  danger  in  attempting  to  touch  the 

Patents  r  infinitely  prefsr,  therefore, 

upon  the  whole,  the  maintenance  of  the  exist- 
ing Patents  in  concnrreaoe  with  the  ertabliEhed 
usage  of  eentories." 

His  complaint  was  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  was  no  Kaval  Board  really 
acting  as  a  Board  of  Admiralty.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Soutii  Edinburgh  abolished  it  when  he 
introdnced  his  Order  in  Council.  There 
-was  no  reason  for  abolishing  it  except 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  will.  They 
admired  men  of  strong  will  in  the  Navy. 
He  admired  a  man  with  a  strong  back- 
in  the  Navy  they  did  not  care  much  for 
weak  or  limp  men — but  whereas  in  the 
:^aT7  a  man  before  he  could  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  any  harm  had  to  pass  through 
20  years'  training,  a  politician  could  go  to 
the  Admiralty  perfectly  raw,  and  ii  he 
trere  a  strong  man  of  resolute  will  he 
was  like  a  oertun  animal  in  a  china 
shop.  He  diallensed  the  noble  Lord 
the  Ifember  for  llarylebone  to  deny 
that  he  was  speaking  the  sentiments  of 
the  Navy.  The  Naval  Lords  should  be 
administrators  de  facto  as  well  as  dejure, 
or  else  they  should  abolish  them  alto- 
gether and  rule  the  Navy  entirely  by 
civilians.  AU  they  asked  in  the  Navy 
was  that  there  should  be  a  little  modesty 
on  the  part  of  those  distinguished  men 
who  came  to  rule  over  them,  and  who 
were  ignorant  of  the  feelings,  the  tra- 
dittonSf  and  he  fiMved  BometimeB  eren 


of  the  history  of  the  Service.  lie 
(Admiral  Field)  would  refer  to  the  evi- 
dence of  Sir  Spencer  Eobinson  to  show 
that  under  the  existing  system  the  naval 
element  was  not  sufficiently  represented 
on  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  that 
under  former  systems  matters  were 
better  conducted.  If  each  Sea  Lord  or 
Head  of  a  Division  of  the  Admiralty 
were  obliged  to  make  a  Beport,  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  publio  would  see  what  the 
Naval  Lords  thousht  ought  to  be  done, 
and  he  thought  that  the  House  would 
then  insist  on  the  requirements  of  the 
Navy  being  met.  They  had  irresponsi- 
bility now,  because  that  odious  Order  in 
Council  had  made  tho  Sea  Lords  respon- 
sible only  to  the  First  Lord.  That 
Order  ought  to  be  withdrawn,  and  the 
naval  business  of  the  country  con- 
ducted upon  the  system  under  which 
our  great  naval  battles  ^ere  fought 
and  won.  What  gave  force  and  validity 
to  the  orders  emanating  from  the  Ad- 
miralty was  the  fact  that  they  WBre 
supposed  to  embody  the  views  of  distin- 
guished naval  men,  and  not  the  views  of 
a  civilian  First  Lord.  Naval  men  be- 
lieved that  in  time  of  war  the  present 
system  would  break  down  and  end  in 
disaster.  The  Naval  Lords  ought  to  be 
made  responsible  for  their  own  work, 
not  to  the  First  Lord,  as  to  their  master, 
but  to  the  House  and  the  country.  The 
First  Lord  was  supreme,  and  they 
did  not  deny  that ;  but,  in  the  name  of 
alt  that  was  fair  and  just,  they  ought 
not  to  be  treated  in  this  way  by  am- 
bitious politicians.  The  Chairman  of 
Committees  some  time  ago  said — 
"  When  men  enter  this  House  they 
ought  to  try  and  imbibe  something  of 
its  Parliamentary  spirit."  He  would 
say  when^Ciyil  First  Lords,  knowing 
nothing  of  the  Service,  were  made  the 
nominal  head  of  it,  they,  too,  might  try 
and  drink  in  something  of  the  naval 
spirit.  The  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  when  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, said  that  whoever  was  at  the 
head  of  that  Department  ought  to  try 
and  carry  the  naval  opinion  with  him, 
and  he  did  so,  and  the  Service  honoured 
him  for  it.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
SouthEdinburghhadabolished  the  office 
of  Storekeeper  of  the  Dockyards ;  but  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
felt  bound  to  restore  that  ofiOoe.  KM. 
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right  hon.  Member  for  South  Ediobnrgh 
had  abolished  the  office  of  Captain  of 
Steam  Beserre  at  Sheemesa  Dockyard, 
and  shortly  aftervarda  the  Mtgara  was 
lost.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  restored 
that  office,  and  hnd  also  felt  bound 
to  replace  the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whom  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  had  swept  away. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
reversed  many  other  steps  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  had 
taken.  But  he  supposed  that  he  aid  not 
like  to  hit  his  Predecessor  too  bard,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  withdraw  the  Order 
in  OouDcil  of  1869,  but  modified  it  by 
that  of  1872.  He  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  did  not  desire  in  any  way 
to  supersede  or  to  interfere  with  the 
authority  of  the  First  Lord.  All  he 
aaked  was  that  there  should  be  suffi- 
cient naval  men  at  the  Board  to  give 
the  assistance  and  advice  which  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  if  the  Navy  was  to  be 
maintained  in  a  continuous  state  of  effi- 
ciency. The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
knew  the  feeling  of  the  Navy  upon  this 
question  as  well  as  any  men ;  and  he 
said  if  his  brother  officers  were  worthy 
to  be  Naval  Lords  let  them  be  Naval 
Lords  facto^  and  if  they  were  not 
worthy  let  them  be  turned  out  altogether. 
There  were  no  men  in  the  country  more 
capable  or  more  loyal  to  authority 
than  naval  men.  Sir  James  Graham 
said  naval  officers  were  the  very 
best  instruments  of  Governments ;  and 
Lord  Falmerston  once  stated  that  if  he 
had  a  difficult  job  to  get  done,  and 
ivas  in  doubt  as  to  who  should  carry 
it  out,  he  always  sent  for  a  naval 
officer.  Hon.  Members  might  ask  how  It 
was  that  the  Naval  Lords  sat  tamely 
under  that  Order  in  Council  ?  It  was 
because  the  Naval  Lords  were  loyal  to 
the  authorities  which  existed.  They  did 
not  like  the  way  in  which  they  were 
treated ;  but,  like  the  eels  that  were 
skinned,  they  made  no  complaint — be- 
cause they  could  not  help  it.  They  were 
asked  why  they  did  not  agitate  outside 
the  Admiralty.  The  fact  was  that 
discipline  was  the  pivot  upon  which  the 
whole  Service  turned,  and  naval  men 
did  not  approve  of  discussing  these  naval 
questions  out-of-doors ;  and  it  was  un- 
seemly, improper,  and  contrary  to  the 
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Begulations  for  them  to  write  to  the 
newspapers.  The  oidy  place  in  which 
naval  opinion  oould  lentimately  make  j 
itself  felt  was  in  that  House.  He  did  , 
not  pretend  to  set  himself  up  as  the  ex- 
ponent of  naval  opinion  in  that  House; 
but  if  he  had  made  no  impression  upon 
any  hon.  Members  in  the  speech  he  had 
just  delivered  he  had  been  wasting  the 
time  of  the  Hou^e.  He  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  nothing  but  the  strongest 
sense  of  duty  would  have  induced  him 
to  speak  upon  that  occasion.  The  point 
he  desired  to  make  clear  to  the  House 
was  that  if  the  Admiralty,  which  was 
the  central  Departmental  power  of  the 
Navy,  was  faulty,  everything  connected 
with  the  Navy  would  be  faulty.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Naval  Lords  had  been 
unfairly  treated.  He  was  on  the  Ketired 
List,  and  so  was  not  speaking  for  him- 
self, but  was  doing  what  he  could  for  the 
good  of  the  Profession.  He  was  oa 
the  Betired  List  because  of  the  Bulea 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh. 
He  (Admiral  Field)  did  not  bear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  ill-will  for  that 
— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  it  with 
the  best  intentions  for  the  good  of  the 
Service.  Captains  in  the  Navy  had  to 
retire  at  the  age  of  55,  but  politicians 
thought  that  they  could  be  first-class 
politicians  and  statesmen  right  up  to  and 
over  70 ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that  a 
naval  man  of  55  had  more  nerve  about 
him  than  a  politician  at  75,  and  would 
make  a  better  public  servant  in  any 
capacity.  He  could  not  be  of  any  ser- 
vice in  the  Navy,  because  the  turnpike 
bar  had  been  thrown  across  his  path ; 
but  he  thought  that  he  might  be 
of  some  service  to  the  Navy  in  that 
House.  He  knew  that  he  could  not 
be  an  Admiral  on  the  Active  List  in 
the  Navy  by  the  time  he  was  55,  so  he 
took  up  politics — worse  luck.  [Zsuy^^r.] 
He  said  worse  luck,  because  he  would 
tell  them  frankly  the  Navy  had  no  great 
respect  for  politicians.  He,  however, 
had  a  good  ueal  of  respect  for  a  certain 
class  of  politicians,  but  not  for  all.  But,  i 
humble  individual  as  he  was,  having  | 
taken  up  this  kind  of  life — he  had  been 
13  years  at  it  now — he  had  stood  four 
contests  and  had  been  successful  in  two 
of  them— having  once  got  into  that  House 
he  intended  to  remun  there  for  yean, 
and  do  what  little  good  he  oould  for  the 
Naval  Service  in  it  was  the 
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greatest  honour  of  his  life  to  have 
served.  He  intended  to  do  the  heat  he 
could  for  hie  brother  officers,  vho  could 
not  speak  for  themselves,  and  he  would 
never  rest  until  this  huniing  injustice 
to  his  Profession  was  removed.  The 
history  of  the  Navy  covered  the  most 
glorious  opoch  in  our  national  life,  and 
its  opinioas  and  susceptibilities  ought 
not  lightly  to  be  set  aside  or  disregarded 
by  politicians.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty would  attentively  consider  the 
evidence  given  by  Sir  James  Ch^ham, 
the  Dake  of  Somerset,  and  the  othem 
which  he  had  quoted,  and  would  endea- 
vour to  bring  the  administration  of  the 
Navy  into  accord  with  naval  sentiment. 

Lord  OHABLES  BERESFORU  (A 
LoBD  of  the  Aduihaltt)  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  As  one  of  the  Navu  Lords,  per- 
haps the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  queetioQ  which  the 
hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean^ 
has  brought  forward.   There  are  other 
questions  wbich  I  should  also  like 
to  speak  upon ;  but  the  hour  is  late, 
and  this  subject  is  of  so  much  im- 
portance  that  I  will  confine  my  re- 
marks to  it.    For  a  long  time  there  has 
been  a  general  feeling  in  the  country 
that  the  system  of  organization  in  the 
Admiralty  is  not  so  good  as  it  ought  to 
be.   I  will  endeavour  to  show  how  it 
has  been  brought  about.    It  is  the 
penal^  we  pay  for  Party  government — 
a  different  policy  is  pursued  by  different 
Parties  when  they  come  into  Office. 
One  Qovemment         think  it  neoes- 
saiy  to  reduce  the  Estimates,  and  the 
next  Government,  on  coming  in,  per- 
haps goes  on  with  the  Estimates  for  the 
moment ;  but  when  there  is  a  possibility 
of  war  they  consult  naval  experts  as  to 
what  is  requisite,  and  the  result  is  that 
very  large  Supplementary  Estimates  are 
brought  in.    In  other  words,  large 
Estimates  are  necessary  to  pay  for  what 
the  country  wants  in  consideration  of 
reviving  it  in  a  time  of  panic.  The 
system  of  the  Admiralty  has  always 
been  based  on  the  principle  of  Party 
government,  and  seamen  —  experts  — 
have  really  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
gorenimMkt  of  tiie  Admiralty.   Let  me 
explain  what  I  mean.  Take  the  ques- 
tion of  shipbuilding.    The  men  who 
have  to  fignt  tiie  uips  know  exactly 
what  thsy  waa^  and  nndaiatand  modem 


requirements— what  guns  they  ought  to 
have,  where  they  would  be  placed, 
what  speed  the  vessels  shonla  have, 
what  coal  they  should  carry,  what 
horse-power  is  required,  and  what  com- 
plement of  men  is  necessary  to  fight  the 
ships  aud  take  them  into  action.  But 
the  seamen  on  the  Board  have  very  little 
to  say  to  it.    The  scheme  my  noble 
Friend  has  brought  in  is,  I  think,  as 
nearly  perfect  as  it  could  be.   The  sea- 
men are  to  say  what  is  required  for  a 
ship,  and  each  will  put  a  Minute  on  the 
design  that  will  be  submitted  to  them  by 
the  Constructor,  showing  where  the  guns 
are  to  be  placed,  and  the  are  of  range 
they  are  to  have,  and  the  scheme  will 
then  be  passed  on  to  the  Oontroller,  and 
BO  each  individual  will  be  individually 
responsible  for  the  ships  built.  It 
would  then  be  referred  to  the  Board ; 
they  would  order  the  vessel  to  be  con- 
structed, and  by  these  means  the  coun- 
try will  have  a  proper  fighting  ship 
turned  out  quickly.    The  construction 
of  a  ship  in  this  way  would  take  two 
years  and  five  months,  instead  of  seven 
years,  like  the  Inflexible,  and  you  will 
get  it  for  a  considerably  less  sum  of 
money  than  under  the  o\A.rigim$.  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Eastbourne  (Admiral  Field)  has  made 
one  mistake  as  to  the  Order  in  Oounoil 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. He  will  filnd  that  the  wording  of  the 
Order  is  that  it  should  be  rescinded,  and 
he  is  wrong  in  thinking  that  the  Order 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  in  force 
at  the  present  moment.    My  noble 
Etiend  the  First  Lord  has  gone  further. 
He  has  added  to  the  responsibility  of 
each  Member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Every  Member  of  the  Board  will  put  a 
Minuto  on  the  Paper  and  sign  it,  so  that 
each  Member  will  be  individually  re- 
sponsible, instead  of  there  being  the 
sort  of  haphazard  system  of  organiza- 
tion that  formerly  prevailed.    With  re- 
spect to  the  question  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Fuleston),  some  people  have  been 
good  enough  to  give  me  credit  for  the 
mstitntion  of  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment.  It  would  be  better  to  give  the 
credit  to  the  Board.    In  my  opinion, 
this  Department  will  be  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  Admiraltv.  I  will 
give  my  reasons.   Ships  are  Vnilt,  and 
aeamen  are  paid  that  th^  may  be  ready 
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in  time  of  war.  War  in  these  days  is 
a  qneetion  of  deetricity.  In  the  old 
days  there  was  no  kind  of  oi^niza- 
tion  whaterw.  I  am  not  blammg  our 
Kedeoessors,  but  the  system.  Time 
after  time  seamen  have  re|«eeented 
the  necesaiW  for  a  Departm^t  snch 
as  the  IntuUgence  Department;  bat 
there  has  been  nothins  m  this  oonntiy 
resembling  the  Xaral  InteUigenee  De- 
partmrats  in  Gennaiqri  France^  Bnasia, 
and  other  Continental  oonntiies.  An 
organisation  was  required  which  shall 
enable  the  Navy  to  be  prepared  for  time 
of  war.  When  war  is  declared,  a  country 
like  England,  with  a  vast  Empire  which 
can  be  assailed  at  so  many  points,  re- 
quires a  complete  organization,  and  for 
that  purpose  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment IS  of  the  utmost  importance.  With 
reference  to  this  question  of  Party  go- 
Tonment,  I  will  mention  one  circum- 
Btance  which  will  illustrate  clearly  its 
working.  The  discha^es  of  Doc^ard 
workmen  which  we  have  heard  of  were 
the  resolt  of  Party  gOTemmentJ  One 
Party  said  they  could  not  turn  the  men 
off  beoaase  of  the  Yote ;  bat  the  State 
should  not  make  tiie  Dot^yards  a  charit- 
able institution.  If  jroa  had  a  continua- 
tion of  poUcy,  you  would  not  get  rid  of 
the  Dockyard  men  as  you  do  now.  It  is 
very  hard  on  the  men  to  be  turned  off 
suddenly ;  and  if  there  were  a  continuity 
of  policy  in  eTeiything  connected  with 
the  N^aral  Service,  instead  of  the  weather- 
cook  policy  that  now  preTails,  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  turning  men 
off  suddenly.  During  the  course  of  the 
debate  many  remarks  have  been  made, 
and  no  doubt  many  remarks  of  a  similar 
description  will  be  made,  as  to  officers 
of  the  Navy  wishing  money  to  be  spent. 
That  is  not  the  case  at  all.  Officers  in 
the  Service  do  not  wish  to  spend  mon^. 
They  wish  so  to  oi^faniae  tiw  Sorvice 
that  the  ooantxy  may  not  have  to  spend 
more  tbao  is  necessary.  What  oocars 
at  jpresent  ?  When  war  looms  on  the 
horuon.  Parliament  says  to  the  enerts 
— and  it  is  the  same  at  the  War  Office— 
"What  do  you  want?"  The  officers 
then  represent  what  they  do  want,  and 
they  get  the  credit  of  asking  for  tiie 
money  which  is  spent,  as  it  often  has 
been  in  times  of  scare,  in  a  wrong  way. 
I  maintain  that  each  individual  in  the 
Board  should  be  allowed  the  right  of 
^xpresnng  his  opinion  on  the  Icurge 
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questions  affecting  the  Navy.  The  hou. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed)  made  a  remark  with  reference  to 
seamen  and  shipbuilding.  I  am  de- 
lighted to  hear  the  remark,  because  I 
remember  a  publication  of  the  hon. 
Member's  whidi  appeared  in  Macmillmit't 
Magmintj  in  which  he  said — "Seamrai 
most  bow  th«r  proud  heads  at  the  altar 
of  science."  I  am  diqKwed  to  remark 
on  that,  that  "Seammi  have  often  shaken 
their  wise  heads  at  the  altar  of  donbt; " 
because  many  ships  have  been  tnniied 
out  without  we  opmion  of  Members  of 
the  Board  having  been  obtained — with- 
out the  opinion  of  men  who  have  to  use 
these  ships  for  the  benefit  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire  (Mr. 
B.  W.  Duff)  taunted  me  regarding  an 
expression  of  opinion  to  which  I  gave 
utterance  last  year  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  hon.  Gentieman  has  not 
quite  gathered  my  meaning.  What  I 
said  was  this — ^To  put  the  Nary  in  the 
state  of  defence  in  which  the  taxpayers 
thought  it  was  would  require  £5,000,000. 
I  elaborated  this  view  in  detail.  That 
was  my  opinicm  in  order  to  reduce  the 
danger  to  onr  trade,  our  floating  wealth, 
OUT  food  supply,  and  the  dafenctt  of  onr 
ports  to  a  minimum.  I  adhere  to  eveiy 
word  which  I  uttered  on  that  oceasion. 
In  time  of  war  the  country  would  be 
most  severely  hit  during  the  first  three 
weeks  of  the  outbreak,  and  in  order 
to  reduce  the  danger  to  a  minimum, 
I  adhere  to  the  view  I  previously  took 
on  the  subject  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Qentleman  knows  that  when  a  Member 
of  Parliament  is  in  Office  he  cannot  do 
all  that  he  wished  when  out  of  Office. 
{Laughter.']  My  hon.  Friends  laugh; 
but  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will 
bear  me  out  when  I  say  that  not  only  in 
private,  but  in  public,  I  have  pezsis- 
tentiy  put  fbrwud  my  ideas  with  the 
view  of  strengtiiening  the  NavT,  and 
placing  it  in  that  oonmtion  in  wn^  it 
ought  to  be  placed.  I  therefore  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppoate 
that  it  is  all  Party  judgment. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  :  I  referred  to  the 
statement  which  had  been  made  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  Navy  from  1880  to 
1884,  and  I  pointed  out  that  the  Esti- 
mates for  1881  had  been  omitted. 

Lord  CHAELBS  BEEE8F0BD: 
But  from  1861  to  1884  and  1886  we 
were  living  on  our  capitaL  It  ia  whian 
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ire  come  to  a  time  of  panic  that  we  find 
80  many  stores  which  ought  to  have 
been  replaced  by  the  Estimates  for  the 
year  are  deficient.  Eecent  ooourrences 
in  the  Kavy  hare  been  due  to  want  of 
system,  want  of  organization,  and  want 
cn  ren>onaibilifry  on  the  part  of  individual 
Members  of  the  Board  to  the  Board. 
An  hon.  Member  has  asked  how  it  is 
that  my  name  does  not  appear  on  the 
Estimates.  The  reason  is,  because  the 
Estimates  were  brought  to  me  too  late. 
I  told  my  noble  Friend  that  I  would  not 
aign  them.  My  noble  Friend  replied — 
"You  must  do  what  you  think  proper." 
And  the  reason  why  I  did  not  sign  the 
Estimates  was  because  each  name  on  the 
Estimates,  I  think,  should  mean  that 
the  indiridual  is  responsible  for  the 
whole  Estimate,  or  if  such  indiridual  is 
only  responsible  for  his  Vote,  it  should 
be  clearly  put  in  black  and  white  for  what 
he  is  responnble.  Next  ^ear  I  shall  pro- 
bably get  the  Estimates  m  time  to  study 
them  thoroughly,  and  then  I  will  sign 
them.  The  object  of  the  Board  is  to 
hare  a  Fleet  as  efficient  as  it  can  be 
made,  not  to  spend  a  shilling  more  than 
is  necessary,  and  to  let  the  public  know, 
as  far  as  possible,  how  that  money  is 
spent.  I  believe  in  publicity.  The  new 
system  which  my  noble  Fnend  has  in- 
augurated will  be  greatly  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country  and  of  the  Service.  It 
will  enable  the  Navy  to  do  what  the 
taxpayw  expects  it  to  do  for  the  money 
he  pays — namely,  to  defend  the  country 
in  time  of  war. 

Ma.  OHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
should  not  hare  risen  to  aMnsa  the 
House  had  it  not  been  for  the  remarks 
oi  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Eastbourne  Diriraon  of  Sussex  (Admiral 
Field),  who  referred  to  some  action  of 
mine  18  years  ago.  In  thefewremarks 
I  intend  to  make  I  hope  the  House  will 
grant  me  some  indulgence,  on  the 
ground  that  I  have  not  had  time  to  look 
into  matters  which  occurred  in  1869,  and 
hare  no  power  to  refer  to  the  Papers  on 
the  subject.  With  regud  to  the  general 
subject  before  the  House,  I  most 
heartily  join  in  the  apraoval  expressed 
by  all  sections  of  the  House  as  to  the 
genend  constmction  of  the  Estimates, 
and  especially  of  the  Minnte  with  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
prefaced  thran.  I  entirely  endorse,  with 
all  the  approval  I  can  give,  the  improve- 


ments which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  his  Colleagues  have 
made,  not  only  in  the  form  of  the  Esti- 
mates and  in  the  arrangement  shown  in 
the  Estimates,  but  also  in  other  matters 
which  have  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  Secretary  to  the  AdmiraKy, 
whose  speech  to-night  will  be,  I  think, 
of  great  use.   The  non.  Oentleman  has 
argued  very  forcibly  on  the  advantage 
of  making  up  year  by  year  the  waste  of 
the  Navy,  and  has  spoken  as  to  what 
that  waste  is  and  how  it  ought  to  be 
made  up.    When  I  was  myself  at  the 
Admiralty  in  1869,  some  figures  were 
laid  before  me,  and  I  urged  on  Parlia- 
ment the  necessity  of  constructing  an 
even  amount  of  tonnage  from  year  to 
year,  both  of  armour-clad,  and  un- 
armoured  ships,  and  I  pointed  out  that 
if  we  had  constant  changes  from  year  to 
year,  the  effect  would  not  only  be  bad 
for  the  Service  generally,  but  also  be 
bad  economically.   I  am  glad  to  find  that 
the  same  idea  is  entertained  by  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty.  I  also  entirely 
agree  in  what  has  been  so  well  said  aa 
to  the  necessity  of  fixing  on  the  type  of 
the  ships  to  be  built  after  consultation, 
not  only  with  naval  officers  and  officers 
of  gunnery,  but  with  other  officers,  on 
whose  advice,  as  well  as  that  of  the  con- 
troller and  the  constructor,  the  design 
on  which  a  ship  is  to  be  built  should  be 
determined.    It  is  a  cardinal  feature  of 
good  construction  in  my  mind,  that  those 
who  have  afterwards  to  be  concerned 
both  with  the  fighting  and  the  sailing 
of  the  ship,  through  their  representatives 
at  the  Admiralty,  should  be  effectually 
consulted,  and  I  am  ^lad  that  the  hon. 
Oentleman  has  enunciated  that  doctrine 
to-night  as  (dearly  as  he  has  done. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned— 
reserring  the  question  of  past  expendi- 
ture, wluoh  I  do  not  think  worth  carry- 
ing further  at  present — I  cordially  con- 
cur in  what  has  been  put  forward  by 
the  First  Lord  in  his  Memorandum,  and 
also  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
in  his  speech  to-nieht.    I  turn  next  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Admiral  Field),  who  has  so 
much  amused  the  House,  and  who  has 
gone  into  the  history  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  and  its  methods  of  adminis- 
tration for  a  very  long  time  past.  I 
cannot  carry  my  memory  back,  as  far  as 
reading  is  concerned,  to  the  Beign  of 
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Henry  VII.  j  but  I  do  know  its  his- 
toiy  since  the  time  when  the  system  was 
BO  entirely  changed  by  Sir  James  Gra- 
ham under  Loru  Qrey's  Administration. 
Pormerly,  the  whole  affairs  of  the  Ad- 
mir^ty  were  really  carried  on  at  Somer- 
set Hoiue  by  different  Boards^  whidi 
mana^i;ed  respectively  the  shipbuilding, 
the  Tictualling,  the  store-keeping,  the 
medical  service,  and  other  matters  con- 
nected with  the  Navy.  The  great  change 
which  Sir  James  Graham  effected  was  to 
get  rid  of  those  Boards,  and  to  establish 
at  Whitehall  one  single  Board  for  the 
transaction  of  all  that  business.  He 
divided  the  business  in  this  way.  The 
Departments    remained  at  Somerset 
House;  but  each  Member  of  the  Board 
was  called  a  Superintending  Lord,  and 
in  his  capacity  of  Superintending  Lord 
the  business  of  each  Department  was 
brought  to  him,  and  he  then  brought  it 
to  the  Oentral  Authority.  In  establishing 
that  system,  Sir  James  Graham  was  as 
strongly  attacked  in  Parliament  by  the 
naval  officers  of  that  day,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  has  attacked  to- 
night what  I  did  in  1869.   The  cardinal 
point  of  Sir  James  Graham's  defence 
was  this— that  the  Board  could  only 
work  well,  under  his  arrangement,  if  it 
was  made  as  unlike  a  Board  as  possible. 
That  was  the  principle  on  which  Sir 
James  Graham  attempted  to  reform  the 
old  system,  and  to  substitute  one  Board 
for  three  Boards.    I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  the  system  OKtablished  by  Sir 
James  Oraham,  although,  perhaps,  good 
enough  for  doing  the  very  moderate 
amount  of  business  under  Lord  Grey's 
Government,  utterly  broke  down  when 
the  business  of  the  Admiralty  became 
greatly  increased  some  30  years  later.  I 
am  afHud  1 9m  the  only  person  in  the 
House  at  the  present  time  who  was  a 
Member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
1864.    Then,  the  Board  met  for  four  or 
five   times  a-week,  or  almost  daily. 
When  the  Board  met,  each  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  who  was  concerned  in 
a  particular  Department,  brought  to  the 
Board  the  whole  of  its  work — that  is  to 
say,  the  different  papers  coming  from 
the  different  Departments  and  requiring 
the   Board's   sanction,  excepting,  of 
course^  reiy  small  matters.   At  the  end 
of  the  disoassion  the  Board's  stamp  was 
put  onthezn,  and  that,  without  any  «g- 
natore^  or  perhaps  the  signatnre  of  the 


Secretary,  carried  the  authority  of  tho 
Board.    Under  that  system,  as  I  know 
to  my  cost,  when  a  Junior  Lord,  I  had 
three,  four,  or  five  hours'  business  to  do 
in  a  Board  room  ftom  day  today.  Under 
the  whole  system  a  great  dead  of  time 
was  unnecessarily  wasted,  and  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  that  a  large 
amount  of  business  could  be  transacted 
efficiently.   The  system  was  very  bad ; 
but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
not  told  the  House  anything  about  the 
condition  in  1861.     He  spoke  of  the 
Committee  of  1B61,  which  collected  a 
large  amount  of  contradictory  evidence ; 
but  there  was  also  a  Koyal  Oommission 
in  1861,  which  condemned  the  system, 
and  unanimously  expressed  the  hope 
that  it   might   be   entirely  altered. 
I  was  very  familiar  with  the  Keport  of 
that  Oommission.    I  had  been  a  junior 
Member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  was  not,  therefore,  uninformed  upon 
these  questions.  When  it  was  my  doty, 
in  1868,  as  First  Lord,  to  make  improve- 
ments in  reference  to  the  Admiralty, 
which  had  been  strongly  urged  by  the 
Eojal  Oommission,  and  the  necessity 
for  which  was  strongly  shown  by  the 
Oommittee  in  1867,  I  determined  to  re- 
commend to  my  Colleagues  a  plan  to 
meet  the  objections  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  Hoyal  Commission,  and 
which  had  been  so  often  discussed  in  the 
House.   We  did,  at  the  Admiralty,  tho 
same  thing  that  was  done  at  the  War 
Office.    We  divided  the  administration 
under  three  heads :—  the  first  of  which 
dealt  with  the  military  administration ; 
the  second  with  questions  ai  finance. 
We  divided  the  responsibility  between 
tho  three  heads,  laying  down,  most  dis* 
tinctly,  the  responsibilities  assumed  by 
each — both  with  regard  to  the  Minister 
and  to  Parliament  The  system  thus 
started  has  been  in  operation  ever  sioco, 
although,  in  other  respects,  some  slight 
alterations  have  been  introduced.  For 
instance,  an  additional  Lord  has  been 
appointed,  who  is  a  post-captain  at- 
tached to  the  First  Lord,  and  the  first 
officer  appointed  was  Captain,  now  Ad- 
miral, Willes.  He  has  ceased  to  act,  and 
a  Oontooller  has  been  appointed;  but 
the  system  followed  is  practically  that 
which  was  established  in  1869,  and 
which,  I  wjU  undertake  to  say,  has 
worked  well.   One  thing  has  bmii  re- 
ferred to  almost  Ittdicronsly— namefy, 
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tbe  eignatnres  to  Ihe  Estimates,  which 
are  said  to  provide  a  certain  security. 
Why,  I  established  that  system  myself. 

Lonp  CHARLES  BEEESFOHD : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mis- 
understood what  I  said.  What .  I  said 
WBB,  that  I  objected  to  the  signing  of  a 
document,  which  those  who  signed  it 
did  not  understand,  because  they  bad 
not  had  time  to  examine  it.  It  gives  a 
false  impression  to  the  public,  who  are 
under  the  impreasiim  that  the  official  hy 
placing  his  name  upon  it  has  examined 
it,  and  is  satisfied  with  it.  I  objected  to 
any  official  signing  a  document  unless 
the  parson  signing  it  had  thoroughly 
lookM  into  everything  to  which  he 
attached  his  name. 

Hb.  GHILDEBS  :  I  think  that  is 
exactly  what  tjie  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty are  bound  to  do ;  and,  as  I  have 
said,  it  was  I,  myself,  who  introduced 
the  system.  Now,  Sir,  I  promised  the 
House  I  would  only  speak  for  a  few 
minutes,  and  I  hope  I  bave  kept  my 
promise.  But  there  is  one  point  to 
which  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord 
Oharles  Beresford)  referred,  and  upon 
which  I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  I 
was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  him 
speak  of  want  of  continuous  employ- 
ment of  distinguished  Admirals  at  the 
Admiralty  by  one  Oovernmenfe  and  ano- 
ther, as  a  great  vice  of  the  new  system. 
It  is  not  a  vice  of  mjcreating ;  because, 
whea  I  was  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
I  offered  the  First  Sea  Lordship  to  the 
First  Sea  Lord  of  my  Predecessor.  He 
was,  however,  very  anxious  to  go  to  sea ; 
and,  instead  of  so  appointing  him,  I 
gave  him  the  command  of  the  Medi- 
terranean Fleet ;  but  then  I  offered  the 
First  Sea  Lordship  to  the  next  Sea 
Lord  of  my  Predecessor,  for  the  express 
reason  tbat  I  was  anxious  for  the  con- 
ttouous*  character  of  the  naval  super- 
vision. I  think  I  have  now  answered 
the  criticisms  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord.  I  have,  I  think,  shown  him  that 
the  diange  which  has  been  made  was  a 
change  rendered  necessary'  by  enquiiies 
which  had  taken  place  in  prenous  years. 
Then,  when  the  noble  and  gallant  liOrd 
says — **  Now  that  we  are  in  a  position, 
let  us  sweep  idl  this  away,"  I  think  he 
will  find  that  the  Party  to  which  he 
belongs  was  really  in  power  from  1874 
to  ISSOj  and  that  they  made  no  change 
in  this  dizeotioii.  I  do  not  think  l£e 


noble  and  gallant  Lord's  appeal  is  war- 
ranted by  uie  facts  ;  but  I,  on  the  other 
hand,  appeal  to  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  deal  with  this  question  in  no  Party 
sense,  but  as  a  matter  of  good  adminis- 
tration. If  any  change  is  required,  I  do 
not  object  to  it;  because  it  is  a  change 
upon  what  I  laid  down  in  1869.  On  the 
contrary,  I  shall  never  allow  Party  con- 
siderations in  matters  of  this  kind  to 
influence  me  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Mn.  CAXNE  (Bairow-in-Furuess) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  address  a  few 
remarks  to  the  House  upon  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the 
system  of  Purch(»e  and  Contract  in  the 
Navy — a  Beport  which  has  exdted  some 
comment  in  the  pubHo  Flress,  and  created 
great  public  interest.  The  object  of  this 
Committee,  as  stated  in  the  Instruction 
to  the  Committee,  was  to  inquire  into 
the  system  adopted  by  the  Admiralty 
in  regtird  to  the  purchase,  supply,  and 
examination  of  stores,  contracts  for 
hulls  and  machinery,  including  the 
organization  and  functions  of  the  Con- 
tract Department,  and  its  relations  with 
the  Executive  Departments  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, the  Dockyards,  Yictualliog 
Yards,  and  Medical  Establishments  at 
home  and  abroad.  The  inquiry  was 
called  for,  and  I  think  that  man^  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  are 
extremely  good ;  but  I  wish  to  take  ex- 
ception to  one  or  two  points  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Beport.  First  of  all,  I 
wish  to  take  some  exception  to  the  Com- 
mittee itself.  The  Committee  consists 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Forwood) ;  the  Accountant  General,  Sir 
Gerald  Fitzgerald,  K.CM.G. ;  Captain 
0.  F.  Hotham,  E.N.,  C.B. ;  and  the 
Members  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James 
Oorry)  and  North  Worcestershire  (Mr. 
B.  Hingley)  and  the  Govan  Division  of 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Pearce).  It  is  to  the 
appointment  of  the  latter  Gentleman 
as  a  Member  of  this  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  matter  of  contracts  that  I 
wish  to  take  particular  exception.  I  do 
not  wish  to  dispute  the  fitness  of  the 
hoa.  Member  himself  to  take  part  in  this 
inqniiT.  We  all  know  perfectly  well  he 
is  at  the  head  of  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished shipbuilding  firms  in  the  world, 
and  that  his  peculiar  knowledge  of  the 
business  which  bad  to  be  inquired  into 
fitted  him  very  well  indeed,  other  matters 
not  intervening,  to  join  In  this  inquiry ; 
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but  the  reason  I  object  to  him  having 
been  placed  on  the  Oommittee  is,  be- 
cause he  himself  is  a  disappointed  ten- 
derer for  many  contracts.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "] 
I  do  not  say  that  in  any  disrespectful 
manner.  He  was  disappointed  his  tenders 
were  not  accepted;  surely,  there  is  no 
objection  to  an  expression  of  that  kind. 
He  was  a  disappointed  tenderer  for  those 
contracts  which  form  a  very  consider- 
able portion  of  the  inquiry  of  this  Oom- 
mittee. Now,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  most  unfair  to  the  other  firms  ten- 
dering and  contracting,  for  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber ox  this  House,  a  leading  partner  in 
a  Arm  which  is,  to  say  the  least,  a  most 
dangerous  op^nent  to  them,  to  have 
access  to  all  their  confidential  documents, 
and  the  plans  which  have  been  sub- 
mitted, with  the  view  of  securing  the 
orders  of  the  Admiralty.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  take  the  trouble  to  read 
the  evidence,  I  think  many  would 
agree  with  me  that,  during  the  inquiry, 
the  hon.  Member  subjected  both  the  late 
and  present  Advisers  of  the  Board  to  a 
cross-examination  veiy  much  more  like 
what  you  would  expect  from  the  counsel 
of  a  prosecution  than  from  one  who  was 
really  in  the  position  of  a  Judge.  As  I 
read  the  evidenoe,  tlie  inference  to  be 
from  the  hon.  Member's  cross- 
examination  certainly  is  that  the  Bo&rd's 
Advisers  had  been  guilty  of  gross  and 
wilfol  carelessness  and  neglect  of  the 
public  interest.  And,  in  my  opinion, 
the  only  object  of  the  cross-examination 
was  to  show  that  the  firm  of  which  he  is 
a  member — Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo. — had 
been  unjustly  set  aside  in  favour  of  the 
contractors  who  received  the  Board's 
orders  in  question.  It  seems  to  me  that 
it  would  have  been  the  easiest  thing  in 
the  world  to  have  found  some  other 
Gentleman  to  have  taken  a  position  on 
the  Oommittee  in  place  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Qovan  Division  of  Lanark- 
shire.  There  was  one  genUeman  in 
particular  who  gave  valuable  evidence 
Before  the  Oommittee,  and  who  was  de- 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Forwood)  as  a  most  dis- 
tinguished engineer  in  his  profession — 
I  refer  to  Mr.  William  Wallace,  the 
engineer-in-chief  of  Messrs.  Allan  and 
Co.  I  think  if  he  had  been  placed 
on  the  Committee,  and  the  hon.  Ii^mber 
(Mr.  Pearce)  had  been  called  as  a  wit- 
ness, it  would  havo  been  very  much  more 
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in  accordance  with  the  fitness  of  things 
than  that  which  took  place.  It  eeems  to 
me  that  the  Beport  is  virtually  a  severe 
censure  on  the  whole  shipbuilding  and 
controlling  departments  of  the  Admi- 
ral^. It  is  proposed  by  the  Oommittee 
to  transfer  to  the  Director  of  Contracts 
the  duty  of  purchasing  hulls  and  ma- 
chinery, as  well  as  contracting  for  all 
business  in  the  Works  Departments  of 
the  Admiral^.  Now,  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee enters  s  strong  protest  against 
this  reoommendation.  Captain  Hotham, 
a  very  distinguished  naval  officer,  cob- 
ours  generally  in  the  Beport,  with  two 
important  exceptions.   He  says — 

*'  I  entirely  dissent  from  the  proposal  to  in- 
vest the  Director  of  Contracts  with  any  re- 
sponsibility of  making  oontracta  for  buildinK  or 
r^Mdring  sUpa  and  oonitntoting  eDfl^nes.  llut 
official  can  have  no  knowledge  whwever  of  Um 
matter,  nor  can  he  1>e  expected  to  nnderetand 
the  specifications  on  which  contracts  are  based; 
and  ne  must  of  necessity  be  guided  by  the  opi- 
nion of  the  professional  officers  of  the  Con- 
troller's Depuiment.  The  Controller  is  a  Loid 
of  the  Admindty,  and  he  is  provided  with  pro* 
fesdonal  aamstants,  who  may  be  conaidned, 
and  who  ought  to  he  experts  in  tbeir  respective 
Departments;  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
Controller  should  make  his  own  contracti 
(under  the  Board)  for  the  supply  of  shipa,  and 
engines,  and  forrepairB ;  otherwise  delay  will  be 
caused,  friction  will  arise  between  the  Depart- 
ments,  and  ineffidenoy  will  be  the  result.  The 
same  objection  ap^iea  to  tiw  proposal  to  |^*ee 
contracts  for  worn  nndsr  the  Direct  of  Con- 
tracts." 

I  must  say.  Sir,  that  if  the  recommenda- 
tions of  this  Oommittee  are  carried  out, 
I  should  expect  the  present  distiDguished 
Admiral,  who  is  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy,  to  send  in  his  resignation  at  once. 
J ust  let  us  examine  for  one  moment  the 
proposal  of  the  Oommittee ;  let  us  exa- 
mine the  mass  of  work  which  is  already 
undertaken  by  that  Director  of  Con- 
tracts. No  one  who  knows  anjrthing  of 
the  present  Director  of  Contracts  can 
speak  in  any  other  way  of  him  but  in 
the  highest  possible  terms.  When  I 
was  at  the  Admiral^,  I  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  watching  the  way  in  which  he 
conducts  his  business,  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  under  his 
management,  the  Admiralty  buy  their 
stores  cheaper  than  anyone  else  in  the 
world.  Before  I  entered  Parliament,  I 
was  largely  engaged  in  buying  exactly 
the  same  class  of  matetials  tiiat  is 
bought  by  the  IHrector  of  ContractS| 
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and  I  o&n  only  say  that,  if  I  had  bad 
the  services  of  the  Director  of  Oontraota, 
I  should  be  a  very  muoh  richer  man 
than  I  am  at  the  present  moment.  But 
what  is  the  work  which  the  Director  of 
Oontraots  at  present  undertakes?  He 
has  to  bu^  evwythin^  under  Vote  3 
—  Yiotuallmg  and  Clothinfif  —  which 
amounts  to  £1,278,000.  He  has  to 
liuy  all  naval  stores  under  Vote  10,  and 
these  amount  in  value  to  £1,370,000. 
He  has  to  buy  medical  stores  under 
Yote  12.  amounting  to  £75,000 ;  indeed, 
this  official  has  positively  to  see  to  the 
contracting  and  purchasing,  examining 
and  testing  of  goods  to  the  value  of 
£2,730,000  in  the  course  of  a  year. 
NoWf  if  that  is  not  enough  work  for  one 
man,  X  should  like  to  know  what  is. 
Well,  what  is  it  that  is  proposed  to  be 
added  to  the  work  of  this  already  over- 
worked offididf  It  is  proposed  he 
should  ponhase  hulls  and  machinery ; 
and,  muter  Yote  10,  the  Government 
ask  this  House  for  hulls  and  machinery 
for  nearly  £2,000,000— £1,911,000 ;  it 
is  also  proposed  that  he  should  look 
after  the  Uontracts  Works  Depart- 
ment. Positively,  under  this  head 
alone,  it  is  proposed,  by  one  blow,  to 
add  to  his  responaibili^  the  expendi- 
ture of  £2.464,000.  But  that  is  not  all. 
There  is  now  under  considnration— 4t 
least  I  believe  it  is  settled— that  in 
f  atore  the  Admiralty  is  to  buy  its  own 
guns.  If  that  is  so,  I  snppose  that  that 
also,  as  a  matter  of  coarse,  will  be 
added  to  the  work  of  the  Director  of 
Oontracts,  a  very  serioos  business  in 
itself.  It  will  more  than  double  bis 
work,  adding,  as  Captain  Ho^m  says 
in  his  protest  at  the  end  of  the  Beport, 
to  his  duties  matters  of  which  he  can 
have  no  knowledge,  nor  can  be  be  ex- 
pected to  understand  the  specifications 
on  which  contracts  are  based.  But  this 
irill  not  be  the  end  of  the  additional 
work  placed  on  the  Director  of  Oon- 
traots. It  is  reoommended  in  this  Be- 
port— and  I  entirely  concur  in  the  recom- 
mendation—that, in  future,  those  things 
which  are  now  manufactured  in  the  Do(^' 
yards  should  be  purchased  outside.  I 
have  no  doubt  a  very  large  saving, 
indeed,  will  be  effected  if  wat  reoom- 
mendation  be  earned  oat.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  give  up  ropemaking  and  sail* 
making  at  the  Dockyards.  I  understand 
it  is  auo  proposed  to  give  np  the  maau- 


faotnre  of  biscuits  and  so  on.  There  are 
some  2,000  hands  empl<^ed  in  these 
works ;  and  the  punuLSsing  of  these 
articles,  amounting  in  value  to  £250,000 
sterling,  will  also  be  thrown  on  the  over- 
burdened back  of  tiie  Director  of  Ooa- 
tracts.  But  Ilut  is  not  even  all ;  for 
in  Clause  42  of  the  Committee's  Beport, 
there  is  a  recommendation  of  fresh  work 
for  the  Director  of  Contracts.  Olanse  42 
says — 

"  It  ia  most  desirable  that  the  Direoior  of 
Contracts  be  relieved,  aa  mooh  as  posmble,  of 
office  work,  ia  order  that  he  m«r  have  Ume, 
Bubject  to  iba  uutraetlons  of  the  Board,  to  Tint 
manofaoturioffdistriott  and  the  Dockyarda.  and 
to  keep  himBcilf  folly  infivmed  as  to  the  belt 
centres  of  prodaotion  and  in  toni^  wiUi  the 
wants  of  the  Services." 

It  really  seems  to  me  that  anything 
mcnre  ridiculous  than  these  proposals  I 
have  never  seen  made  in  a  Beport  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  A  jnstifioation 
for  the  transfer  of  contracts  under  Yote 
11,  it  is  imposnble  to  find  from  the 
evidence.  As  Civil  Lord,  I  had  charge 
of  this  Department,  and  I  can  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Ecdesall  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett),  who  succeeded  me 
in  that  office,  and  who  is  now  occupying 
it,  as  to  whether  Colonel  Percy  Smith, 
the  Director  of  Contraots,  is  not  himself 
capable  of  arranging  for  the  various 
contraots  under  wis  particular  Yote? 
Why  on  earth  this  duty  is  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Contract  Department  I 
altogether  foil  to  discover.  But,  Sir,  in 
regfu4  to  the  pn^tosat  to  transfer  the 
buying  of  ships  and  machinery  to  the 
Contract  Department  the  Ctnnmittee 
rest  their  recommendation  almost  en- 
tirely on  the  charge  that  in  purchasing 
the  two  ships,  the  Btnoxcn  and  the  Sant- 
partil.  Lord  Northbrook's  Committee 
Board  paid  in  the  one  case  over 
£18,000  and  in  the  other  case  over 
£17,000  more  than  if  the  work  bad 
been  done  by  other  firms  tendering  for 
the  same  work.  I  should  point  out  to 
the  House  that  these  Estimates  are 
based  on  tho  suggestion  that  the  hulls 
and  machinery  had  been  purchased  from 
separate  firms,  instead  of  under  one 
contract.  Now,  what  are  the  facte  of 
the  case  ?  I  will  turn  to  GUuse  23  of 
the  Be^rt,  in  which  tiie  Committee 
summanzo  what  thw  think  were  the 
right  proportitms  of  the  terms  tendering. 
The  Committee  say  that — 
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"  Had  the  £8,000  proposed  to  be  durged  by 
the  engine-nukars  for  tne  additional  inoioated 
horse-power  been  abated  by  the  profeBsional 
officers  from  ^e  accepted  tandera,  instead  of 
their  arbitrary  valuation  of  £15,000,  tho  tenders 
in  order  of  priod  wonld  Have  stood  as  fol- 
lows." 

So  that  the  table  which  followa  that  re- 
mark is  tKe  table,  as  I  understand  it, 
which,  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr,  Forvood)  considers  ought  to  hare 
been  presented  to  the  Board  by  the  offi< 
oiaU  responsible  for  these  contracts. 
Not,  U  shows  that  Messrs.  Palmer  and 
Oo.  tendesrad  for  hnU  and  engines 
£587,854 ;  that  Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo. 
for  eabh  of  two  ships  tendered  £590,000 ; 
that  t^e  Thames  Bbipbuilding  Oo.  ten- 
dered £593,000,  and  that  Messrs.  Arm- 
strong  and  Oo.  tendered  £596,000.  So 
that,  on  the  face  of  it,  the  contracts  hav- 
ing been  given  to  the  Thames  Ship- 
building Oo.  and  Messrs.  Armstrong  and 
Co.,  the  highest  of  these  tenders,  it  does 
appear  that  the  Board,  of  which  I  was  a 
Member,  had  given  too  much  money  for 
these  particular  ships.  But  there  is  a 
groat  deal  of  suppresuon  of  the  truth  in 
these  two  statements.  Let  us  examine 
the  matter  more  carefully.  Messrs. 
Palmer  sad  Oo.  tendered  for  one  ship 
£567,864,  or  in  round  figures  £588,000 ; 
but  theiy  only  t«id«red  for  a  ship  of 
9,000  horse-power.  Messrs.  Elder  and 
Od.  tendered  £590,000  for  two  ships. 
But  if  the  Board  had  carried  oat  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Beport,  and  ac- 
cepted, in  the  first  instance,  the  lowest 
tender — that  of  Messrs.  Palmer  and  Oo. 
— there  would  have  been  one  ship  only 
for  Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo.,  who  tendered 
£594,500  for  one  ship.  And  yet  the 
Oommittee  report  that  Messrs.  Elder  and 
Oo.  tendered  £3,000  less  than  the  Thames 
Oo.,  as  if  it  were  for  one  ship.  Now,  it 
is  true  that  Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo.  ten- 
dered for  10,000  horse-powor;  but  they 
wanted,  if  they  were  to  put  10,000  horse- 
power into  the  ship,  to  add  100  tons  to 
the  weight  of  the  maohineiy,  so  taking 
away  100  tons  from  die  rest  of  the  carry- 
ing capacity  of  the  ship.  Now,  the 
Thames  Shipbnildiog  Oo.  tendered 
£593,000,  and  we  got  10,000  horse- 
power guaranteed ;  we  also  got  a  knot 
extra  speed  in  consequence.  We  secured 
the  same  conditions  in  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Armstrong  and  Oo's  tender  of  £596,000. 
I  see  many  hon.  and  fi;allant  Admirals 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  HonsOf  and 
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I  appeal,  without  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion, to  any  of  them,  whether,  in  order 
to  secure  an  extra  knot  in  the  speed  of 
the  two  iron-dads  in  question,  it  wasnot 
worth  while  to  pay,  in  one  instance, 
£3,000  more,  and  in  the  other  £6,000 
more,  rather  than  accept  the  tender  of 
Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo.,  who  wanted  to 
load  the  ship  with  an  extra  1 00  tons  of 
machinery;  or  of  Messrs.  Palmer  and 
Oo.,  who  only  offered  9,000  horse-power. 
But  now  let  me  trouble  the  House  for  a 
moment  more  in  reference  to  the  prices. 
I  must  remind  the  House  of  what  some 
may  have  noticed  in  the  pnblio  Vrvs^ 
that  when  these  orders  were  given  to  the 
Thames  Shipbuilding  Oo.  and  Messrs. 
Armstrong  and  Co.,  these  firms  con- 
tracted that  if  they  failed  to  produce 
10,000  hone-power,  they  would  sub- 
mit to  a  fine  of  £12  per  horse-power 
for  every  one  they  fell  short  of  that 
amount,  so  that  I  maintain  that,  whe- 
ther we  got  eventually  a  10,000  horse- 
power ship,  or  R,S00  horse-power 
ship,  from  these  two  contractors,  we 
paid  in  hard  cash  very  mnoh  less  than 
we  should  have  done  if  we  employed 
Messrs  Elder  and  Co.,  or  Messrs  Palmer 
and  Co.,  or  any  other  combination  that 
it  was  possible  to  be  tendering  for 
engines  and  hulls.  I  will  suppme  that 
we  got  the  full  10,000  horse-power  from 
either  of  the  three  firms  who  were  able 
to  supply  it — ^Messrs.  Eldor  and  Co.,  the 
Thames  Shipbuilding  Oo.,  and  Mesffls. 
Armstrong  and  Oo.  We  should  have 
paid  £595,000  to  Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo., 
for  a  10,000  horse-power  ship,  pins  100 
tons.  Now,  that  100  tons  is  an  exceed- 
ingly valuable  element.  If  you  get  rid 
of  100  tons  in  the  engines,  you  can  use 
it  for  coals,  for  armaments,  for  ammuni- 
tion, or  for  a  varie^  of  other  pnrposea, 
and  I  maintain  that  100  tons  apace  in 
any  ship  is  worth  an  extra  £5,000  or 
£10,000.  The  Thames  Shipboilding  Co., 
were  to  get  £601,000  for  a  ship  of  10,000 
:  indicated  horse-power.  The  en|^nes 
would  have  been  40  tons  lighter  than 
those  tendered  for  by  other  firms ;  so  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  ship  wonld  have 
been  140  tons  lighter  or  of  less  displace- 
ment than  the  wip  which  was  tendered 
for  by  Messrs.  Elder  and  Co.,  a  fact 
which  would  have  given  a  knot  extra 
speed.  There  may  be  some  comment 
made  that  Messrs.  Armstrong  and  Oo. 
were  £8,000  higher  than  the  Thamea 
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Shipbuilding  Co.  That  £3,000  was  re- 
quired ;  because  the  engines  were  manu- 
iactored  on  ike  Thames,  and  the  ship 
was  built  on  the  Tjne.  Suppose  the 
ships,  when  delivered,  only  turned  out 
to  be  of  9,500  horse-power.  The  price 
paid  to  Messrs.  Elder  and  Co.  wonld 
have  been  the  same,  £595,000,  and  the 
price  paid  to  the  Thames  Shipbuilding 
Co.,  on  the  terms  of  £12  per  norse  de- 
duction, would  have  been  precisely  the 
same  as  to  tliat  paid  to  Messrs.  Elder 
and  Co. ;  bnt  the  abip  would  have  been 
minus  40  tons  in  uie  weight  of  the 
engines.  Messrs.  Armstrong,  under  the 
same  conditions,  would  have  been  paid 
£598,000.  Now»  let  us  suppose  the 
engineers  had  failed  in  their  engage- 
ment to  produce  a  full  10,000  horse- 
power, and  had  only  given  us  8,500 
horse-power.  It  has  been  the  contention 
of  this  Committee  all  through,  that  we 
ought  to  have  considered,  in  giving  out 
the  orders,  only  the  prices  that  were 
tendered  for  ships  of  8,500  horse-power. 
Tha  lowest  tender  for  bull  and  machinery 
from  two  different  contractors  was 
£581,000.  The  Department  object  to 
baying  the  hull  f^i  one  firm  and  the 
engines  from  another  firm ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  get  one  tender:  That,  in 
itself,  was  an  objection  to  Messrs.PaUner 
and  Go.'s  tender  of  £587,000.  But  under 
the  £12  fine,  the  Thames  Shipbuilding 
Co.  would  only  have  been  paid,  if  they 
bad  delivered  a  ship  of  8,500  horse- 

Kwer,  £483,000,  and  the  ship  would  still 
ve  been  minus  the  40  tons  weight. 
Messrs.  Armstrong  and  Go.  would  have 
been  paid  £486,000.  So,  taking  these 
figures  as  you  please,  arranging  them  as 
^ou  like,  if  you  speak  honestly,  it  is 
impossible  to  bring  any  charge  against 
the  Board  of  which  I  was  a  Member,  to 
the  effect  that  we  did  not  purchase  these 
vessels  on  the  very  lowest  and  best 
posnble  temu.  There  is  a  good  deal  in 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  about  the 
f  ani^^  .value  of  a  horse  in  a  ship's  engines. 
One  authority  places  it  at  30«. ;  another 
at  £5  It.  3d. ;  and  another  at  £6  10«.  I 
confess  I  do  not  understand  the  value  of 
a  horse-x)ower  in  these  engines,  or  know 
how  it  can  be  arrived  at ;  but  I  do  under- 
stand, and  every  naval  officer  perfectly  un- 
derstands, the  value  of  an  extra  140  tons 
of  space.  Naval  officers  know  perfectly 
-well  the  value  of  a  knot.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  one  knot  might  turn  out  to 


be  the  value  of  a  whole  ship.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  charge 
brought  by  this  Committee  in  their 
Beport  against  the  Board,  of  which  I  was 
a  Member,  that  they  bought  ships  at  a 
higher  price  than  they  could  obtam  them 
for  elsewhere,  is  absolutely  without 
foundation.  I  strongly  protest  against 
the  charge.  If  the  Committee  have  no 
more  basis  for  the  charge  than  it  has 
for  taking  away  the  contracting  for  ships 
from  the  Controller's  Department,  and 
adding  it  to  the  already  overburdened 
Department  of  the  Director  of  Contracts 
— if  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Forwood)  does  not  assure  me  that  he 
will  not  persevere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
I  shall  be  bound,  at  as  early  a  date  as 
possible,  to  ask  the  House  to  express  its 
opinion  in  the  Division  Lobbies. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  the  Forms  of 
the  House  do  not  enable  me  to  raise  the 
issue  which  is  involved  in  the  terms  of 
the  Motion  I  have  on  the  Papers 
namely, 

"That  this  House  vUl  not  proceed  to  the 
consideratioQ  of  the  proposed  expenditure  for 
the  Navy  without  having  flrBt  leamt  what  steps 
have         taken  to  improve  the  system 
Admiralty  Oontxacts." 

The  particular  Services  to  which  the 
Motion  I  have  read  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  are  disjrarsed 
over  a  number  of  different  Votes,  and 
therefore  it  is  impossible  to  discuss  the 
question,  except  at  this  particular  stage. 
This  is  a  question  of  very  great  im- 
portance, and  at  the  present  time  it  is 
attracting  a  great  deal  of  public  atten- 
tion. But  were  it  not  so,  the  fact  of  the 
amount  of  money  involved  under  these 
Contract  Services  would  secure  for  it 
considerable  attention  at  the  hands  of, 
at  any  rate,  a  large  section  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  on  the  present  Estimates  the 
amount  under  these  Services  is  nothing 
like  as  great  as  it  has  been.  On  Uie 
Estimates  now  presented,  the  sum  of 
£3,288,000  under  one  Vote  alone  will 
show  the  extent  to  which  these  charges 

f>.  But  that  is  only  under  the  original 
stimate.  The  experience  of  the  last 
year  tells  us  this  will  probably  be  sup- 
plemented, as  the  original  Estimate  of 
last  year  was  supplemented,  by  some- 
thing which  will  raise  the  total  con- 
siderably above  the  figure  I  have  men- 
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tioned.  Last  year's  figures  will  let  the 
House  Bee  what  the  immenee  sums  are 
which  are  ooTered  by  these  Contract 
Serrioes.  In  the  7th  section  of  Vote 
10,  for  the  year  1885-6,  on  account  of 
Machinery  and  Ships  building  by  Con- 
tract, the  original  estimate  was 
£2,126,000.  The  expenditure  went  up 
to  £3,555,387.  But  the  other  section  of 
the  same  Vote  is  hardly  less  involved, 
for  the  amount  taken  under  it  in  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply  was  £1,544,000.  This 
is  far  from  meeting  the  entire  liability 
connected  with  timber,  materials,  coal, 
and  other  naval  stores,  which  really 
amounts  to  £2,155,000.  So  that,  on 
the  whole,  we  have  emended  during  a 
single  year  on  this  Vote  £5,710,771, 
That  indudes  £700,000  on  account  of 
the  hire  of  armed  cruisers  and  their 
appurtenances ;  but  it  does  not  include  a 
still  larger  item  on  aooouut  of  hired 
transports,  whioh  amountsto  £1,1 18,000, 
This,  with  the  sum  I  have  mentioned, 
makes  a  total  of  £6,824,000  in  round 
numbers.  But  even  that  immense  sum 
does  not  represent  the  entire  expenditure 
on  Contracts  in  a  single  year,  because  it 
is  dispersed  over  a  number  of  items, 
which  go  to  swell  this  total  to  something 
over  £7,000,000.  Therefore,  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  question  which  my  Motion 
will  raise  is  one,  not  only  covering  a 
large  sum  of  money,  but  affecting  a 
number  of  Services  under  the  control  of 
the  Naval  Authorities.  The  very  easy 
way  in  which  the  authorities  at  White- 
hall deal  with  these  contracts  is  exem- 
plified in  a  comparatively  small  matter 
whioh  occurred  during  the  period  to 
which  the  figures  I  have  quoted  refer. 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  some  time  ago  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment took  it  into  their  heads  to 
occupy  Port  Hamilton.  It  has  since 
been  ascertained  that  this  place  is  in- 
capable of  defence,  except  at  a  great 
expenditure,  and  that  it  is  also  of  very 
little  practical  value  as  a  coaling  station. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Admi- 
ralty magnanimously  resolved  to  sur- 
render it  to  its  rightful  owners.  But 
already  a  oonsideraole  expense  had  been 
incurred  in  connection  with  it.  In  view 
of  Uie  di£B.culty  with  the  Bussian  Go- 
Temment  on  tluit  and  other  accounts,  it 
was  tiiought  necessary  by  the  Admiralty 
to  have  telegraphic  oommunication  be- 
tween Hong  Eong  and  Port  Hamilton 
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in  the  first  place,  and,  in  the  second 
place,  between    England  and  Port 
Hamilton.    When  this  little  piece  of 
contract  work  was  made  known  by  the 
Admiralty  to  the  Treasury,  the  sub- 
marine requirements  for  the  service  had 
already  been  purchased,  at  a  cost  of 
£218,000;  the  cable  to  Port  Hamilton 
had  actually  been  laid  to  the  place 
which  WAS  subsequently  abandoned. 
The  other  cable,  however,  still  lay  on 
the  premises  of  the  contractors,  ooiled 
up,  ready  for  orders  as  to  what  should  be 
done  with  it.   What  was  done  with  it  ? 
It  was  not  used.    I  do  not  know  whe* 
ther  the  House  will  recollect  it  or  not, 
but  it  was  sold  at  the  first  favourable 
opportunity,  and  the  proceeds  went  to 
diminish  the  net  charge  on  the  Yote  of 
Credit.   Kow,  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  standing  at  the  Table  the 
other  nighty  emphasised  what  we  had 
already  read  in  the  Statemrat  reli' 
ting  to  his  Department,  and  dedaied 
to  the  House  that  the  appropriating 
of  the  proceeds  of  sale  to  the  re- 
duction of  Votes  was  a  dangerous  sys- 
tem, and  one  which  ought  to  be  dis* 
continued.   The  same  system  which  has 
obtained  in  the  case  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  has  obtained  under  the  War 
Office.   The  price  obtained  for  the  cable 
is  lumped  with  the  proceeds  of  other 
stores  sold,  one  of  the  principal  items  of 
which  is  Uie  coal  furnished  for  use  at 
foreign  stations,  and  which,  of  course, 
at  some  time  or  other,  will  have  to  be 
replaced  at  consideraUe  expense  to  tiie 
country.   The  next  point  to  whioh  I  ask 
the  attention  of  the  House  I  take  from 
the  clever  and  interesting  Memorandum 
issued  to  Members  as  explanatory  of  the 
Estimates  which  we  are  now  asked  to 
consider.    It  will  be  seen,  at  pages  5 
and  6  of  the  Statement,  that  in  1865 
the  Government,  recognizing  the  insuffi- 
ciency of  previous  arrangements,  entered 
upon  an  expenditure,  in  additioq  to  that 
01  theordinaryshipbuilding  programme, 
of  no  less  a  sum  than  £3,100,000  in  the 
building  of  ships  by  contract  in  private 
yards.    Besides  this,  £1,600,000  for 
guns  was  to  be  added  to  the  Ordnance 
Vote,  which  is  included  in  the  anooal 
Estimate  of  the  expenditure  for  the  War 
Office.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, we  are  told,  estimated  that  this 
outlay  would  be  spread  over  five  years, 
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ending  on  the  3Ut  of  Haxdi,  1890. 
The  Expenditure  for  1885  was  to  be 
£800,000 ;  for  1886-7  it  was  likewise  to 
be  £800,000;  while  the  balance  was  to 
betaken  in  1887-8. 1888-9,  and  1889-90, 
at  the  rate  of  £500,000  a-year,  thus 
making  up  the  £3,100,000.    But  what 
has  really  happened  ?   In  1885,  instead 
of  £800,000,  the  Admiralty  spent  on 
this  bufiineas  over  £1,000,000  sterling. 
Ii^  -^the  year  which  is  now  within  a  fort- 
1^  raj^t  of  its  close,  instead  of  the  second 
^  roq^.OOO.  they  have  spent  £1,320,000; 
ak  it  ^instead  of  taking  only  £500,000  for 
%i  thapoming  financial  year,  the  First  Lord 
ldt(lba4pB  tliat  he  wants  £997,336— or,  in 
iMAnaV  numbers,  another  £1,000,000 — 
laid^auius,  before  three  years  of  the  five 
jut  lU^h&Te  expired,  the  Admiralty  has 
ftpafetyj^ed  more  than  £250,000  over  and 
^  jU^  Othe  total  snm  stipulated  for  during 
ft)  sjkoii  ^'Ure  period.   But,  Sir,  although 
s^uKirt^'^^J      ^>^^  apfmt,  or  will  hare 
!iego3^^'^*tont  in  a  Teiy  short  time,  the 
ti^ttfjgj^aa  not  been  done.   Of  the  five 
''^  P)uv^  omisers  included  in  the  pro- 
pmJpani  ®  ^^itJ^        £3,100,000  was  to 
or^^^g^^otitot  one  single  cruiser  has  been 
^%e^^^5^'  -^^^      stoaX  torpedo  cruisers 
it^^jj^d*^  in  the  programme  have  been 
lAh^jgiiht^d ;  but  we  are  informed  that 
^n^.-i:ii»^as  been  some  trouble  in  the  pre- 
I  Gic«S)'li»«uy  steam  trial,  and  their  com- 
I  jj0^Aioni8,incon8eqaenoe,delayed.  Now, 
■c 'passing  &om  that  subject,  I  say  that 
oaa  of  the  points  which  must  forcibly 
strike  anyone  attempting  to  elucidate 
the  relations  between  the  Admiralty  and 
the  f  ortiinate  contraotom  who  happen  to 
have  dealings  with  them,  is  the  very 
great  indulgence  which  is  sometimes 
extended  to  the  contractors,  especiaUy 
when  it  suits  the  oonTenienoe  of  the 
naval  authorities.    For  instance,  we 
have  it  officially  reported  to  the  House 
that,  last  year,  the  contractors  for  some 
machinery  bad  received  advances  to  the 
amount  of  £38,140  beyond  the  sum 
which  they  were  entitled  to  receive  ac- 
cording to  the  strict  terms  of  their  con- 
tracts ;  and,  in  the  same  way,  the  con- 
traotors  for  shipbuilding  had  received, 
over  and  above  what  they  were  entitled 
to  receive,  the  amouutof  £50,490.  Simi- 
larly, Armatrong  &  Co.rec6ived£l99,950 
in  respect  of  gun  mountings  for  various 
ships  in  oourse  of  mauofuttare  for  the 
Aunizalty,  althongh,  in  the  arrange- 
ment entmed  into  with  that  firm,  no 
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provision  for  such  advance  had  been 
made ;  and  the  curious  feature  of  that 
^trtioular  case  is,  tiiat  of  the  immense 
sum  so  improperly  advanced,  £67,000 
was  paid  on  the  very  last  day  of  the 
financial  year  —  namely,  the  31st  of 
Uarch,  1886.  Of  course,  it  is  very  easy 
to  see  that  by  so  accommodating  the 
contractors,  the  Admiralty  were  enabled 
to  dispose  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
which,  if  they  had  kept  it  over  to  the 
following  morning,  they  would  have  been 
compelled,  under  the  law,  to  surrender 
as  an  unexpended  balance.  Again, 
under  the  arrangement  of  April,  1885, 
Messrs.  Whitehead  &  Go.  contracted  for 
the  supply  of  200  torpedoes,  to  be  de- 
livered &ee  on  board  at  Flume  for 
£300,000.  FiC^  of  these  w«re  to  be 
deUvered  within  six  months  from  the 
date  of  contract,  and  25  during  each 
succeeding  mon^.  According  to  the 
contract,  they  otight  to  have  deliTered, 
by  the  end  of  March,  a  total  of  175 
torpedoes ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  only 
100  were  delivered,  and  they  were  paid 
for.  But,  besides  the  £30,000  to  which 
the  contractors  were  entitled  on  ac- 
count of  the  torpedoes  which  they  had 
delivered,  they  were  paid  the  sum  of 
£21,000  more  on  account,  although  the 
torpedoes  were  not  delivered  according 
to  contract,  and  the  contractors  were  ac- 
tually in  arrear  with  the  delivery.  We 
may  usefully  contrast  this  treatment 
wiUi  that  we  find  to  be  the  conduct  of 
the  Admiralty  in  respect  of  certain 
other  persons  who  do  not  happen  to  be 
so  favourabh'  regarded  as  the  particular 
individuals  I  have  referred  to.  In  order 
that  I  may  not  be  considered  as  speak- 
ing without  book,  I  confine  myself  to 
what  is  reported  by  the  Committee  spe- 
cially appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Contract  Business  of  the  Admiralty. 
That  Committee  was  presided  over  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Qovau  Divi- 
sion of  Lanark  (Mr.  Fearce),  and  his 
selection  as  Chairman  was  a  very  ad- 
mirable one;  because,  at  the  time  it 
was  made,  the  Gentleman  had  not  had 
time  to  allow  all  his  good  intentions  to 
evaporate.  The  three  Members  of  this 
House  who  were  upon  that  Committee, 
whatever  may  be  their  professional  oc- 
cupationa,  «re  not  only  men  of  nnques- 
tionable  jibility,  but  men  of  nnquestion- 
able  character ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  although  they  sit  on  the  other  ndTe 
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of  the  Howe,  and  are  opposed  to  me  in 
politioB,  Bs  I  am  opposed  to  them,  I 
should  feel  positirely  aaliamed  if  I  could 
think  myself  capable  for  one  moment  of 
alluding  to  one  of  them  as  "  a  disap- 
pointed tenderer."  I  heard,  with  a  fed- 
ing  of  disgust,  that  expression  applied 
to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pearce),  than 
whom,  I  am  perfectly  certain,  there  is 
no  more  straightforward,  honest,  and 
useful  man  in  this  House,  and  I  tender 
my  hon.  iFiiend  the  expression  of  my 
personal  respeot,  haviog  had,  on  many 
occasions,  opportunities  of  judging  of 
his  qualities  as  Chairman.  This  Com* 
mittee  reported,  among  other  things, 
upon  this  ^artionlar  point — that  more 
expedition  u  requisite  in  passing  con- 
tractors' claims  for  ships  and  engines, 
the  delays  in  connection  with  payment 
being  at  present  unreasonable.  That 
is  the  story,  and  it  is  a  true  story,  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  Admi- 
ralty in  certain  cases.  There  is  un- 
reasonable and  undue  delay  in  cer- 
tain cases;  but  in  the  case  of  other 
contractors,  as  I  have  shown  to  the 
House,  there  is  no  delay,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  they  have  given  large  sums  of 
money  before  payment  of  those  sums 
was  due.  The  Committee,  unquestion- 
ably, found  itself  compelled  to  point  out 
what  they  termed  many  and  grave  de- 
fects in  the  general  administeation  and 
system  pursued  at  the  Admiralty  with 
regard  to  the  matters  referred  to  their 
consideration.  I  will  not  dwell  upon 
the  blots  indicated  in  regard  to  the  ad- 
ministration, such  as  the  want  of  co* 
operation  between  the  different  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board ;  neither  will  I  venture 
to  go  into  matters  which,  as  a  layman, 
I  do  not  profess  to  understand,  such  as 
specifications  being  complete  or  incom- 
plete, alternative  designs,  and  so  forth  ; 
but  in  this  Eeport  there  are  things  which 
any  man  of  ordinary  intelligence  can 
understand ;  and  certainly,  I  am  sur- 
prised to  read,  as  I  do  in  page  19,  that 
notice  is  taken  of  the  apparent  absence 
of  a  thoroughly  practical  Engineering 
department,  the  result  of  which  is  that 
tiiere  is  no  one  at  the  Admiralty  compe- 
tent to  design  enginea,  and  to  bring  the 
latest  engineering  euenoe  to  bear  upon 
designs.  Anyone  oan  see  that  men 
most  be  something  very  unsatisfactory 
in  the  administrative  eystem  at  White- 
hall, when  it  can  be  reported  that  large 

Mr,  (y^htrtf 
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oontraots  were  made  in  1885,  pri<ff  Jo 
the  appointment  of  the  present  wn- 
troUer  of  the  Navy ;  that  when  a  W 
number  of  contracts  were  concluded,  m 
many  cases  the  lowest  offers  were 
accepted,  and  that  designs  were  adop»» 
quite  at  variance  with  the  BpecificaWM 
fWTit  o«t^.  thai  tenders  were  sent  outro' 
ordhp^ry  ^^ITtTWUud  rrgines,  acd  mm 
dor-igns  bud  !j.!i>n  J*coi^t^:;l  for 
tr.;l.].^  e.xiiiiiJ!^ioii.  are  told, 
tliiit  ii  IuL&  /ill  t,Iiroiij:Ii  Men  ' 
after  teiidcru  have  boon 
discriminato  between  the  offe! 
ground  of  asuppoaed  difference  I 
tbc4  relative  repatation  and  nbilit 
parties  tendering;  and  when,  [ 
ably,  they  have  only  been  ia\ 
tender  aAier  the  Admiralty  hn 
fiod  themBelveB  of  their  uapiabi 
tba  work,  elements  of  uncertain 
been  introduced  into  tho  award 
hnvo  bpi'U  ba-iC(l  oil  poreou 
Tliat  in  iMitbc^r  a  peculiar  f 
reud ;  but,  nlloi' tfi!'  I'xhibiti^- 
hud  to-Tiigbi,  tliui  p  ia  prub 
pfrnuiid  fui'  it.  "Til id,  no  dtii 
juditjiiil  in  the  minds  uf  tonti 
shijjbuilJars  to  tUo  iiiipiiitinl 
Adiiiiralty."  Wbeii  huc]i  a 
adopted,  it  is  no  great  wimdt 
reaiilia  obtained  corre^ipoud 
Bjgtom.  OtiG  of  IbQ  results  U 
toe  tnsB  of  two  v(>?stj|g,  tbs  Itenou 
tho  i>nn6{)arfil,  Tiiiidera  n"i:ro  invl€ 
in  the  early  part  of  1885  for  huUa  and 
engines  to  these  vesaela  jointly,  the 
hfuoB  to  indieate  fi,fiOO  horse-power  by 
natoral  draught,  and  8,500  horse-power 
by  forced  draught,  with  a  request  fox 
alternative  desigas.  I  will  not  read 
through  the  figures  and  details ;  but 
the  end  of  it  was  that  after  some  dif- 
ferences with  regard  to  horse-power, 
and  after  several  different  firms  had 
tendered,  Messrs.  Elder  and  Oo.  offered 
to  provide  this  additional  horse-power 
without  extra  charge;  and  MeaarB. 
Palmer  and  Oo.  iubo  proposed  to 
increase  the  guaranteed  power  to 
9,000  indicated  horae-power  free  of 
cost.  Ultimately,  however,  both  by  rea- 
son of  the  diacuBsion  with  regsm  to 
horse-power,  and  the  modification  of 
the  proposal  originally  pat  forth,  and 
from  the  fact  that  the  holla  and 
maohinery  were  regarded  separately,  aa 
offer  was  accepted  from  Sir  William 
Armstrong,  llitcbcU  and  Oo.  fur  one 
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Bhip  at  £18,500,  and  another  from  the 
Thames  Iron  Works  Company  for  the 
other  ship  at  £17,500,  in  excess  of  the 
proposals  made  by  other  firms  for  the 
same  work.  That  is  the  way  in  which 
the  money  of  the  country  is  squanderod. 
The  further  payments  on  account  of  the 
increased  horse- power  are  put  9n  page 
11  of  the  Seport.  The  Beport,  after 
speakiag  of  the  first  contract  for  on- 
es, goes  on  to  say,  that  six  months 
it  was  oonoluded 

"yendoTBwere  invited  for  eng^ea  ofafao- 
htrfi  character  with  boilers,  to  produce  the  same 
for  the  mU  and  Trafalgar.   The  lowest 
ras  &om  Messrs.  Harlaad  and  Wolff 
for  each  ship,  or  equal  to  a  redaction 
pr^W  £00  for  the  two  sets  «  engines  from  the 
inTi*W\^'*^*'  stated." 

'lender  of  Moasn.  Harlaud  and 
^  (jpr  these  en^nes  was  not  accepted, 
in  submittmg  a  list  of  the  firms 
^^vited  to  tender — amonest  whom 
!M8  firm  of  Messrs.  Harumd  and 
■the  profesuonal  Advisers  of  the 
s^Mvr^^y  remarked— 

^  are  the  principal  engineering  firms  of 
le  '^Otry,  and  comprise  all  to  whom  it  woald 
^^or  opinion,  desirable  to  entrust  the 
^j^tion  (u  such  important  machinery." 

Vniders  were  one  for  £94,000  and 
a(*r  £78,215 — the  former  being  from 
ame  firm  who,  ia  August  obtained, 
itiation,  £112,000  for  that  which 
ebruary  folh>wtng  they  offered  to 
ition  at  £94,000.  1  cannot  tmder- 
fba  contract  was  not  given  to 
j.  Harland  and  WoUF,  who  were 
f  to  do  the  work  for  £78,000  odd. 
g  read  the  paragraph  bearing  on 
latter,  I  thought  it  necessary  to 
yself  into  communication  with  a 
man  perfectly   well  acquainted 
|he  6rm,  and  a  number  of  other 
^throughout  the  country ;  and  I 
fed  of  aim  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
^ere  was  any  good  reason  why 
p.  Harland  and  Wolff  should  not 
'the  contract,  and  whether  they 
Ireallj  capable  of  performing  the 

IHia  answer  was  short  and  em* 
"  Most  unquestionably,"  he 
**  they  were  pmeotly  qualified  to 
ie  work."  Under  these  dnmm- 
IM,  and  looking  at  the  matter  £rom 
blio  point  of  Tiew,  I  cannot  un- 
land  why,  when  a  oontraotor  has 
^red  to  do  certain  work  for  £78,000 
contractor  who  has  done  work  for 
goTenuQMitf  and  who  is  recognized 
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BB  thoroughly  qualified  for  such  work-— 
the  contract  should  be  given  not  to  him 
but  to  another  firm  paid  £94,000  to  do 
it  So  we  see  how  payments  in  advance 
are  made,  CTen  though  they  are  not 
due ;  while  in  other  cases,  there  ia 
blameworthy  delay  in  meeting  claims 
which  have  fairly  been  put  forward  for 
work  actually  done ;  and  so  we  aee, 
also,  that  firms  perfectly  competent  to 
do  the  work  are  passed  over,  and  the 
tenders  of  other  contractors  are  ac- 
cepted at  a  very  unnecessary  increase 
in  the  (K>st  to  the  public.  But,  Sir, 
even  when  tenders  are  accepted,  are 
contractors  bound  tu  the  terms  on  whidi 
they  tender?  It  would  appear  from 
paragraph  27  of  this  Beport  that  they 
are  not — or,  at  any  rate,  not  always. 
The  paragraph  is  this — 

"A  serioos  discrepancy  was  shown  by  the 
evidence  before  ds  to  exist  in  some  oases  be* 
tween  the  terms  arranged  with  the  contractor 
for  engines  and  the  conditions  eventaally  em- 
bodiea  in  the  contract  in  regard  to  peiultiei 
and  payments  for  ntra  indicated  hone-powBr." 

Well,  Sir,  this  is  the  way  in  which  the 
contract  business  of  the  Admiralty  baa 

been  conducted  in  the  past,  and  it  is  not 
a  matter  ot  wonder  that  the  Oommittee 
report  as  they  do  in  paragraph  39 — 

"It  is  inexpedient  that  pnrchaaes  amount- 
ing to  something  like  £S0,000  a-year  shonld  be 
negotiated  by  the  Director  of  Oontraots  without 
superior  authority.'* 

I  will  not  enter  into  the  question  of 
whether  the  Director  of  Oontraots  ought 
to  be  the  sole  purchaser  on  behalf  of 
the  Admiralty,  though,  I  beliere,  the 
system  has  worked  wwl  in  respect  of  the 
Army  Serricee — at  any  rate,  so  far  as 
the  Director  of  Army  Contracts  is  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not 
work  equally  satisfactorily  in  the  Naval 
Service.  But,  surely,  when  the  Director 
of  Contracts  can  purchase  on  his  own 
authority  to  the  extent  of  £60,000 
a-year,  there  ought  to  be  some  kind  of 
check  upon  him— there  ought  to  be 
some  kind  of  higher  offioer  who  ought 
to  be  competoit,  at  any  rate,  to  look  at 
the  details  of  these  oontraots  both  before 
and  after  they  have  been  entered  into. 
I  do  not,  for  a  moment,  pretend  to  think 
^t  the  system  of  contracts  ought  to  be 
curtailed  or  dunimshed.  It  is  equally 
true  of  the  Navy,  as  it  ia  fame  of  the 
Army,  that  the  Admiralty  authorities 
are  not  able  from  their  own  Establidi- 
ments  to  supply  the  needs  of  the  Service 
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even  in  time  of  peace.  The  War  Office 
EBtablishments  cannot  supply  in  times 
of  peace  more  than  50  per  cent,  of  the 
requirements,  and  the  Navy  authorities, 
I  suppose,  &id  it  difficult  to  prorlde 
even  so  high  a  ^portion.  It  is,  there- 
toxe,  clear  that  the  wants  of  these  two 
great  Services  must  be  dependent  to  a 
farge  extent  upon  supplies  by  contract 
And  the  more  they  are  dependent 
on  the  contractors,  X  think,  the  better, 
because  you  cannot  expect  the  contrac- 
tors, if  the  sudden  demands  of  war 
should  come  upon  them,  to  be  prepared 
to  furnish  what  is  required  for  such  low 
charges  and  on  suoh  reasonable  terms 
as  they  would  if  the  demands  regularly 
made  on  them  during  the  time  of  peace 
were  such  as  to  m&e  it  profitable  for 
them  to  keep  efficient  and  sufficient 
machinery.  Therefore  I  am  by  no 
means  desirous  of  seeing  the  system  of 
contracts  curtailed  ;  but  I  do  say  this, 
that  there  is  evidence  not  only  in  this 
Report,  but  in  the  Beports  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  itself,  and  in  the  Statement  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  in 
the  Beports  madeby  the  Oonrntrtdlffl  and 
Auditor  General  to  this  House,  with 
regard  to  proceedings  in  connection 
with  contracta  in  the  past — there  is 
abundant  eridence  to  show  that  the 
whole  system  of  contracts  under  the 
Admiralty  authorities  does  require  a 
very  complete  overhauling.  That  has 
been  recognized,  but  I  submit  that  ^e 
Minute  that  is  placed  at  the  beginning  of 
this  Beport,  and  signed  by  the  noblel^rd 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  is  alto- 
gether short  of  the  re^uiremente  of  tiie 
oase.  What  he  says 


"Ksoe  1885  new  regalations  have  been 
adt^ited,  and  a  series  of  refomu  initiated  in  the 
Oompti^ler'B  Department,  which  will,  I  hope, 
go  Ux  towards  attaining  the  ohjects  the  Com- 
mittee have  in  view,  and  for  the  aooompliah- 
ment  of  which  they  have  made  numerous  and 
practical  suggeBtionB," 

That  is  all  very  well  so  far  as  it  goes ; 
but  the  House  will  probably  wish  to 
know  how  far  it  goes,  and  what  does  it 
mean  P  What  are  the  regulations  that 
hare  been  adopted  in  order  to  prerent 
the  blots  and  defects  the  Oommittee 
have  pointed  out,  and  how  does  tiie 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty propose  in  the  future  to  avoid  these 
things  which  I  have  mentioned,  and 
whiojL  certainly,  in  some  cases,  amoimt 
almost  to  a  scandal  ? 

Mr.  O^Mmriy 


CAPrAiN  PBIOE  (Devonport):  The 
discussion  oonimenoed  by  the  hon.  Hoa- 
her  for  Barrow-in-Fumees  (Mr.  Oaine) 
and  continued  by  the  hon.  Qentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  A.  O'Oonnoi) 
is  one  of  vezy  great  importance,  and  if 
it  had  been  oommenoed  at  an  eariia 
hour  of  the  erening  I  should  have  fdt 
justified  in  going  at  length  into  it.  I 
am  quite  aware,  £u>wever,  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  to  take  the  first  Votes  to-ni^. 
therefore  I  will  confine  my  remarks  U^gj 
very  few  minuteB._  I  should  like,  tj\^ 


ever,  to  say  that  I  entirely — or  al: 
entirely — agree  with  the  remarks 
fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  B 
in-Furnes8,  leaving,  of  course,  oi 
consideration  some  rather  person^ 
marks  which  fell  from  him,  and  w 
must  say,  I  did  not  agree  with, 
dorse  the  opinions  he  expressed 
declared  himself  entirely  oppo: 
policy  of  leaving  tiie  giving  of  e 
to  the  Director  of  Oontraots.  I 
a  most  mischievouB  thing  to  o 
these  officials  with  suoh  affisirs. 
a^ree  with  what  has  l>een  said 
tarn  Hotham  in  this  matter ;  but 
this  discussion  raise  a  very  im 
question  in  our  minds  for  consider  w<v».^^ 
Is  it  worth  our  while,  or  is  it  right,  for 
us  to  go  so  largely  into  this  syatan  of  ^ 
contracts  at  all  ?  Why  is  it  that  inth 
our  magnificent  Dockyards,  where  fe 
can  produce  everything  required  in  the 
Navy,  that  we  go  so  much  into  the  q>en 
market  and  spend  large  sums  of  the 

?ublio  money  on  these  contracts  f  Sir, 
must  protwt,  in  the  interests  of  eco* 
nomy,  against  the  immense  sums  that 
are  being  squandered  by  the  Qovern- 
ment  in  this  matter  of  contracts.  It 
seems  to  me  in  the  highest  degree  sft- 
businees-Iike  thal^  having  spoit  enor* 
mous  sums  on  car  Naval  DookyardB, 
and  having  spent  milUons  of  mosey  in 
setting  up  plant  with  wludi  to  build  car 
ships,  we  should  not  make  proper  use  of 
that  plant,  but  should  go  to  private 
yards  to  get  work  done  which  ooold  be 
equally  well  done  in  our  Boyal  Dock- 
yards. I  have  only  to  turn  to  tlus  Be- 
port of  Contracts  to  find  a  useful  illns- 
tratioii  of  what  I  am  urging.  We  are 
told  that  in  the  oase  of  certam  iron-clsd 
ships  certain  tenders  were  given.  Well, 
one  tender  is,  I  think,  £18,000  lower 
than  the  tender  that  was  actually  ae* 
oepted ;  and  are  we  to  soppoee  tliAt  no 
pi^t  10  made  by  the  «m&aotoni  who 
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build  these  ships  for  us  ?  I  know  we 
are  aometimes  told  so.  I  go  into  a  shop 
sometimes  to  puiohase  an  article.  1 
complain  of  the  price;  and  the  ^op- 
keeper  tells  me — "  Oh,  I  can  assure  you 
we  do  not  get  any  profit  at  all  on  this 
artide ;  on  the  contrary,  we  are  great 
losers  by  it."  I  would  as  soon  believe  a 
statement  of  that  kind  on  the  part  of  a 
shopkeeper,  as  the  statement  that  the 
_;^traotor8  who  build  our  ships  do  not 
>^  ^  profit  out  of  tiie  won,  Sudi 

tm  ^S^xnisa\A  are  all  nonsense.  Of  course, 
it)  lafofi^  A  large  profit,  is  made 
^  of  I  contractor.  I  do  not  suppose  the 
hw  Qm^re  of  the  shipbuilding  yards  who 
cull^sd  on  to  build  the  ships  on  which 
thai  Bto^ond  £500,000,  would  attempt  to  go 
itt  Metb^uch  an  extensiTe  business  as  that 
^0,1  W  at  getting  a  profit  of  something 
fta  of  »0  per  cent.  Well,  if  you  take  the 
S^shov'  V3  suppose  to  be  made  by 
'  voir^iid^3>^  ^  Messrs.  HfU'land  and 
laidy  and  add  to  that  £10,000  or 
thai^O,  which  we  are  giving  to  Messrs. 
houv^i^f  Mitchell,  and  Q>.,  we  have 
;  manu  of  something  like  £60,000  which 
oneje  giving  away  for  the  manufacture 
pe^se  ships  over  and  above  what  we 
t^dthare  given  if  the  ships  had  beea 
the  BOTal  Dockyards.  But  this 
1  ^'iiot  the  onW  reason  why  I  m.j  it  is 
jenscfaievouB  and  a  mistake  to  build  these 
ships  80  extensively  in  private  yards. 
At  the  commencement  of  this  evening's 
debate  I  remember  an  hon.  Gentleman 
— I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Beed) — rather  surprised  us 
by  stating  that  all  our  designs  for  ships 
that  w^  being  obtained  from  private 
dockyards  were  made  public  property — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  designs  for  our 
ships,  which,  we  do  all  we  can  to  keep 
secret,  and  to  keep  from  falling  into  the 
hands  of  Foreign  Powers,  in  the  case  of 
■hips  built  in  private  dockyards  are 
made  perfectly  public  propoty.  Anyone 
can  buy  them  for  almost  anything  he 
likes.  That  is  a  serious  consideration, 
and  it  is  a  thing  which  cannot  happen 
in  the  case  of  uiips  wbidk  are  built  in 
Public  Dockyards.  Now,  in  the  state- 
ment which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  has 
laid  before  us,  he  has  told  us  the 
allowance  which  ought  to  be  made  for 
the  depreciation  of  our  stock  in  ships. 
I  wish  he  had  curied  out  the  same 
principle  as  regards  the  value  of  our 
■tores.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  im- 


portant thing,  and  a  very  excellent 
thing,  if,  in  future,  he  was  to 
give  us  some  idea  of  the  nature  and 
value  of  our  stock  and  stores  in  hand. 
We  are  told  what  is  required  to  buy 
stores  for  the  year ;  but  we  never  have 
a  valuation  of  all  the  stores  in  the 
Service — for  instance,  of  the  timber, 
metal,  and  so  <m.  That  item  is  a  very 
lai^  one ;  it  is  something  like  £500,000 
or  £600,000.  I  see  there  is  a  very 
large  decrease  made  this  year  in  that 
item.  I  wonder  why  that  is.  Is  it  because 
the  stores  were  dmleted  last  year  ?  la. 
another  item  we  hnd  a  corresponding 
increase,  so  we  never  know  exactly 
where  we  are.  It  has  often  been  the 
case  that  Boards  of  Admiralty,  finding 
that  their  shipbuilding israther  running 
down,  and  wanting  to  get  more  money 
from  the  House  of  Commons  to  make 
up  for  the  deficiency,  deplete  the  stores, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  knows 
nothing  about  it.  It  is  sometimes  the 
case  that  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  come  down 
and  astoni^  the  House  by  saying  he 
has  done  more  than  his  FtedecessOT  in 
the  way  of  increasing  the  Navy;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  hides  from  us  the  fact 
that  the  stores  are  depleted,  and  that  if 
another  Board  of  Admiralty  came  in 
they  would  have  to  spend  a  great  deal 
of  mouOT  in  getting  the  stores  up  to  the 
required  amount,  and  that  is  conse- 
quence of  having  to  do  that  they  could 
not  spend  the  necessary  amotmt  of  money 
in  building.  I  hope  that  in  future 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  be 
able  to  give  us  some  idea  of  what  stock 
of  stores  we  have  in  hand.  Now,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  ptrtonnel  of  the  Navy ;  it  is  quite  as 
important  as  mat4rM.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  the  evening,  I  asked  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
what  he  intended  to  do  as  regards  carry- 
ing out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Dukeof  Edinburgh's  Committee  oonoem- 
Ing  the  pensions  to  the  widows  of  our 
seamen.  The  Beport  of  the  Committee 
was  sent  in  two  years  ago ;  but  the  re- 
commendations it  contained  have  not 
been  acted  upon.  My  noble  Friend  very 
courteously  and  kindly  stated  that  if  I 
would  come  to  him  he  would  tell  me  the 
reason  why  the  Committee's  recom- 
mendation had  yet  not  been  carried  out ; 
but  this  is  not  a  matter  which  can  wait. 
I  tiiink  tiie  noble  Lord  should  have  told 
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the  Honse  to-night,  aa  I  think  I  can  tell 
them,  what  the  reason  is.  I  believe  he 
will  not  deny  the  fact  that  the  whole  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  are  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  this  recommendation 
shoald  be  oarriedout,  but  that  they  cannot 
get  the  small  amount  of  money  which  is 
required  from  the  Treasury.  I  believe 
that  if  the  noble  Ijord  were  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  back  him  up  in 
this  matter — it  is  a  small  matter  as  fat  as 
the  amount  of  money  goes,  but  a  very  im< 

Sortant  matter  to  a  great  number  ofpoor 
eaerving  people — the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  wiU  have  no  difficulty  in  providing 
the  xaa-aay  which,  is  necessary  for  these 
pensitms.  One  word  in  regard  to  our 
wBirant  officers.  Hai^  years  ago,  dur- 
ing the  lime  of  the  Crimean  War,  it 
was  thought  a  great  shame  and  a  hard- 
ship that  our  warrant  officers,  that  our 
seamen  were  the  only  seamen  in  the 
world  who  were  never  able  to  get  a  com- 
mission, never  able  to  rise  to  ue  rank  of 
officers.  That  was  felt  to  be  a  hardship, 
and  an  Order  in  Oouncil  was  made  that 
our  seamen  should  be  allowed,  under 
oiroumstanoes  of  long  servitude,  or  of 
bravery  in  action,  or  for  other  special 
services,  to  rise  to  the  rank  of  officers. 
Now,  will  the  House  believe  that  ftom 
that  time  to  this  not  one  single  seaman 
has  ever  been  g^ven  the  commission  of 
an  officer  ? — ti^  rise  to  QiA  rank  of  war- 
rant officers,  but  bt^ond  that  they  can- 
not go.  The  matter  was  fully  disonsaed 
Bome  years  ago,  and  the  then  First  Iioid 
of  the  Admiralty — am  not  sure  it  was 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohilders) — thought  he  would  get  over 
the  difficulty  in  this  way.  He  said,  well, 
we  will  give  some  warrant  officers  eom- 
missiona.  Now,  what  are  those  com- 
missions ?  Instead  of  being  called 
gunner  or  boatswain  or  carpenter,  they 
are  called  chief  gunner,  chief  boatswain, 
and  chief  oarpent«,  and  they  are  asked 
to  believe  they  are  commissioned  officers ; 
Tou  may  just  as  well  tell  a  cabby  that 
he  is  a  coachman  to  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen.  Well,  that  is  the  way  Uie  diffi- 
culty was  got  over.  I  think  it  is  a  great 
shame;  and  I  submit  to  the  House  that 
it  is  a  standing  diurace  to  this  country 
that  tiie  Na^,  which  we  always  look 
upon  as  the  finest  prctfession  in  the 
world,  is  the  only  profession  where  a 
common  man  before  the  mast  cannot  in 
course  of  time,  if  he  shows  himself 
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worthy  of  it,  secure  the  nnifonn  of  u 
officer.  There  are  supposed  to  be 
difficulties  in  the  way ;  I  do  not  see  uy 
difficulties  at  all.  There  are  sappoeed 
to  be  social  difficulties,  but  social  diffi- 
culties should  not  exist;  the  warrant 
officers  do  not  ask  to  be  lieutenants  sod 
put  in  rooms  with  other  lieutenants  on 
a  ship.  There  is  no  occasion  for  it.  Then 
are  fatmdreds  of  appointments  in  the 
Navy  where  they  n&ed  not  oome  in  eon*' 
tact,  if  they  do  not  like  it,  withthepAflt^ 
executive  officers  of  the  Service,  ^ 
is  the  whole  Coastguard  open  to  tkm. 
There  are  appointments  to  gun- 1Mb 
and  the  torpedo  service,  and  many  |Ar 
services  which  I  need  not  mention,  ■mm 
these  officers  might  be  very  uHrfillj 
employed  as  lieutenants.  Agaiuft? 
argue  if  that  cannot  be  conceded  tolAen, 
why  should  they  not,  after  thenkrs 
served  their  time  in  the  ServicwW 
come  on  retirement,  receive  the  raw  of 
lieutenant  on  retirement.  ThatpM^a 
small  matter,  but  it  is  not.  It  isf  w  of 
great  importance  to  them  and  thw 
families.  These  are  the  only  n- 
marks  I  shall  make  with  regard  tbe 
pertonml  of  the  Navy.  The  noble  Lnd 
would  do  well  to  take  this  matlsr  into 
consideration.  If  the  noble  Lord  yniiii 
do  something  towards  offering  comsi»* 
sionsto  our  seamen,  and  also  in  helping 
oar  men  to  make  provision  for  thor 
widows,  he  would  do  a  great  deal  more 
to  perpetuate  the  Queen's  Jubilee  than 
is  to  he  done  in  spending  large  amoanta 
of  money  on  stAtues  ana  the  like. 

Mb.  HOOPER  (Cork,  S.E.) :  At  this 
late  hour  (1. 10)  I  will  not  trespaaavei; 
long  upon  the  attention  of  the  House. 
But  what  I  wish  to  bring  before  the 
House  is,  in  Uie  words  of  the  Motion, 
which  I  regret  the  Forms  of  the  House 
will  not  permit  me  to  move,  that  the 
Government  should  take  more  energetic 
steps  to  brin^  to  completion  the  works 
at  Haolbowhne  Dockyard  in  Cork  Har- 
bour, in  order  that  the  large  expendi- 
ture already  incurred  there  may  at  the 
earliest  possible  date  bear  useful  results 
to  the  Navy  and  the  Fablio  Service.  In 
order  that  I  may  oorrecUy  place  before 
the  House  the  usefulness  of  this  wwk,  I 
have  to  refer  to  the  early  history  of  tbe 
undertaking.  It  was  preceded  by  a  very 
long  agitation,  be^nning,  I  believe,  st 
the  time  of  Uie  Union,  for  the  constnu)* 
tion  of  tlus  dock  was  one  of  the  bribes 
held  out  to  the  Irish  people  to  eonsoit 
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to  the  Union  of  the  two  conntries.  But 
I  shall  begin  with  the  year  1864,  at 
which  time  a  Oommittee  was  appointed, 
on  the  Motion,  I  think,  of  a  predecessor 
of  mine  in  this  House,  Mr.  John 
Francis  Maguire.  That  Oommittee  was 
asked,  on  public  gnmnds,  and  also  on 
the  ground  that  a  fbir  share  of  the  Im- 
perial taxation  should  be  expended  in 
Ireland,  to  recommend  the  construction 
"^ifA  dock  in  Cork  Harbour.  I  mention 
nSk  fact  lest  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
thMh  the  other  side  of  the  House  should 
l^tsgine  my  moving  in  this  matter  is 
t*^  *^ely  or  mainly  the  result  of  any  de- 
Qm^to  obtain  Imperial  expenditure  in 
ci»l^ocality.  A  mass  of  evidence  was 
stoi^ced  before  the  House ;  and  among 
MeB«  ^ho  gave  evidence  in  favour  of 
I  lifproject  was  the  Duke  of  Somerset 
of  "^^as  been  already  mentioned  by^ — 
shoy^g  speakers  as  closely  allied  with 
■wo^Adminiatration — Captain  Godfrey 
l^^a,  Oaptain  Stuart,  and  Bear  Admi- 
thai^iU.  Sear  Admiral  MiU  stated 
honsi- 

°**^i5'bably  in  time  of  war  yon  would  have 
one^isabled  which  might  mske  for  Cork,  and 
nF*il  be  as  wdl  to  have  a  dock  there  to  meet 
^e  emergency,  more  espocniUy  at  the  pre- 
ilme." 

then  he  givea  his  reaaoni  to  which  I 
especially  ask  the  attention  of  what  I 
may  call  the  non-professional  Members 
oi  the  House — 

**  Jn  coBM^oeoee,"  he  layi, "  of  the  introdac- 
tion  of  madunoy  there  an  many  litUe  derange- 
ments which  take  place,  so  that  shipa  require 
to  be  docked  much  oftener  than  they  used  to  be 
formerly." 

The  Oommittee  also  received  evidence 
from  Mr.  Maguire,  and  be  said  ibxA  he 
bad  beard  serverid  naval  men  give  their 
strong  opinions  in  favour  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  this  dockyard.  Sir  George 
Sartorius  stated  before  him  the  necessity 
of  having  a  naval  dockyard  at  Cork 
Harbour.  Sir  George  Sartorius  was  of 
opinion  that  there  should  be  a  naval 
dockyard  and  arsenal  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland,  because  it  was  very 
unwise  to  havo  the  defences  of  the  coun- 
try intrusted  entirely  to  the  Dockyards 
in  England.  The  Committee  in  their 
inquiry  felt  the  full  forco  of  the  advan- 
tage to  the  Fleet  of  a  first-class  dock  at 
Oork,  and  the3r  advised  the  immediate 
construction  of  a  fir8t*cla88  dock  in  some 
convenient  spot  in  the  Harbour,  and 
Edso,  a  practicable,  the  deepening  of  the 
existing  docks  for  oocaeional  naval  re- 


quirements. The  Admiralty  at  that  time 
acted  on  the  Beport,  and  the^  proposed 
to  spend  a  sum  of  £150,000  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  dock  in  the  course  of  tax 
years.  Well,  Sir,  for  some  reason  or 
other  that  sum  of  £lfiO,O00  has  been 
raised  to  something  like  £700,000  or 
£800,000.  That  large  expenditure  may 
seem  to  make  the  House  a  bit  weary  of 
this  undertakiog ;  but  it  is  no  detriment 
to  my  argument  at  present  so  far  as 
there  is  practical  result.  This  large  sum 
is  practically  thrown  into  the  sea,  and 
therefore  it  behoves  Parliament  to  see 
whether  by  some  vigorous  effort  the 
dock  cannot  be  turned  to  some  useful 
account.  But  the  work  has  been  in 
abeyance  for  some  time,  owing,  as  it  has 
been  said,  to  the  unfortunate  circum- 
stance that  the  Government  cannot  get 
a  sufficient  number  of  convicts  for  we 
work.  Undoubtedly  the  proximity  of 
convict  labour  at  Spike  Island  was  an 
inducement  to  enter  mto  this  enterprize ; 
and  while  the  convict  establishment 
existed  there  and  while  convict  labour, 
which  cost  the  Government  so  little,  was 
to  be  had,  there  might  be  some  cause 
for  dragging  this  work  slowly  along. 
But  that  state  of  things  no  longer  exists, 
the  convict  establishment  has  been  re- 
moved to  Galway  during  the  last  two  or 
two-and-a-half  years;  and  now  whatever 
money  is  to  be  spent — that  is,  if  this 
dock  is  to  be  finished  at  all — and  surely 
it  ought  to  be  finished  when  £700,000 
or  £600,000  has  already  been  spent 
upon  it — ^it  will  have  to  be  completed  by 
paid  Iftbonr.  I  have  quoted  the  reasons 
for  which  the  dock  was  originally  en- 
tered upon ;  and  I  ask  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  House  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  progress  of  affairs  since  that  time 
to  say  whether  those  reasons  have  nov 
less  or  more  effect  than  they  had  at  that 
time.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
the  reasons  have  greater  effect  now,  for 
with  the  increased  power  of  projectiles 
the  chances  are  far  greater  that  vessels 
in  Her  Majesty's  Navy  will  require 
more  docking,  and  will  require  to  have 
more  docks  in  which  they  can  find  refuge. 
I  also  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
length  of  transport  vessels  has  greatly 
increased  since  mat  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  shocked  to  find  that  he 
could  not  take  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  into  Malta ;  but  what  would  happen 
if  one  of  these  splendid  cruisers  were  to 
get  damaged?  If  the  arrangements  at 
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Cork  were  complete,  you  would  have  a  ] 
dock  that  you  could  take  her  to ;  and  I 
may  mention  that  Cork  would  be  an  ex- 
cellent place  from  which  to  send  troops. 
If  one  of  the  ships  is  disabled,  how  are 
you  going  to  deal  with  her ;  is  she  to  be 
brought  to  London  for  repair  and  then 
taken  back  again  ?  I  believe  the  whole 
history  of  naval  administration  shows 
that  you  use  enormous  sums  of  money 
whioh  you  might  save  if  you  had  kept 
your  Dockyards  in  an  efficient  state.  In 
the  time  of  the  Crimean  War  T!  think 
there  was  something  like  the  worth  of 
£1,000,000  in  the  work  done  in  private 
dockyaxds,  because   the  Qovemmeut 
Dockyards  were  overworked,  and  if  such 
a  time  were  to  come  again,  I  say  U  would 
be  of  the  greatest  consequence  to  the 
country  to  have  the  dock  at  Cork  in  a 
working  state.  If  HerMajesty'sGovem- 
ment  are  wise  tbey  will  take  this  work 
seriously  in  hand,  and  that  soon,  and  for 
this  reason  among  others,  that  I  see,  with 
the  greatest  regret,  that  the  shipping 
industry  of  Cork  Harbour  has  been  de- 
clining for  years  past,  and  that  the  trade 
is  almost  threatened  with  extinction. 
There  are  still  some  first-rate  workmen 
left  there,  and  the  sooner  they  are  saved 
from  extinction  the  better.    Apart  alto- 
gether irom  that,  I  suppose  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  altogether 
free  from  the  apprehension  of  war  at  no 
distant  pffliod.     France  is  not  at  the 
moment  on  the  very  best  terms  with 
England;  on  the  contrary,  she  is  the 
do^  ally  of  Sussia,  and  perhaps  the 
alliance  which  exists  may  be  more 
friendly  hereafter  at  a  time  when  the 
Irish  Coasts  might  not  be  free  from 
attack.    Under  these  circumstances,  I 
say  it  would  be  well  for  the  Government 
to  have  a  harbour  at  Cork  with  all  the 
appliances  necessary  for  docking  ships. 
It  is  a  very  capacious  Harbour ;  there 
are  splendid  forts  there  moimted  with 
the  best  artillery,  and  altogether  it  is 
the  best  position  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
ships  can  be  placed.    I  will  now  remark 
that  after  all  the  money  spent  in  the 
last  27  years,  a  new  stage  has  been 
reached,  and  we  are  told  that  80  men 
per  week  are  to  be  discharged  in  June 
next.    I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  allow  the  £700,000  or 
£800,000  which  has  been  spent  to  lie 
waste,  and  whether  he  will  not  give 
these  men  some  other  work,  which  he 
can  do  very  easily  ?  Finally,  I  thank  the 


House  for  the  great  courtesy  they  haT« 
shown  during  the  time  occupiedby  these 
remarks ;  and  I  ask  the  Gorranmentto 
consider  carefully  whether  some  nev 
departure  should  not  be  taken  to  niiks 
this  large  siun  of  money  immediatdjr 
productive,  and  to  provide,  as  soon  a« 
possible,  on  that  part  of  the  Coast  a 
place  in  which  Her  Majesty's  ships  csn 
be  constructed  and  repaind  al^  in 
time  of  peace  and  war. 

Mr.  PEABCE  (Lanark,  Govan) :  (He 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Banoi- 
in-FumesB  (Mr.  Oune)  seems  to  ine  to 
have  had  two  points.    In  the  first  pwiKi 
he  vindicated  a  very  peruicions  em^ 
of  contracting  which  had  been  goiwn 
for  some  years,  especially  durinwtiie 
term  he  was  connected  with  theT Ad- 
miralty; and,  in  the  second  plawj* 
made  a  personal  attack  upon  me,  bwcua 
I  consented  to  act  on  the  Coniliiii^ 
of  Contracts,     He  calls  me  a  "wap- 
poioted  tenderer."     I  am  not  a  "iiiap' 
pointed  tenderer,"  because  years Ugvl 
discovered  that  the  partiality  ewmi 
amongst  the  professional  adviseraoftlie 
Admiralty  was  of  such  a  characte:  tbat 
it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  I  bflonld 
get  a  contract  under  any  circumBtenoes 
whatever.   I  have  tendered  becanw  I 
wished  to  remain  on  what  is  knowiL  as 
the  Admiralty  List ;  if  I  were  not  oa 
that  List  I  should  be  predaded  from 
tendering  in  foreign  countries.  Th>tt 
is  the  sok  reason  why  I  was  on  the  list 
— ^it  was  not  because  I  had  an  idea  of 
getting  contracts.    The  hon.  Member 
has  alio  referred  to  me  as  oroas-exaoun' 
ii^f  a  professional  officer.    I  rimp^ 
asked  that  officer  eight  questions,  and  I 
ask  the  hon.  Member  u,  out  <A  tboM 
questions,  he  can  point  to  one  whidi 
was  indiscreet  ?   He  cannot  do  so.  As 
a  professional  man,  I  was  supposed  to 
ask  questions  of  a  technical  character. 
I  was  solicited  to  act  on  the  Committw, 
and  it  was  pointed  out  to  me  that  my  pro- 
fessional knowledge  would  be  of  great 
service  to  the  Admiralty.   I  think,  in  & 
cfue  of  this  kind,  the  hon.  Member 
should  not  make  a  personal  attack  on 
any  Member  of  this  House  for  doin^ 
what  he  considered  to  be  for  the  pablic 
good.   Now,  I  may  state  that  I  was  not 
prompted,  nor  was  any  Member  of  tiw 
Committee  pronmted,  to  inquire  into 
the  question  of  the  Sau^m'eil  and 
Etnovm,  on  account  of  the  firm  to 
whioh  I  belonged  having  tendered  for 
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them.     But  the  Committee  were  in- 
daoed  to  inquire  into  the  matter  jErom 
the  fact  that  the  eogiaes  were  given  to 
a  &rm  which  has  at  the  present  time  haa 
100,000  horse-power  under  construction. 
If  the  hon.  Member  turns  to  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Estimates,  he  will  find 
that  this  firm  has  received  orders  for 
the  engines  for  the  TVafalgary  Anton, 
Hotce,    Rodney,    Collingtcood,  Z/eruy, 
Severn,  Renown,  and  Sampareil.  These 
*—  •'^eaent  100,000   horse-power,  and, 
J'T^'^hly  speaking,  £1,000,000  sterling; 
^^epresents  an  amount  of  work  greater 
n  iiU  the  engineers  in  the  country 
ill  hand  for  Government; 
il-at    being   so,  we  concluded 
Dg"^  tioaiething  was  going  on  whioh 
^Tf  -^a  desirable  to  find  out.   The  hon. 
Aibi_r  endeavoured  to  show  that 
'f^o  tiro  ships  were  obtained  at  a 
^     „pfcrr  price  by  deducting  the  penalty 
,  ^.l1i  he  said  might  be  d^ucted  if  the 
ncrixa  did  not  give  the  horse-power 
J"  .  .   htid  contracted  for.    But,  as  a 
1?  '^^f  r  of  fact,  in  this  contract  there  is 
eiirdty  at  all.    If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
_^^'si  had  read  the  evidence  a  little  more 
T^jfuUy,  he  would  not,  I  think,  have 
|?^tp'de  the  rash  statement  which  he  did 
Hla.ike,  or  have  spoken  about  the  sup- 
lyL^ed^^ion  of  the  truth.    Here  ia  a  sup- 
prefisioQ  which  he  made  in  giving  his 
version  of  the  case  to  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  Belfast  firm  which  offered 
to  do  the  engines  of  the  Ifile  and 
lirafalffar  at  a  coat  of  £34,000  less 
than  the  Qovemment  are  now  paying, 
there  was  no  reason  that  we  could  dis- 
cover why  they  should  not  have  had  the 
contract.   We  were  told  that  they  were 
thoroughly  competent  to  have  the  con- 
tract, and,  wbeD  we  asked  why  the  Ad- 
miralty had  invited  the  firm  to  tender, 
we  were  told  that  at  the  time  there  was 
great  talk  about  justice  to  Ireland. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  about 
giving  the  Director  of  Contracts  a  great 
amount  of  power.   When  the  Director 
of  Contracts  came  before  us  we  asked 
him  whether  he  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  contracts  on  these  ships,  and 
he  said  he  had  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  Tith  them.    Well,  Sir,  when  we 
found  that  this  pernicious  mtem  was 
ffoing  on,  which  has  been  backed  up  by 
Siehon.  Member  for  BarroW'in-FumesB, 
vre  considered  that  it  would  be  deei'rabia 
to  have  a  man  of  cormnercial  miail  to 
elucidate  the  ^stem  oi  contracts.  I 


conclude  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow-in-Furness  was  formerly  in- 
stalled at  the  Admiralty  on  account  of 
his  commercial  knowledge.  I  believe 
that  the  firm  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected contracted  with  the  Government 
for  certain  materials.  [Mr.  Gaute  : 
Never.]  Then  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon ;  I  have  been  misinformed. 
But  he  has  been  in  the  habit  of  making 
contracts  with  large  firms — my  own 
firm,  for  instance— and  I  should  have 
thought  that  he  was  a  man  of  commer- 
cial mind.  I  have  nothing  further  to 
add  than  this — that  my  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  system  of  contracting  is 
embodied  in  tihe  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   

The  EIEST  LOBD  of  thk  ADMI- 
BAI/TT  (Lord  Oxobqe  Haiiiltoh)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  Atthi8hour(1.40  A.U.), 
and  at  the  close  of  a  not  unsatisfactory 
discussion  on  naval  matters,  I  feel  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  inflict  a  speech 
on  the  House;  but  as  a  number  of  ques- 
tions have  been  put  to  me  relating  to 
several  matters  which  are  not  referred 
to  in  the  Memorandum,  it  is,  perhaps, 
desirable  that  I  should  say  a  few  words 
in  reply.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Cork  (Mr.  Hooper)  raised  a 
question  as  to  Hautbowline  Dock,  and 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  an  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Admiralty  to  postpone  the  operation 
of  tiiose  works.  I  have  not  had  the 
advantage  of  meeting  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  connection  with  the  Bab!|ect. 
When  I  was  over  in  Irdand  I  received 
a  deputation  of  local  gentlemen  in  re- 
gard to  it,  and  I  stated  to  the  gentleman 
heading  that  deputation  the  course  we 
intended  to  pursue.  I  told  him  that  the 
amount  of  money  we  should  spend  in  the 
succeeding  year  would  be  as  much  as 
we  had  spent  the  year  before;  but  I 
added  that,  inasmuch  as  we  should  be 
completing  a  portion  of  the  work,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  discharge  some  of 
the  workmen  from  time  to  time.  In 
June  next  these  discharges  will  have 
to  commence ;  and,  in  arranging  the 
time,  we  have  been  guided  by  a  desire 
to  get  rid  of  the  men  at  a  period  of 
the  year  when  it  will  be  the  easiest  for 
them  to  get  other  employment.  It 
must  always  be  remembered  that  we 
eh&U  only  be  getting  rid  of  the  men  be^ 
aause  the  work  on  which  they  h|ne 
b-npn  iMigaged  ia  being  oompleted.  M 
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to  the  dock,  I  hope  it  vill  bo  read;  to 
receive  Teeaela  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
and  that  it  will  be  found  as  valuable 
for  naval  and  commercial  purposes  as 
the  hon.  Member  anticipates.  There 
has  been  some  discoBsion  with  reference 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  system  of 
leaking  contracts  at  the  Admiralty.  I 
regret  very  much  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness (Mr.  Caine)  introduced  a  personal 
element  into  that  discussion,  and  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  it  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  imitate  bis  example.  What 
I  would  say  on  the  anlgeot  is  that,  when 
last  year  it  was  suggested  that  a  Oom- 
mittee  shoidd  sit  and  investigate  the 

auestion  of  the  making  of  contracts  at 
le  Admiralty — a  suggestion  which  ori- 
ginated with  an  Admiralty  Depart- 
mental Oommittee — I  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  to  undertake  the 
task  to  preside  over  ^e  inquiry,  and  as- 
sociate with  himself,  in  the  duties  of 
investigation,  three  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment in  addition  to  other  Admiralty 
officers.  We  were  very  anxious  to  have 
as  a  Member  of  that  Committee  some 
gentleman  of  commercial  experience, 
who  had  a  knowledge  of  that  particular 
class  of  naval  stores  that  the  Admiral^ 
were  in  the  habit  of  contracting  for. 
The  proposition  was  made  to  the  Mem- 
ber toT  the  Govan  Division  of  I<anark- 
shire  (Mr.  Fearoe)  that  be  should  serve 
on  the  Oommittee,  and  be  assented.  I 
beUered,  at  that  time,  as  did  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  who  had  the 
management  of  the  inquiry,  that  the 
question  of  contracts  for  engines  and 
bulls  only  would  not  be  investigated; 
but  the  old  Chief  Constructor  of  the 
Navy,  Sir  N.  Bamaby,  came  up  to  give 
evidence  as  to  the  last  contracts  thathad 
been  made  in  reference  to  certain  ves- 
sels and  engines.  In  the  course  of  bis 
examination,  Sir  N.  Bamaby  stated  the 
principle  on  which  he  had  recommended 
certain  tendon ;  and  it  became  apparent 
to  the  Committee,  as  I  say,  that  some 
error  bad  been  made.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  read  all  the  evidence;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  a  mistake  was  made 
by  an  Admiralty  officifU,  and  I  base  my 
assertion  on  the  fact  that,  in  last  year's 
Estimates,  it  will  be  found  that  engines 
were  contracted  for  for  the  Nile  and 
TVo/a^nr,  both  of  which  are  larger  and 
heavier  vessels  than  the  Santpareit  and 
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Renotcn^  af  a  price  lower  by  £10,000 
and  £12,000  than  that  paid  for  the  Isst- 
mentioned  vessels.  It  is  dear,  therefm, 
that  the  contracts  made  in  the  first  case 
were  much  more  beneficial  to  the  eon- 
tractor  than  those  made  in  tbe  second. 
So  far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  mistake 
arose  from  the  Admiralty  officials  knoT- 
ing  that  a  certain  penalW  was  attached 
to  every  horse-power  fklung  short  of  the 
required  power.  They  assumed  that  thst 
penalty  was  the  price,  and  deductedju^ 
sum  from  the  total  amount  of  the  tenqk, 
by  which  process  they  brought  thetenwa 
for  the  greater  horse- power  to  a  figorefti^ 
parently  lower  than  those  for  tbe  hi^lk. 
Those  who  read  the  evidence  irillHa 
that  one  of  thelate  chief  officials  wAm^mSi 
that  he  bad  made  an  enror  and  an  ^Bn- 
sight.  These  contracts  were  oompflriid 
under  circumstances  of  great  bAnTi 
which  is  a  fact  which  should  not  belJHl 
sight  of.  It  was  in  the  year  1 685, 
it  was  considered  not  unlikely  tfasW  n 
might  be  forced  into  ooUieion  witb  a 
European  Power.  When  the  Reporfltru 
presented  and  put  on  the  Table  (Mltli^ 
House,  a  short  Minute  aocompani»Iitr 

Pointing  out  that  the  officials  who  voir 
old  the  position  of  Controller  of  £be 
Navy  ana  Chief  Constructor  were  not 
those  who  were  in  Office  at  the  time 
the  contracts  were  made,  and  I  pointed 
out  that  I  believed  that  certain  arrange- 
ments had  since  been  made  which  went 
in  the  direction  of  meeting  certain  of  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  Committee; 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  I  can  undertake 
on  behalf  of  the  Admiralty,  that  we  wOl 
do  our  best  to  give  effect  to  the  purport 
of  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Oommit- 
tee. There  may,  however,  be  some  con- 
troversy as  to  the  advisability  of  trans- 
ferring the  making  of  contracts  from 
the  official  upon  whom  the  duty  noir 
rests.  There  is  a  reference  to  the  msttec 
in  the  Blue  Book  published  two  da;s 
ago,  and  the  Beport  speaks  of  those  re- 
commendations. I  believe  we  shall  be 
able  to  arrive  at  some  satisfactonr  con- 
elusion  which  will  prevent,  in  the  niture, 
any  recurrence  of  what  I  believe  to  have 
been  an  error  on  the  part  of  the  technical 
officers  of  the  Admiralty.  The  hon.  sad 
gallant  Gentieman  the  Uember  fiff 
Devonport  (Captain  Price)  asks  me  if 
we  can  give  an  estimate  of  what  is  tlie 
value  of  stores  at  the  end  of  the  yesr, 
and  he  pointed  out  tiiat  there  is  a  de- 
crease in  the  amount  of  timber.  I  would 
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Buy,  in  reply,  that  this  decrease  has  been 
deliberately  made,  as  we  find  we  have 
enough  timber  on  hand  to  last  us  three 
years.   The  House  must  bear  in  mind 
that  in  regard  to  this  question  of  naval 
stores  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
have  greatly  changed  in  recent  years. 
The  great  storehouses  in  our  Docl^ards 
were  established  and  set  up  at  a  time 
when  the  prodaotive  power  of  the  ooun- 
^nr  was  oomparatiTel^  small,  and  when 
lau'^roads  were  not  in  ezii^eiice.  la 
UxoTf^  days  it  was  necessary  to  accumu- 
late   large  quantities  of  stmes  fat  cases 
of  (^'Smei^enoy ;  but  nowadays,  should  an 
em^P^gency  arise,  we  shoald  find  no  diffi- 
cultj'j  in  procuring  large  supplies  of 
Bton^s  such  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
MsB^ber  refers  to  at  very  short  nodoe. 
I  hs^e  no  doubt,  thanks  to  the  agencies 
of  p^ectrici^  and  steam,  that  now,  on  the 
shoi^test  notice,  large  quantities  of  stores 
WDU'^fld  be  obtained  from  ontside,  and 
laid^  alongside  the  ships  more  quickly 
thu^  they  could  be  taken  from  our  store- 
hoosri;^.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Qentle- 
man'  ;  put  two  other  questions  to  me— 
one/^'  concerning  the  proposal  to  provide 
per^sions  for  widows ;  and  the  other,  in 
rrf*ference  to  the  promotion  of  warrant 
off^icers  to  Iw  executive  officers.   I  must 
*]^oint  out  that,  in  this  matter,  yon  have 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  half*pay, 
and  that  warrant  officers  under  the  as- 
tern proposed  would  find  it  difficult  to 
live ;  and  I  have  also  to  point  out  that 
no  warrant  officer  could  assume  the  posi- 
tion referred  to  without  undergoing  a 
certain  prescribed  examination  which  is 
an  examination  that  I  do  not  suppose 
many  warrant  officers  would  be  able  to 
pass.  With  regard  to  the  pension  fund, 
the  question  is  a  difficult  one.   My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  is  aware  that  strong 
opposition  has  come  from   the  men 
themselves,  so  much  so  that  a  certain 
portion  of  the  proposals  witii  regard  to 
pendons  we  have   been   obliged  to 
abandon.   I  have  not  been  able  to  go 
thOTooghly  into  the  matter  myself ;  but 
I  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  substitute 
some  other  arrangement  for  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee.  Then,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Eastbourne  Division  (Admiral  Field) 
drew  attention  to  certain  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil which,  he  said,  have  inflicted  great 
injury  and  wrong  upon  naval  officers 
who  form  part  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. Ww,  Sir,  as  was  pointed  oat. 


the  first  Order  in  Council  was  repealed 
1  d  years  ago. 

Aduibal  FIELD:  I  know  that;  I 
stated  it.  I  do  not  want  to  be  miaander- 
stood.  It  is  well  known  that  a  new 
Patent  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  re- 
scinds the  previous  one.  The  Order  in 
Council  of  1872,  no  doubt,  rescinded  the 
one  of  1869 ;  but  the  one  of  1869  i«  the 
parent  of  the  one  of  1873. 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON:  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for 
Edinbnrgh  (Mr.  Ohildov)  wished  to  put 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  into  the  position 
of  the  Treasury  Board,  and  he  stated  so. 
He  desired  to  make  the  Naval  Lords 
subordinates  and  assistants.  That  Order 
was  rescinded,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  substituted 
another  Order  in  Council,  which  put  the 
Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  into  their 
old  position,  making  them  Colleagues  of 
the  Board.  What  I  have  endeavoured 
to  do,  since  I  hare  held  my  present  j^osi- 
tion,  has  been  to  increase  as  much  as  I 
could  the  individual  power  of  tiie  Naval 
Lords,  uid  make  them,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, responsible  for  their  D^artments, 
whilst,  at  the  same  time,  giving  tiiem 
the  ojiportunity  of  rendering  themselres 
cognizant  of  the  policy  the  Board  as  a 
body  is  pursuing.  My  noble  and  gal- 
lant Friend  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) 
objected  to  attaching  his  name  to  the 
Elstimates,  because  he  had  not  had  time 
to  examine  them.  The  desire  is  to  make 
the  Naval  Lords  share  in  the  respon- 
sibility, and  they  accordingly  feu  it 
part  of  their  duty  to  consider  the  Esti- 
mates, going  carefully  through  them  so 
that  they  may  have  no  hesitation  in 
attaching  their  signatures  to  them. 
Then,  the  question  of  naval  education 
has  been  Teferred  to.  In  two  sentences, 
I  will  tell  my  hon.  and  gallant  Etioid 
who  raised  the  point,  how  far  we  can 
agree  with  him,  and  how  tar  we  feel  it 
impossible  to  agree  with  faim.  We  are 
prepared  to  increase  the  age  of  entaittoe, 
and  we  hare  made  arrangements  for 
rendering  examinations  as  general  as 
possible.  We  have  appointed  a  Council 
of  Education  to  consider  the  whole  sub- 
ject ;  but  we  are  not  prepared  fo  assent  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Committee  by  which 
the  age  would  be  raised  from  12}  to  16 
years,  nor  are  we  prepared  to  assent  to 
the  By  stem  of  unlimited  open  competi- 
ti<Hi.   I  am  perfectiy  satisfied  that  the 
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proposals  oi  the  Conunittee  in  this  re- 
spect are  impraotioable ;  and  I  am  afraid 
they  hare  made  a  nustake  in  the  matter 
by  drawinff  an  analogy  between  the 
system  in  force  in  the  Army  and  &at 
that  exists  in  the  Navy.  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  if 
acoe|>ted,  would  have  the  effect  of  di- 
minishing the  amount  of  competition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
Edward  Heed)  pointed  out  that,  as  my 
Minute  stated,  certain  of  our  iron-clads 
were  much  more  deeply  immersed  than 
had  been  anticipated ;  and  he  went  so 
far  as  to  say  that,  in  consequence  of  this 
defect,  the  vessels  in  questioa  were  use< 
lees.  I  think  he  quoted  a  remark  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southampton 
last  year,  in  which  he  expressed  a  very 
disparaging  opinion  as  to  the  utility  of 
the  Imph'Huu.  Well,  mnce  the  hon. 
G^Ueman  the  Member  for  Southamp* 
ton  spoke,  the  iH^inMut  has  been 
thoroughly  tested.  The  officer  who 
went  out  in  command  of  the  vessel  was 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman's  own 
flag  captain  on  the  North  American 
Station,  and  he  gave  a  most  favourable 
account  of  the  ship.  The  statement 
I  myself  made  I  gave  after  consulting 
the  naval  technical  advisers— namely, 
that,  notwithstaudingthedeep  immersion 
of  this  and  other  large  vessels,  though 
there  has  been  some  miscalculation  as  to 
their  draught,  are  amongst  the  most 
powerful  iron-clads  afloat.  As  to  the 
observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Maclean) — 
who  expressed  some  doubt  as  to  whe- 
ther, hereafter,  there  was  to  be  any 
statement  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  and 
who  is  doubtful  as  to  the  operaticm  of 
the  proposed  depredaticm  Aina— I  would 
point  out  to  him  that,  on  page  16,  there 
IB  a  statement  in  about  half-a-dozen 
lines — a  summary  of  the  present  con- 
dition of  naval  flnance.  We  are  spend- 
ing this  year  £1,000,000  of  money  more 
than  we  should  spend  in  an  ordinary 
year,  to  carry  out  the  programme  of 
Ijord  Northbrook ;  but  we  are  spending 
£138,000  less  than  we  ought  to  do  to 
make  good  the  annual  depreciation 
fund.  If  you  deduct  £138,000  from 
£1,000,000,  you  will  have  £860,000, 
the  difference  which  is  the  margin  upon 
which  I  think  hereafter  reduction  or  re- 
trenchment can  be  made.  The  depre- 
ciation fond  will  giye  an  annnal  sum  to 
be  expended  on  new  oonitruotion,  which 


will  keep  up  the  Fleet  at  the  strength 
and  efficiency  it  is  estimated  it  should 
reach.   [Ur.  B.  W.  Duvp  :  Howaboit 
the  coaling  stations  ?  ]   There  is  an  in- 
quiry still  going  on  as  to  them.  Then 
is  no  doubt  that  the  facilities  wbiek  wo 
have  for  coaling  are  defident,  but  a- 
periments  are  being  made.    A  certm 
apparatus  was  set  up,  which  I  have  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  is  aware  of, 
which  has  been  found  quite  inoperatire; 
and  until  we  are  convinced  as  to  wh^'u 
the  best  method  of  shipping  coal,  wwii 
not  propose  to  inour  large  expendimiti 
on  tills  matter.   Still,  it  is  a  quesWa 
which  must  be  attended  to.   I  ho  Ail 
have  answered  all  the  questions  v^g'a 
have  been  put  to  me.   It  is  eatiafaSw 
to  find  that  the  experiment  of  pub^U 
ing  a  printed  Statement  has  prov^Bii 
suooeas.  This  is  shown  by  the  tact 
the  disoossion  to*night  has  been,  inn 
more  germane  to  the  sulgects  oontaKii 
in  the  Estimates  than  previons  mS^ 
cussioiis.   I  hope  the  Speaker  "wiUMf 
be  allowed  to  leave  the  Cfhair,  boM dtf 
the  Ist  Vote  may  be  taken.  ^ 

Mb.  SHAW  I^EVKE  :  iSt  w 
allow  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  CSfi, 
and  the  first  Vote  to  be  taken,  I  trust  tie 
(Government  will  permit  the  general  dis- 
cussion to  take  place  on  the  victualling 
Vote  in  the  same  way  as  is  done  in  con- 
nection with  the  Army.  I  have  bees 
anxious  to  make  several  observatioiu; 
but  I  have  not  been  willing  to  interpoee 
during  the  discussion  on  the  special 
subjects  with  regard  to  which  Notices  of 
Motion  were  put  upon  the  Paper.  It 
would  have  been  vei^  inconvenient  if  I 
had  interposed  to-nigbt.  Therefore,  I 
hope  that  if  the  Speaker  leaves  the 
Ohair,  there  will  be  no  oltjeotion  to  dii* 
ousnng  the  question  of  general  polu? 
on  the  Yictualling  Vote. 

LoBD  GEOBaE  HAMILTON:  Oe^ 
taiidy ;  there  will  be  no  objection. 

Me.  lane  (Oork  Co.,  E.) :  I  do  not 
wish  to  intrude  mmelf  for  very  long  be- 
fore the  House.  I  have  sat  here  veiy 
patientiy,  for  eight  hours,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supporting  the  Besolution  whidi 
was  put  on  the  Notice  Paper  relating  to 
the  Haulbowline  Book.  I  am  as  deeply 
interested  in  the  question  as  if  I  were  tho 
Bepresentative  of  Queenstown ;  but  I 
do  not  wish  at  this  late  hour  (2  o*dock),  i 
to  do  more  than  merely  tell  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  that  the  Insh  Uembea  do 
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not  intend  to  pat  forward  tiieir  daim  in 
regard  to  this  dock  in  any  ad  muerieor- 
diam  sense.  We  speak  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  ve 
are  determined  to  press  this  matter 
forward  rather  upon  the  basis  that 
Qaeenstown  Harbour  is  a  moat  suitable 
site  for  a  Royal  Naval  Dockyard,  and 
that  a  Naral  Dockyard  is  a  necessity 
from  our  point  of  view ;  that  we  contri- 
bute upwards  of  £  1 , 000,000  of  the  money 
ownl'  Navy,  and  that  some  of 

..|Snoney  ought  to  be  returned  to  ua 
3ie  way  of  expenditure  in  Ireland. 
J*se  are  the  two  grounda  upon  which 
^oake  the  claim  that  the  onnnal  plan 
^e  constmction  of  docks  at  Haulbow- 
v^Bjshall  be  carried  out.  I  sincerely 
.J  .that  before  it  is  within  our  power 
L^ier  to  this  subjeot  a^ain,  the  First 
-  rtj  of  the  Admii«lty  will  see  his  way 

odify  the  declaration  he  has  made 
f^Tat  the  Admiral^  cannot  at  present 
tent  "^^^  work.  I  am  persuaded 
.  .  '..  turning  the  matter  over  in  his 
«*^°*the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
tj'^ee  that  the  Irish  people  have  a  very 
zT'jg  claim  on  the  Admiralty  for  some 
Y'^^nion  of  its  expenditure.   But  it  must 

be  supposed  that  we  merely  claim 
•nat  this  work  shall  be  proceeded  with 
in  order  that  we  can  get  back  our  money. 
We  believe  that  money  expended  on  a 
Hoyal  Dockyard  in  Cork  Harbour  will 
be  money  wisely  expended  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Empire  at  large. 

QueBtion,  "That  Ur.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  Bn&agrMd  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  EBTDIATES. 
SniPLT — wmtidered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(1.)  Ifotion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

red  for 


"Tliat  62,600  men  and  boys  be  emplo 
the  8eft  «nd  Cout  Guard  Serricea  for  tlie  year 
ending  on  the  3lBt  day  of  March  18S8,  in- 
olading  12,900  Boyal  l^Urines." 

Db.  OLABK  (Oaithness):  On  this 
Tote  I  BhouM  like  to  say  a  wend  or  two 
with  regard  to  the  use  to  which  some  of 
our  ganboats  and  ICarines  have  been 
put  At  this  early  hour  (2.6)  I  do  not 
intend  to  say  much;  I  only  want  to  show 
how  ridiculous  it  is  to  use  gunboats  and 
Marines  as  they  have  been  used  Lately 
in  the  Northof  Scotland.  The  drst  tima 
they  were  need  there  w«  about  five 


years  ago.  The  Liberal  Government 
sent  a  gunboat  and  a  fbrce  of  Marines 
to  ooerce  half-a-dozen  crofters  who  had 
allowed  some  stock  to  graze  on  certain 
hills  where  it  was  said  they  had  no  right 
to  do  so.  The  Marines  could  not  arrest 
these  unfortunate  crofters ;  indeed,  all 
the  captain  could  do  was  to  suggest  to 
the  men  that  they  should  go  to  Edin- 
burgh to  be  arrested.  One-half  of  these 
so-called  criminals — a  Koyal  Naval  Se- 
serve  man  and  others— went  to  Edin- 
burgh, for  the  purpose  of  being  arrested. 
I  b^eve  they  had  to  watt  a  week  be- 
fore any  of  them  wrao  arrested.  The 
ciroomstancea  attending  the  second 
ployment  of  the  Marines  were  ^t^ 
similar  to  those  on  the  first  occasion.  A 
gunboat  and  Marines  were  sent  to  arrest 
a  cro^r.  They  arrested  this  crofter, 
kept  him  in  prison  for  a  week,  and  then 
turned  him  out  without  trying  him.  The 
man  is  now  bringing  an  action  in  the 
Scotch  Courts  for  damages.  Now,  our 
fishing  districts  have  been  the  best  nur- 
series for  both  Marines  and  blue- jackets. 
In  the  district  visited  by  these  Marines 
we  have  a  large  number  of  Naval  Be- 
serve  men ;  but  if  this  course  is  perse- 
vered in,  we  shall  lose  the  district  as  a 
recruiting  ground.  The  men  of  the 
Highlands  have  a  great  contempt  for 
the  Oommissionere  of  Supply  in  the 
county ;  but  up  to  now  they  nave  had 
great  zespeot  for  the  Marines  and  blu»- 
jacketa.  They  will  soon  lose  this  respaot, 
if  the  Marines  are  sent  often  on  such 
errands  as  I  have  described. 

Mb.  EDWAED  HARmNQTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  :  Perhaps  it  will  be  re- 
garded as  an  acceptable  suggestion  that 
we  should  now  adjourn.  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  a  Motion  to  that  effect ;  but 
simply  to  suggest  that  the  Oommittee 
may  think  it  worth  while  to  report  Pro- 
gress. No  one  seems  inclined  to  answer 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  GenUeman  the 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark). 
Perhaps,  at  the  present  moment,  hon. 
Members  are  not  possessed  of  facts  to 
enable  them  to  do  so.  \_A  An^A.]  One 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  countrymen 
thinks  it  worth  while  to  laugh,  but  not 
worth  while  to  answer  his  sj^eecb.  I 
think  it  is  not  uubeoomiog  in  me  to 
suggest  that  we  have  gone  enongli. 
to-night,  BO  far  ha  talk  is  con<jemed. 
["  Hear  1  "J  Well*  I  do  not  think  the 
night  has  £iedai^^||L]^  any  serious 
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IMPERIAL  AKD  COLONIAL  OOTEBK- 
lOSNT— THE  CONFERENCE  IN  LONDON. 

QTTEBTIOir.  OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabi,  of  HABBOWBY,  in  rising 
to  ask  tho  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
tbe  Colonies,  Whether  he  could  assnre 
the  House  that  every  endeavour  would 
be  made  hj  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
to  secure  the  presence,  at  the  opening  of 
the  Oolonial  Oonference  in  April  next, 
of  suitable  local  Bepresentativesof  every 
Grown  Colony,  in  addition  to  those  of 
the  self-governing  Colonies  for  whom 
provision  had  already  been  made,  so 
that  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  Colonial 
Empire  might  be  r^reeeated  on  this 
imp(»taiLt  ocoanon  ?  said,  he  had  found 
that  some  great  misapprehension  had 
arisen  with  regard  to  Ae  supposed  action 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  not 
summoning  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Crown  Colonies  to  the  forthcoming 
important  Conference  at  the  Colonial 
OMce.  He  was  himself  convinced  that 
there  was  some  mistake ;  but  the  ques- 
tion was  an  important  one,  which 
strongly  affected  the  feelings  and  senti- 
ments of  the  Colonies,  whom  we  desired 
to  treat  with  the  greatest  consideration. 
He  was  sure  no  one  desired  to  treat  the 
Colonies  vith  greater  respect  than  his 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Onslow),  whose 
Long  association  with  the  Colonies  and 
his  known  sentiments  fully  bore  that 
out.  This  Conference  would  mark  a 
new  departare  of  the  greatest  importance 
in  record  to  the  Oolonies.  It  was 
poisime  that  the  Colonial  Office  even 
now  hardly  appreciated  the  very  grave 
importance  of  the  step  they  had  taken 
in  summoning  the  Colonies  to  confer 
with  us  as  to  matters  affecting  the 
Empire.  Perhaps  those  outside  the 
Colonial  Office  saw  more  clearly  than 
those  within  it  the  gravity  of  the  matters 
involved.  In  the  first  place,  the  object 
of  the  Conference  was  to  confer  as 
to  the  mutual  business  arrangemeuts 
between  the  Colonies  and  the  Mother 
Country,  as  to  our  mutual  defence  in 
case  of  war,  and  it  also  applied  to  facili- 
ties for  inter-communication  by  post  and 
othervise,  and  he  imagined  it  would 
toueh  upon  Colonization.  The  Con- 
ference ought  to  tend,  and  ought  to  be 
so  conducted  as  to  tend,  to  the  unity  of 
the  Empire  utd  tiie  mutual  relationB  of 
OTOry  part  of  it   The  sight  of  the 


0(donies  moeting  in  Oonnml  with  cm- 
selves  would  help  to  raise  tiie  quflrian 
ont  of  the  pontum  of  a  merely  local  one, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  it  was 
needed  to  get  rid  of  the  local  feeUng 
which  existed  in  many  of  our  Coloniec. 
He  had  been  told  that  in  one  of  oui 
leading  Colonies  at  the  present  moment 
there  was  not  an  elementary  school  ia 
which  the  history  of  England  wu 
taught;  the  only  history  taught  was  the 
short  and  purely  local  history  of  that 
Colony  itself.    He  would  ask  4^ 
Lordships  to  remember  what  our  (Jnm 
Colonies  were,  which  apparentlylbl 
not  been  represented  in  the  liaA  i 
Colonies  invited  to   the  Confexw& 
Amongst  the  Crown  Golontes  tliatflbl 
hitherto  not  been  represented  o^Mbb- 
moned  to  this  Oonference  were  the  Vfot 
Indies — Jamaica,  Honduras,  Barbaflis^ 
Trinidad,  Bahamas,  Bermuda  —Alb 
West  African  Settlements,  GibrsJtir, 
Malta,  Cyprus,  Ceylon,  Eastern  Jk^uioi- 
tius,  the  Straits  Settlements,  Bolnav. 
and  Fiji.    The  safety  of  the  Empm 
depended  on  the  safety  of  those  CoIoni« 
whose  names  he  had  gone  over.  Aiij- 
body  who   carefully   considered  the 
matter  woidd  feel  doubtful  whether  oui 
more  important  Colonies  could  be  main- 
tained but  for  the  existence  of  tlioaa 
precious  little  spots  on  the  ocean.  In 
case  of  war  it  would  be  everjrthiag  to 
us  to  have  the  warm  sympathy  of  the 
inhabitants  of  those  Grown  ColoDies. 
He  was  in  great  hopes  that  his  DoUe 
Friend  woi^  be  able  to  assure  tiie 
House  that  Bepresentatives  would  be 
invited  to  come  from  every  one  of  the 
Crown  Oolonies.    It  was  possibly  too 
late  now  to  issue  invitations  to  the  first 
sitting  of  the  Conference ;  but  he  would 
suggest  that  there  might  be  two  sessioiu, 
to  tbe  second  of  which  the  leading  men 
of  the  Crown  Colonies  might  be  invited. 
He  hoped  they  would  this  year  see  the 
Bepresentatives  of  all  the  Colonies  j<Hn- 
ing  in  the  Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service. 
In  conclusion,  he  hoped  no  question  of 
expense  would  be  allowed  to  stand  in 
the  way  of  having  the  very  best  Bepre- 
sentatives from  all  these  various  C(^onieB. 
He  was  sure  their  Lordships  would  be 
the  very  last  people  to  grudge  the  ex- 
penditure neooBsary  to  secuie  so  great  a 
result. 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  THS  COLONIES  (The  Earl 
of  Onoaw),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  very 
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glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  remoTinff 
That  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Harrowby)  bad  aocurately  described  as 
a  cartain  amonnt  of  misapprebensiun 
vhioh  appeared  to  have  arisen  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  not  only  with  regard  to  the  He* 
presentatires  of  the  Grown  Colonies  at 
Hbe  coming  Conference;  but  also  as  to 
the  "ralae  and  importance  which  Her 
Uajeety's  QoTemment  attached  to  the 
meetii^  of  that  Oonfsrenoe  generally. 
He  beuered  he  spoke  the  opinion  of 
Her  IC^esty's  IfinistOTS,  as  well  as  of 
noble  Lords  in  that  House,  when  he  said 
that  lliere  was  probably  no  event  in  the 
forthcoming  Jubilee  year  which  would 
be  of  such  interest  and  importance  as 
this  great  meeting  of  diatiuguished  men 
from  all  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  Empire. 
The  increasing  interest  which  was  felt 
with  regard  to  our  Colonies  in  this 
country,  and  also  the  increasing  de- 
are  on  the  port  of  the  Colonies  for 
doser  communion  with  the  Mother 
Oountryf  were  among  ike  most  signifi- 
cant features  of  the  times,  and  he  was 
quite  certain  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
were  desirous  and  eager  to  accord  a 
hearty  welcome  to  the  Bepresentatives 
whom  thOT  hod  sommoned  from  distant 
shores  aAd  all  parts  of  the  world  to  meet 
in  the  capital  of  the  Empire  fbr  the  pur- 
pose of  conferring  together  on  Imperial 
questions.  Since  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper,  a  Notice  had  appeared  in  the 
Press  that  the  Colonies  not  possessing 
Bepresentatire  Govemments  would  not 
be  officially  represented  in  tiie  Confer- 
ence. That  was  to  say,  a  conmiunica- 
tion  had  been  made  by  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  to  the  Governors  of 
the  Crown  Oolonies,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  made  the  following  state- 
ment : — 

"  In  tfas  case  of  any  Crown  Colony  whioh  may 
not  Mud  a  apeoial  Septeaaittixnf  I  shall  take 
care  that  other  povition  is  made  for  secnring 
■aoh  Topreientation.  If,  however,  jon  are  in  a 
povtion  to  fomith  me  with  tiie  name  of  say 
hi^  officer  or  leading  jrablio  man  connected 
with  the  Colonj  who  ii  likely  to  be  in  London 
daring  the  Sprmg  of  next  year,  I  should  be  glad 
to  anange  for  hie  presence  at  the  Conference,  at 
which  matters  specially  affecting  your  Colony 
are  likely  to  come  np  for  discussion." 

After  the  first  meeting  of  the  Conference 
he  apprehended  that  there  would  not  be 
a  very  large  number  of  subjects  which 
would  fall  under  that  latter  cate^ry, 
but  a*  the  same  time  the  noble  Earl 
YOh,  OCXJXn.   [thibd  evBiBs.] 


might  rest  assured  that  if  there  were 
such  subjects  there  were  Bepresentatives 
in  this  cotmtry  for  most,  if  not  all,  the 
Crown  Colonies,  who  would  be  invited 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
mi^ht  inform  the  noble  Earl  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  made  in- 
quiries as  to  which  of  the  distinguished 
persons  from  the  Crown  Colonies  were 
now  in  England  or  could  arrive  in  time 
for  the  opening  of  the  Conference,  and 
the  result  of  l^se  inquiries  had  been  to 
show  tiiat  there  would  be  a  Representa- 
tive  fnnn  very  nearly  every  Grown 
Colony,  who  would  he  invited  to  attend 
at  the  opening  meeting.  It  would  then 
be  seen  that  Her  Majesly's  G«vemment 
had  endeavoured  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
position contained  in  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  might  add  beyond  that, 
that  where  there  was  more  than  one  such 
distinguished  person  in  this  country,  pre- 
ference would  be  given  to  Members  of 
local  Ijegislatures,  in  order  that  they 
might  hear  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  explain  such  unofficial 
views  as  were  taken  on  ilie  subject  in 
the  Crown  Colonies. 

House  adjourned  at  quarter  before  Five 
o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  OOHMONS, 
JMday,  mh  March,  1887. 


}SISXiTE8.)—8vrm—<miidered  in  Oom»itt»$ 
— Senlutiont  [Uarch  17]  raported. 

Public  Bills—  Ordered— Firit  Sending — Water- 
works Valuation  and  Rating  (Scotland]* 
[203]. 

Firet  Seading — Justices'  Jurisdiction  *  [2011 ; 
Army  (Annual}  •  [202]. 

PaovisioNALOBDBaBiLir—JVrijJiraAnji'— Local 
Qovermnent  fbeland)  (Ghiridk  -  on  -  Suir)* 

[200]. 


POST  OFFLOE— TELSaBAUS  —  BEaiS- 
TEBED  ADSBESSES. 
Mb.  BLAKE  (Armu^h,  S.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  would  {Jlow 
telegrams  to  be  sent  without  iniisting 
on  a  multiple  address  wbm 
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ore  widiin  the  same  disbnct  oi  town, 
thas— 

"Broker,"  London, 
to  "Foundry,"  London, 

might  be  rendered— 

"Broker,"      )  t^^«„  o 
to  "Foundiy,"  j  ^d<'^? 

Thb  postmaster  GENERALfMr. 


Baiees)  (Cambridge  TJniTersity) :  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  to  telegrams  sent  from  one 
registered  address  to  another.  If  so,  I 
may  state  that  there  is  no  neoessity  for  the 
sender  of  such  a  telegram  to  give  either 
his  name  or  address.  If,  howerer,  the 
Quostion  relates  to  telegramB  with  mul- 
tiple addresses,  it  would  be  very  inoon- 
Tonient  to  make  the  conoesnon  sug- 
^ted.  To  prevent  misunderstanding 
in  dealing  with  such  telegrams,  it  is 
neceBsarpr  that  the  name  of  the  place  of 
destination  should  be  telegraphed  wi& 
cAoh  address.  An  important  considera- 
tion in  the  matter  is  that  the  Depart- 
ment has  registered,  as  part  of  abbre- 
viated addresses,  a  large  number  of 
double  names;  and  much  confusion 
would  result  &om  any  change  of  prac- 
tice likely  to  render  less  apparent  the 
distinction  between  telegrams  for  such 
double  registered  names  and  telegrams 
intended  for  a  multiple  address. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  {IRELAND}— 
MONITOES  IN  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 
Mb.  BLANE  (Arma^,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Xord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland  hare 
determined  not  to  appoint  any  more 
monitors,  on  the  plea  that  the  (»untry 
is  overstocked  with  teachers ;  and,  if  so, 
what  compensation  they  intend  to  ofS.es 
to  the  monitors  who  may  lose  appoint- 
ment  as  assistant  teachers ;  whether  the 
Goremment  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  prol<Higing  the  apprenticeship,  at  an 
increased  salary,  of  the  present  staff  of 
monitors  who  may  be  unable  to  obtain 
the  promise  of  a  school,  and  would  thus 
be  debarred  from  entering  tiie  Training 
College ;  and,  whether  in  the  large  con- 
vent sdioola  paid  by  Capitation  Qruit, 
one  out  of  everjr  two  of  the  out-going 
monitors  may  be  retained  as  assistant 
teacher,  and  allowed  the  usual  salary 
by  the  Board? 

Thb  chief  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 

Mr,  £hfu 


Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  they  have  merely  rat' 
ponded  the  appointment  of  netr  moni- 
tors until  next  July,  owing  to  exoen  in 
the  nnmber  ovw  1^  reqoirementa  at 
the  service*  No  question  of  oompoua- 
tion  arises.  The  Conmuanonen  do  not 
consider  it  expedient  to  ^olo^  the 
period  of  monitorj^ip. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— POLICE 
AT  TOBERMOEE.  8.  DERRY. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  ffor 
Mr.  T.  M.  Hxalt)  (Longford,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix>rd  lien- 
tenant  of  belaud,  Why  no  pcdioe  are 
stationed  in  Tobermore,  South  Derry; 
is  it  the  fact  that  Nationalists  paaring 
through  the  village  are  exposed  at  night 
to  constant  apprehensions  of  violence, 
that  in  other  ^ages  of  the  constituency 
the  population  and  number  of  police  are 
as  follows: — 

Magherafelt,  pop.   l,d!4,  eleven  pdke 
Moneymore,   „        588,  nz  „ 
Caatledawson,  „        160,  five  „ 
Bellyronon,    „        100,  five  „ 
Qulladuff,       „  50,  five  „ 

while  Tobermore,  with  over  400  inhabi- 
tants, has  no  police ;  and,  if  protection 
in  future  will  be  afforded  to  trav^^ 
through  that  village  f 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
before  the  Question  was  answered,  he 
would  ask  if  the  inhabitants  of  Tober- 
more did  not  bear  the  highest  character 
as  people  of  orderly  conduct ;  and  if  it 
were  not  quite  unnecessary  for  the  police 
to  be  stationed  there  7 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  an- 
swer to  the  Qaestion  on  the  Paper,  I 
am  informed  that  the  statis^»l  portions, 
are  correct.  No  single  instance  is  known 
to  the  District  Inspector  of  any  violence 
having  been  leered  to  theNationdirts 
ofTobwmore.  The  locality  is  a  parti- 
cularly peaceable  one,  and  adequate 
police  protection  is  afforded  by  rabols 
from  the  neighbouring  stations.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Lea)  will  take 
that  as  a  complete  answer  to  his  Ques- 
tion. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— XM- 
PRI80NMENT  OF  -WILLIAM  CAS8EIB. 

Db.  OAHEBON  (Qlaagow,  OoUsge) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate^  whether  it  ie 
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the  oaae  that  William  CasseU,  sentenced 
on  the  5th  iostont  by  the  Sheriff  Sub- 
Btitute  at  Portree  to  three  veeks'  im- 
priaonment  from  his  oommittal  on  De- 
cember B3,  had  been  kept  in  prison 
awaiting  trial  10  weeks  from  that  date, 
or  seren  weeks  beyond  the  term  of  his 
actual  sentence ;  and,  if  he  will  explain 
why  a  prisoner  ultimately  tried  sum- 
marily before  a  Court  whose  powers  of 
imprisonment  are  limited  to  two  months, 
was  detained  in  prison  10  weeks  await- 
ing trial  ? 

Th»  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  MAonoKAU))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews  Universities) :  I  have  made 
inquiry  into  this  case.  During  last 
winter  the  time  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
of  ^kj9  was  much  occu^ed  in  couse- 
quenoe  of  important  criminal  investiga- 
tions  and  trials,  some  of  which  latter 
took  place  in  Edinbn^h.  But,  while 
tbist  to  some  extent,  explains  the  delay 
in  Oassels*  case,  it  does  not,  in  my  opin- 
ion, excuse  it  altogether,  as  I  am  satis- 
fied that  there  was  no  sufficient  cause 
Stst  so  long  a  detention  in  prison  before 
trial,  and  my  decision  that  this  was  so 
will  bo  oonveyed  to  the  Procurator 
Fiscal.  I  ought  to  add  that,  although 
the  offender  was  tried  in  the  Summary 
Court,  this  was  not  the  orLginftl  inten- 
tion, as  Cassels  waa  ordereoTby  my  De- 
pute to  be  tried  by  a  Jury;  and  the 
order  was  only  cancelled  in  cousequence 
of  the  long  and  improper  delay  in  pre- 
paring the  case,  Crown  Counsel  thinking 
it  bettor  to  order  trial  at  once  in  a  Sum- 
mary Court,  ratiier  than  detain  the  ac- 
cnsed  orer  the  addititmal  time  of  notice 
required  in  jury  oases. 

JUBOBS  (IRELANO)-RETnBK. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healt)  (Longford,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretiuy  to  the  Ix)rd  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Would  he  have  any 
objection  to  grant  a  Itetum  showing 
the  number  of  jurors  in  each  counl^  and 
oonnty  of  a  city  having  separate  Asdzes 
in  Inland  for  the  present  year,  and 
the  number  of  Farhamentaiy  electors 
also?   

Thb  chief  SEOBECABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfous)  (Manchester,  E.J:  I  hare 
no  objeoti<m  to  such  aBetom  being  laid 
on  the  Table  as  soon  as  it  can  be  pre- 
pared, if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
viahes  to  xaan  ixa  it. 


CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAKD)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— CHARGES 
OF  JUDGE  O'BRIEN  TO  THB  GRAND 
JURIES, 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly)  (Longford,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Would  he  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy 
of  Judge  O'Brien's  CSiarge  to  the  Antnm 
Ghnud  Jury  after  the  late  Belfast  riote, 
and  also  Mb  Charge  to  the  Kerry  Grand 
Jury  last  week ;  and,  could  he  state  the 
number  of  persons  killed  and  wounded 
during  the  Belfast  riots,  and  the  number 
killed  or  wounded  by  outrage  in  Kerry 
or  Limerick,  from  the  Summer  Assizes 
of  1886  to  the  Spring  Asazes  of  1887  F 

Thi  CHIEF  SEOEETAKT  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Ba£foub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Addresses  of  tne  Judges  are,  I  hare  no 
doubt,  published  wiw  substantial  ao- 
curacy  in  the  Press.  The  QoTemment 
have  no  special  information  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  do  not  see  what  advantage 
woxild  be  gained  by  laying  the  news- 
paper extracts  on  the  Table.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  number  of  persons 
known  to  have  been  killed  during  the 
Belfast  riote  last  year  is  30,  including 
the  Head  Constable  and  soldier  who 
lost  their  liveB.  There  is  no  record  of 
the  wounded.  The  police  have  informa- 
tion of  eight  persons  killed  and  seven 
wounded  by  outrage  in  Kerry  and 
Idm«iok  ^06  the  Snnuner  Asrices. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— BUILDING 
OF   ELEMENTARY   SCHOOLS  —  THE  . 
CONSULTING  ARCHITECT. 

Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
diffe)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  ol  Council  on  Education,  with 
reference  to  the  Circular  recently  issued 
by  the  Education  Department — 

"Ednoation  Department,  WbitehiU, 
London,  S.W. 
"  Elxperienoe  has  shown  that  effioiencjrand 
economy  in  edtkool-building  have  been  neatly 
promoted  by  means  of  su^gesUons  made  by  the 
consnlting  architect  of  this  Department,  and  by 
oonfarenoes  between  him  and  the  arohiteota  of 
fldiool  bourda  and  Tolnntary  managers. 

**  As  the  making  of  such  auggeations  and  the 
holding  of  such  coafereaoes  are  beyond  what 
can  be  officially  required  from  the  consnlting 
architect,  and  occapy  a  very  considerable  por- 
I  Uon  of  Us  private  time,  your  attention  is  di- 
rected to  the  f<dlowing  regolatiotxs 

I       2  A  3 
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"1.  Thedutyof  {beoontaltingardiitectUto 
advise  Depurtment  and  to  point  out  which 
<^  the  bidlding  rules  have  heoi  Tiolated ;  and 
he  is  prohibited  from  himself  undertaking  the 
eiectitm  of  elementarjr  gohools. 

"  3.  In  oasee where  school  boards,  managersor 
ihur  aiohitectB  xeqnire  ^ofeasluuu  information 
or  taggeetionB  from  the  architect  to  the  Depart- 
ment, as  to  the  beet  mode  of  making  the  plan 
conform  to  such  roles,  he  shall  be  entitled  to 
chaive  fees  on  the  following  scale  :— 

"  For  advising  on  plans  of  KhO(da  not  ex* 
ceeding  260  children,  £3  8f . 

"For  advidng  on  plans  of  schools  not  ex- 
ceeding fiOO  children,  £i  4*. 

"  Abov^tbis  number,  £5  5a. 

*<  In  the  case  of  a  school  board  the  fee  will 
form  part  of  the  sam  to  be  borrowed. — I  have 
the  honour  to  be,  etc.,  P.  OuHnr." 

Whether,  iuasmuoh  as  the  arrangement 
suggested  to  sohool  boards  is  that  th^ 
shaU  emplOT  at  their  expense  an  oflicor 
of  the  Eduoaticoi  Department  in  a 
matter  in  which  he  has  afterwards  to 
officially  advise  the  I>ei>artment,  he  will 
state  the  reasons  for  issning  the  Cir- 
cular? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
UAU  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  The 
rules  as  to  planning  and  fitting  up 
sdiools  are  published,  and  are  so  plain 
and  explicit  that  any  competent  arohi- 
tect  ahould  be  able  to  apply  them.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  Education  Department, 
through  their  architect,  to  pomt  out  in 
each  case  any  of  the  rules  which  have 
not  been  obserred ;  but  it  often  requires 
Bpe(»al  professional  knowledge  to  dis- 
eorer  the  best  mode  of  makmg  a  jdan 
conform  to  the  roles,  and  this  does  not 
&1I  within  the  proriooe  of  the  ocmsnlting 
andiiteet  of  the  Department  He  is  not 
an  offleer  of  the  Dmartment  in  the 
sense  of  bdng  a  Ginl  swrant  and  va- 
titled  to  a  pension ;  but  he  is  a  gentle- 
man in  general  practice  who  is  retained 
to  advise  the  Department  whether  the 
printed  rules  laid  down  have  been  com- 
plied with.  He  is  debarred  from  him- 
self undertaking  the  building  of  elemen- 
tary schools;  but  many  sohool  boards 
have  expressed  a  desire  to  avail  them- 
selves Jof  his  professional  services,  and 
by  the  Circular  in  question  thOT  are 
permitted.  The  employment  of  his  ser- 
Tioes  is  entirely  optional  in  each  case, 
and  othw  Departeaents  hare  adopted 
tiie  same  principle. 

IBISH  BEFBOOUOTtVE  LOAN  FUND 

AOT-OO.  KEBBT. 
*  B£b.  E.  HAERINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  Hko  Treasuiy 

Mr.    £  SlUt 


What  is  the  amount  of  umhiot  under 
Ihe  InBh  B^roduotivo  Iioan  Iimd  Act 
to  the  credit  of  the  Oomtty  of  Keny; 
and,  whether  any  portion  of  this  mi|^ 
be  available  lor  the  purpose  of  erecting 
artizans'  dwellings  in  the  town  of  Tralee; 
and,  if  so,  how  much,  and  on  what 
terms  ? 

The  SEOBETABT  (Ifr.  Jacesos) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  amount  to  the  credit 
of  Oounty  Kerry  under  the  Irish  Bepro- 
dactiTe  Loan  Fund  Act  is  £12,784.  No 
portion  of  this  oould  be  applied  to  the 
erection  of  artizans'  dwellings  (see  Sec- 
tion 4  of  37  &  38  Vict.  c.  86,  the  Ast 
which  regulates  the  purposes  to  whidi 
the  Fund  may  bo  applied}. 

LAW  AND  JTT8TICB  (IBBLAND)  — THE 

HAAHTBASNA  TRIALS— PAT  JOYCE. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretarv  to  the  Irf>rd  IdCU' 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attentttn 
has  been  called  to  the  report  which  ap- 
peared in  Th4  Oalwaff  Ohtmw  of  the 
5th  instant,  of  a  case  brought  by  Pat 
Joyce  against  Stephen  Joyce,  at  ths 
Olonbur  Petty  Sessions,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that,  according  to  the  oath  of  tlw 
clerk  of  Petty  Sessions,  the  outs  whidi 
appeared  on  Pat  Joyce's  for^ead  at  the 
time  of  the  trial,  and  which  he  swore 
had  been  inflicted  by  the  defendant, 
were  not  there  when  tiie  complainant 
applied  to  the  dwk  for  the  summons, 
and  must  have  been  caused  since  tiien; 
whether  the  presiding  magistratea  ore 
reported  as  having  made  the  following 
observations  from  the  Bench  :— 

"Mr,  Lynch,  J.P. — During  my  whole  ei- 
perienoe  as  a  magistrate  I  have  never  heard  ta 
soeoeocha  glaiing  case  of  pe^ozy.  I  oettainly 
would  be  for  aeiuDiig  the  Uaokgoard  to  gau 
with  hard  labour. 

"  Mr.  Jackson,  J.P. — I  mast  certainly  a^ree 
wiUi  you,  that  he  deserres  the  severest  punish- 
ment we  can  inflict ;  *' 

whether  these  statements  are  true ;  whe- 
ther  Pat  Joyce  was  a  Orown  witness  at 
the  Maamtrasna  trials ;  whether  he  is  the 
son  of  Anthony  Joyce,  who  was  a  C^wn 
witness  at  same  trials;  and,  whether, 
under  these  additional  dzonnurtanoes, 
the  Gtovonment  will  now  cause  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  into  the  oases  ei  the 
Maamteaana  prisoners,  vitii  the  view  to 
consider  the  justice  ci  their  cratinned 
imprisonment  ? 

The  chief  SEOBBTAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am  in- 
fcvmed  tiiat  the  facts  a»  substantiaJl 
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as  stated,  except  that  the  obserTations 
of  the  derk  of  Petty  SesBioiiB  were  not 
on  oath,  and  that  the  relationdiip  be- 
tween the  two  Joyces  is  not  as  described. 
I  am  adTiaed  that  there  is  nothing  in 
these  oiroomstanoeB  to  call  for  any  re- 
opening of  the  Uaamtrasna  case,  the 
result  of  which  depended  in  no  way  on 
tho  evidence  of  any  ungle  witness. 

Ua.  H'OABTAN  ai£ed  whether  this 
man  Joyce  was  not  a  witness  for  the 
Crown  in  the  Maamtrasna  oases  f 

U R.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  beUere  he 
was. 

OOTJRT  OF  BANKEUPTCY  (IRBLAND)- 
MR.  C.  H.  JAHE8— LATE  OFFICIAL 
A8SI0MBE. 

Mb,  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
Bfr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  Bfr.  0.  H.  James,  late  Official 
Assignee  to  the  Irish  Court  of  Bank- 
rujrtqy,  had  been  required  to  give  se- 
oority  before  or  after  his  appointment ;  if 
eo,  whether  he  can  state  who  were  the 
Boreties,  and  for  what  amount  was  the 
bond  gtTui ;  whether  the  bond  was  in 
force  at  the  time  of  his  dismissal ;  and, 
whether  the  sureties  hare  since  paid  the 
amount  of  their  liabili^ ;  if  not,  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  enforce  die  pay- 
ment of  same  ?     

Thb  ATIOBNET  GBNEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmbb)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼eraity) :  The  late  Official  Assignee  gaTe 
eeounty  to  the  extent  of  £5,000,  which 
■eonrity  was  in  frace  on  his  disnussal, 
and  one  half  of  it  has  been  already  pud, 
and  the  remainder  is  secured.  The 
whole  matter  is  now  being  investigated, 
and  I  think  I  can  assnie  toe  hon.  C»ntle- 
man  that  no  loss  will  be  fliutained. 

IRELAJNB-HAEBOTJBS  ko.,  ON  WEST 
OOABT— FOBT  OF  8LIGO. 
Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.}  asked 
the  Ohief  Seoretairto  the  jjord  Idea- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
eeiTed  a  copy  of  a  Beeolution  passed  by 
the  Connty  Sligo  Ghrand  Jury  at  the  late 
Spring  AssiseB,  calling  attention  to  the 
aeeeanly  of  imnrorea  port  facilities  to 
tiiat  part  of  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland ; 
wheuer  tiie  Port  of  Sligo,  considering 
its  importance  towards  the  development 
of  ihe  indnstries  of  the  Weetem  Vio- 
vinoe,  is  entitled  to  the  &voDiable  ocm- 
ridewdfan  of  the  Tieaatuy  ;  vhether  the 
Boyal  Oommienonen  en  Irish  Publio 
WoikB  will  be  inetmated  by  the  Govent- 
nont  to  ioqoin  into  the  daima  of  tfa« 


Sligo  Harbour  Board,  as  put  forward  in 
the  several  Memorials  forwarded  by 
them  to  the  Treasuiy ;  and,  what  reply, 
if  any,  was  sent  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  on  receipt  of  the  copy  of 
Besolution  referred  to  r 

The  chief  BEGRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (ManoheBter,£.) :  ABesdu- 
tion  of  the  Shgo  Grand  Jury  in  &voar  of 
improved  port  faoilitieB  was  received 
by  the  Government ;  but  it  is  one  with 
regard  to  which  the  Government  regret 
to  say  that  they  do  not  feel  in  a  position 
to  take  an^  present  action.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  probably  aware,  it  is  not 
competent  for  me  to  ^ve  any  instructions 
to  a  Boyal  Commission  as  to  what  evi- 
denoe  they  will  receive. 

EDUCATtOJf  DEPARTMENT— EXEMP- 
TION PROM  ATTENDANCE  —  THE 
BYE-LAWS— ATTENDANCE  PARTIAL. 

Me.  SHAW  IiEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  the  Education  Department 
expect  school  attendance  authorities  to 
carry  out  the  requirements  in  the  Depart- 
ment's model  form  of  bye-laws,  to  the 
effect  that  before  a  child  of  school  age 
can  be  partially  exempt  from  attendance 
at  school,  its  parent  must  show  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Local  Authori^,  that 
the  employment  of  the  child  is  necessaiy 
on  account  of  the  circiunatanoee  of  the 
family ;  if  so,  whether  adiool  attendance 
antborities  should  carry  out  this  require- 
ment fairiy  to  all  parties  by  making  no 
distinction  aeto  the  kind  of  employment, 
provided  that  it  is  not  an  injunons  one  ; 
and,  whether  any  unfairness  to  others 
wotdd  arise  in  the  Local  Authorities 
making  a  distinction  as  to  the  kind  of 
employment,  by  acting  in  accordance 
with  a  declaration  by  the  Department, 
that  if  a  child  of  school  age  is  employed 
half-time  in  a  futoxy,  it  sho^d  be 
assumed  that  the  emuoyment  of  such 
child  is  necessary,  without  having  any 
regard  to  the  circumstances  oz  the 
family? 

Thb  vice  FBEBIDENT  {8a 
WnjJAH  Hart  Dtkb)  (K«m^  Dart- 
ford)  :  The  Education  DepMtment  do 
expect  school  attendance  anfliorities  to 
carry  out  the  bye-laws ;  and  th^  should 
do  BO,  of  course,  in  a  manner  whidi  iBi 
in  their  wmiion,  fair  to  idl  parties. 
What  the  Department  has  said  is,  that 
where  a  ehild  ia  mnployed  in  a  faotoryj 
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school  anthorities  generally  aBsume  that 
snch  empl<qrmeat  is  beneficial  and  neces- 
aaiT,  and  grant  partial  exemption  to 
sneh  children  as  half-timers.  It  is  diffi* 
colt  to  see  how  this  view  can  involre  in- 
jastice  to  others,  as  the  bje-Iaws  leave 
the  Local  AnthoritieB  the  right  to  ex«- 
dse  their  jndgment  in  the  matter. 


POST    OFFICE  —  THE  TELEGKAFH 

BRANCH  AND  THE  POSTAI,  BRANOH. 

Mb.  BE0ADHUE8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  utmost 
dissatisfaction  exists  in  almost  every 
Telegraph  Office  in  the  United  King- 
dom, owing  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
Postal  Branch  the  number  of  "  superior 
appointmentB "  largeljr  exceeds  that  of 
similar  appointments  in  the  Telegraph 
Branoh,  although  the  Telegraph  ot^, 
in  the  aggregate,  exceeds  in  most  cases 
that  of  the  Postal  Branoh,  and  the  duties 
performed  in  the  Telegraph  Branch 
ax6,  if  not  superior,  at  least  equal  to 
those  in  the  Postal  Branch ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  he  finds  this  to  be  ao,  he  viU 
endeavour  to  equalize,  as  far  as  pra-j 
sible,  the  "superior  appointments"  in 
the  two  Branches  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENEEAL 
(Mr.  EjUkes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  great  dissatis- 
faction such  as  is  stated  to  exist  in 
almost  every  telegraph  office.  The 
number  of  superior  appointments  al- 
lotted to  each  post  office  is  regulated 
strictly  according  to  the  number  of 
supervising  or  otiier  superior  duties  to 
be  performed.  Por  the  indoor  telegraph 
work  a  smaller  number  of  supervising 
officers  is  req^uired  than  for  the  indoor 
postal  work.  The  postal  work,  in  oon- 
tradistinotion  to  the  telegraph  work, 
comprises  several  branches,  such  as  the 
receipt  and  disposal  of  mails,  including 
letters  both  ordinary  and  registered, 
book  packets,  newspapers,  and  parcels, 
the  transaction  of  money  order,  savings 
banks,  insurance,  and  annuity  business, 
the  sale  of  stamps,  both  postal  and 
inland  revenue,  the  issue  of  inland  re- 
venue licences,  and  the  general  charge 
of  the  accounts,  including,  in  some  cases, 
large  money  responsibility.  Of  the  total 
gross  revenue  earned  by  the  Depart- 
ment less  than  one-fifth  consists  of  re- 
venue from  telegraph  biuiness.  These 
several  duties  must  at  large  offices  be 
conducted  in  more  separate  cooms  than 

Sir  WUiam  Sort  Dyke 


the  telegraph  business;  and  they,  there- 
fore, require  for  their  efficient  per- 
formauce  a  lai^r  number  of  superior 
officers  in  proportion  to  the  whue  of 
the  postal  staflf  than  are  required  in  Ae 
Telegraph  Office,  in  whic^  there  is  no 
such  diversity  of  duty.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  would  not  be  right  to 
endeavour,  as  the  hon.  Member  so^eata, 
to  equalize  the  superiw  appointments 
in  the  two  Brandies  ttf  the  Serrioe  hj 
creating  appointments  fbr  whidi  fliere 
are  no  corresponding  duties.  I  may  add 
tiiat  tiie  complaint  made  can  <mly  a|^y 
to  the  very  lar^  Provincial  Head 
Offices,  about  60  in  number,  as  only  at 
those  offices  separate  staffs  are  employed 
for  postal  and  telegraph  work.  At  all 
the  other  Head  Post  Offices,  about  850 
in  number,  there  is  one  establishment 
for  both  Branches. 


TELEGRAPHS  ACT,  1868-PRE.TRANS- 
FER  TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mb.  BEOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  Ht.  Attorney  General,  Whe- 
ther pre-transfer  Telegraph  Clerks  can, 
under  "  The  Telegraphs  Act,  1868,"  still 
claim  the  title  ana  privileges  of  "  Clerks 
in  the  permanent  Civil  Service  of  the 
Crown ; '*  and,  if  so,  what  rights  and 
privileges  does  that  Act  con  for  upon 
them ;  and,  has  the  Postmaster  General 
the  power  to  substitute  the  title  of  '*  Tele- 
graphist"  or  "  Sorting  (ylerk  and  Tele- 
graphist," either  of  which  apparently 
deprives  such  pre-transfer  Telegr^h 
Clerks  of  their  rights  and  privileges  r 

The  ATTOEiraiY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EioHA&D  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  rights  of  pre-transfer  clerks  are 
fixed  by  The  Telegraphs  Act,  1868,  and 
they  are  entitled  to  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges which  are  determined  by  the  cha- 
racter of  the  offices  to  which  th^  were 
appointed  in  tiie  same  way  as  othw  offi- 
cers and  clerks  in  the  permanent  Ci^ 
Service  of  the  Crown.  By  Sub-section  7 
of  Section  8  of  the  Act  means  were  pro- 
vided whereby  the  question  whether  an 
appointment  offered  to  a  pre-teuisfer 
clerk  was  of  equal  value  with  an  ap- 
pointment previously  held  by  him  should 
be  ascertained  at  the  time  of  his  appoint- 
ment by  agreement,  or,  if  necessary,  by 
arbitration.  No  change  of  titie  or  de- 
scription can,  in  my  opinion,  alter  the 
rights  whioh  pre-transfer  clerks  now 
possess  mtoe  of  Uieir  appoint- 
ment. 
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IRELAND— AliLEGED  ILLEGAL  LOT- 
TERIES. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  lotteries  advertised  in  Tha 
Scoftman  of  6th  November,  1886,  and 
14th  December,  1886,  to  beheldin  Dub- 
lin on  the  20th  November,  1886,  and 
15th  December,  1886,  respectively,  were 
contrary  to  law ;  and,  if  S0|  wliy  such 
lotteries  were  permitted  by  the  Legal 
Authorities  ?   

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  My  attention  was  only  called 
to  this  matter  a  few  days  ago  by  the 
Lord  Advocate,  and  at  ttus  mstanee  of 
time  from  the  oocnrrence  there  would  be 
but  little  utili^  in  investigating  it.  I 
observe,  however,  from  the  advertise- 
ment, that  the  drawing  was  for  a  charit- 
able pnr]^8e;  and  I  am  aware  that 
when  similar  drawings  were  brought  to 
the  notice  of  some  of  my  Predecessors 
they  did  not  deem  it  expedient  to  prose- 
cute. 

INDIA— (BOMBAY)— THE  HINDOO  MAE- 
BIA6E  LAWS-CA8E  OF  KDKMABAI. 

HB.OOZENS-HABDY  (Norfolk,  N.) 
aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whetiier  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Rukmabat,  a  de- 
fenduit  in  an  action,  pending  in  tiie 
Bombay  High  Court,  for  the  restitution 
of  conjngal  rights;  whether  this  lady, 
when  only  a  child  of  11,  was  married 
without  her  oonsent;  whether  she  has 
nnoe  received  a  high  English  educa- 
tion and  developed  considerable  literary 
power;  whether,  while  she  is  a  lad^  of 
refinement,  her  nominal  husband  is  a 
labourer  earning  only  10  rupees  a 
month,  unable  to  support  her,  and 
suffering  from  consumption ;  whether 
the  Ju^es  of  the  High  Court  have 
tndered  her  to  join  her  nominal  husband 
within  a  month,  and  whether  she  will 
1m  liable  to  be  sent  to  ^nson  for  six 
numtiu  if  she  refuses  to  do  so;  and, 
whethw  the  Government  propose  to  take 
any  action  to  prevent  tiie  Courts  of  Law 
SxottL  being  used  to  compel  adult  Hindoo 
women,  whose  child  marriages  have 
never  been  followed  by  cohabitation,  to 
live  with  their  nominal  husbands  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Johv  Oobst)  (Chatham) : 
33ie  pwoondiiigs     the  Oourtsju  Indut, 


wbioh  are  public,  arc  not  ofBt-ially  re- 
ported to  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  have 
thus  no  means  of  information  not  equally 
open  to  the  hon.  Member.  It  appears 
from  the  Indian  law  reports  that  Ruk- 
mabai  when  a  child  of  11  was  married 
with  the  consent  of  her  guardians  to  a 
husband  then  aged  19.  After  the  mar- 
riage she  continued  to  live  with  her 
mother,  and  the  marriage  was  never 
consummated.  Eleven  years  afterwards 
the  husband  called  upon  his  wife  to  live 
with  him  and  she  rnhsed.  I  have  no 
reasons  to  doubt  the  statements  as  to 
the  relative  positions  of  the  husband  and 
wife  implied  in  the  Questi(^.  The 
husband  instituted  a  suit  for  institution 
or  restitution  of  conjugal  rights.  The 
Court  of  First  Instance  held  that  the  suit 
was  not  maintainable.  This  judgment 
was  reversed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
March,  18B6,  andthe  case  wasremanded 
to  the  Court  of  First  Instance  for  a 
decision  on  the  merits.  The  decision  of 
this  Court  appears  to  have  been  now 

S'ven  in  favour  of  the  husband.  How 
e  decision  of  the  Court  is  to  be  en- 
forced, and  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence to  the  wife  disobeying  itsordws, 
are  qaestions  of  Indian  Law  upon  which 
I  must  decline  to  give  an  opimon.  But 
the  wife  may  appeal  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal  agunst  ue  decision  on  the 
merits,  and  the  two  judgments  of  the 
Court  Appeal — that  on  the  law  and 
on  the  merits — if  given — may  be  re- 
viewed by  the  Privy  Council ;  while  the 
case  is  thus  still  pending  any  considera- 
tion such  as  that  suggested  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  WLOstion  would  be 
premature. 

CUSTOMIS   HOUSE— FOREIGN  GOODS 
BEARING  BRITISH  TRADE  MARKS. 

Mb.  HOWARD  TINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  uf  Trade,  What  are  the  Regu- 
lations issued  to  Customs  House  officers 
as  to  the  importation  of  foreign  goods 
besiing  British  names  or  marks;  and, 
if  he  will  direct  the  greatest  vigilaace  to 
be  exezdsed  at  all  ports  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  to  prevent  foreign  manufac- 
tured goods  entering  this  country  having 
any  indications  whatever  calculated  to 
suggest  the  belief  that  they  are  Britiidi 
made? 

Tbb  SECRETARY  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  V"^^- 
tion  are  densolC^^^^^BB  Sfction  2 
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of  the  Bevenae  Act,  1883.  Asreffards 
the  Becond  part  of  the  Qaestion,  T  am 
informed  that  great  Tigilance  is  being 
exercised  under  the  existing  law ;  and 
the  Hoase  is  aware  the  Government  has 
introduced  a  Bill,  now  b^re  a  Select 
Oommittee,  which,  if  passed,  will  make 
still  more  stringent  the  Begulations. 

Mb.  MUNBELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked,  whether  the  hon.  Gmtle- 
man  was  aware  that  these  Begulations 
were  differently  administered  in  different 
ports ;  that  in  some  ports  the  goods  ware 
impounded,  while  in  other  oases  they 
were  allowed  to  pass  free? 

Ub.  JAOKSON  said,  he  feared  he 
was  not  soffloienlfy  acquainted  wifli  the 
■different  Begulations  to  be  able  to  an- 
swer that  Question.  He  bad,  however, 
had  some  conversation  with  the  Gustom 
House  Authorities  with  a  view  to  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Begulations. 

POOR  LAW  {lEELAND)— ELECTION  OP 
POOR  LAW  QUABDIANS-CLAIMSTO 
VOTE. 

Me.  HOOPEE  (Cork,  8.E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  under  the  25  &  26 
Viet.  c.  83,  s.  16,  any  ratepayer  claim- 
ing to  vote  at  the  election  of  Poor  liaw 
Gmirdians  in  respect  of  property  not  in 
his  occupation,  or  in  respect  of  a  bene- 
ficial interest  in  property  in  his  oocnpa- 
tioo,  must  first  execute  a  claim  to  vote 
in  presence  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace ; 
whether  it  is  a  portion  of  the  duties  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace  to  take  declara- 
tions necessazy  by  law,  and  to  permit 
documents  of  the  nature  in  question  to 
be  executed  before  them,  or  whether  it 
is  in  the  power  of  Justices  to  disfran- 
chise voters  of  different  political  opinions 
by  refusing ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  late  Lord  Ohancellor  of  Ireland  (Sir 
Edward  Sullivan)  on  several  occamons 
reprimanded  Justices  for  refusing  to 
permit  daims  to  vote  to  be  executed 
before  them  ;  whether,  on  the  19th  day 
of  February,  1887,  Mr.  John  M'Donneil 
applied  to  Mr.  Whitney,  J.P.,  Nohoval 
Cnre,  Einsale,  to  be  permitted  to  ex- 
ecute a  claim  to  vote  in  the  Einsale 
Union  before  him,  and  was  refused,  and 
whether  Mr.  Whitney,  on  the  21st  of 
February,  refused  John  Eiely  under 
similar  circumstances ;  and,  whether  Mr. 
Whitney  was  justified  in  so  refusing? 

The  chief  SEOEETABr  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfouh)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 

Mr.Jaelkton 


said,  he  was  afraid  it  was  scarcely  in 
accordance  with  his  duty  to  advise  aa 
hon.  Member  on  an  abstract  question  of 
law,  such  as  that  raised  by  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  He  was  informed 
there  was  no  record  of  any  reprimand  to 
manstrates  on  this  matter  by  the  late 
Sir  Inward  Sullivan.  His  predecessor, 
the  late  Mr.  Law,  when  Lord  Ohancellor, 
did  investigate  such  a  complaint ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  explanation  which 
was  given  by  the  mf^^strate  concerned. 
No  com^aint  had  been  made  to  the 
presmt  Lord  Ghanodlor  of  any  snch 
aoti<ni  as  was  attributed  in  the  Qoes- 
itiou. 

CIVIL  8ERVT0E  WRITERS — FIXITY  OF 

TENURE. 

Mb.  COOHEANE  -  BAILLIE  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whetiier  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  give  a  gua- 
rantee that  the  Civil  Service  writers 
employed  on  permanent  duties  shall  re- 
ceive the  fixity  of  tenure  which  tiieir 
work  warrants,  and  that  they  shall  be 
disoha^ed  only  in  case  of  misbehaviour 
or  incompetence,  thus  relieving  them  of 
the  necessity  of  being  at  the  caprice  of 
Heads  of  Departments,  who  are  not  in 
all  cases  disinterested  parties;  and, 
whether,  if  necessary,  he  will  cause  a 
Treasuxy  Order  to  be  issued  to  that 
eSisot? 

TheOHANCELLOEoftheEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Oosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  wish  to  take  the 
opportunity  which  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  affords  me  to  say  that  ihe 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  OiTil 
Service  has  informed  me  that  the  Com- 
mission will  deal  with  the  case  of  the 
writers.  I  must  decline  to  give  a  gua- 
rantee of  fixity  of  tenure  to  Civil  Ser- 
vice oopyists.  Such  a  guarantee  would 
contravene  the  principles  regulating 
their  entrance  into  the  Public  Service. 
Copyists  are  not  dismissed  by  Heads  of 
I>epartments.  The  Ppwer  to  dismiss 
them  rests  with  the  Oinl  Service  Com- 
missioners. When  the  Heads  of  De- 

{)artments  say  that  thefr  sOTviees  are  bo 
onger  required  the^  come  again  under 
the  control  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners, who  decide  the  conditions  of 
their  future  employment.  Now,  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  a  phrase  in  thia 
Questifm  which  ought  not  to  hare  been 
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introduced  into  it.  I  refer  to  the  fol- 
lowing wards: — 

**Thn«  relioTing  them  of  the  necesntj  of 
IwiiV  at  the  oaprioo  of  Heads  of  Departmente, 
who  azs  not  in  bU  caMt  disinterested  partiM." 

I  am  not  aware  of  any  ground  justifyiDg 
the  Bweeping  allegation  contaioed  in 
those  wo^s.  There  are  certain  classes 
of  Civil  servants  who  are  able  to  form 
themselTes  into  large  Associations,  and 
by  ihaX  means  to  exercise  considerable 
Farliamentarr  influence,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  Public  Service  generally. 
The  Heads  of  Departments  have  no  such 
means  of  influencing  public  opinion ;  and 
they  ought,  therefore,  all  the  more  to 
command  the  support  and  consideration 
of  the  Government  and  Parliament  when 
allegations  of  this  kind  are  made. 

Ur.  ABTHUfi  O'OONNOB  (Done- 
gaX,  B.)  asked,  whether  it  was  a  fact 
uiat  during  the  last  few  weeikB  a  very 
large  namDer  of  oo]^Bts  in  diffiarent 
D^artments  had  been  removed  by 
those  over  them  from  the  work  upon 
which  they  had  been  engaged  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  and  had  been  put  upon 
work  properly  described  as  copying? 
He  also  asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  woiUd  obtain  from  the  Oivil 
Service  Oommission  a  Betum  showing 
the  work  upon  which  copyists  had  been 
engaged  during  the  last  six  months,  such 
B^nm  to  be  verified  in  each  cose  by  the 
copyists  personally  oonoemed  f 

Ub.  GOSOUm  replied  that  the 
Boyal  Oommission  was  inquiring  into 
the  case  of  the  copyists.  Ab  the  Oom- 
misttfHi  had  undertaken  that  duty,  he 
was  not  di^osed  to  interf  ore  in  the  way 
suggested. 

LAW  AND  POUCE— ALLEGED  AiSSATJLT 
ON  UB.  FBANCIS  CONNOLLY. 
Ms.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
SooretBiy  of  Stats  for  ths  Home  De- 
partment, If  Hx,  Fnmeis  OonnoHy,  of 
29,  Foley  Street,  Portland  Place,  on 
coming  oat  of  Hyde  Park  on  Sunday, 
13Qt  instant,  was  violently  assaulted  by 
Folioe  Oonrtable  "  36  D,"  and  forcibly 
tbrost  from  the  pavement ;  whether  the 
oonrtable  followed  him  to  the  opposite 
corner  of  Oomberland  Place,  endea- 
Tonring  to  trip  him  up,  and  struck  him 
a  violent  blow  with  his  dosed  fist ;  whe- 
ther, in  oonse^nencs  of  ICr.  GcnmoUy's 
msj^anse  to  this  treatment,  the  oottstaue 
anMtod  hka,  Mid  had  him  bnmghi  be- 


fore Mr.  De  Butzen,  at  Marylebone 
Police  Oourt,  and  sentenced  to  14  days' 
hard  labour ;  and,  whether  the  evidence 
of  the  policeman  was  unsnstained  by 
other  testimooy,  and  the  defence  was 
supported  by  the  evidence  of  Uesars. 
J.  G.  Pope,  G.  Kurman,  A.  Kyant,  and 
P.  Fitzpatriok ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  Mr.  Fraiuas  Oonnolly'B  im- 
prisonment? 

Thb  SEORETABT  07  STATE  (Mr. 
KATTHnra)(Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  tiiat  he  had  obtained  the  magis- 
trates' Beport  and  a  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence. ThB  magistrate  was  satisfied 
beyond  doubt  that  the  |>risoner  was 
gtulty  of  assaulting  the  poboeman.  The 
prisoner  had  given  notice  of  apj^eal;  but 
he  had  not  appealed.  The  evidence  of 
the  police-constable  was  corroborated  by 
three  others ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
magistrate,  there  was  not  the  sU^^test 
reascm  to  suppose  that  the  police  com- 
mitted perjury.  There  was  no  ground 
tw  advising  an  inquiry  ox  an  inter- 
ference with  the  sratenoe. 

EOVAL   IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
POLICE  8TJPERVISI0N. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieute- 
nant of  Lreland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  every  Oonstabulary  barrack,  or 
in  every  district  barrack,  throughoat 
Ireland,  there  is  a  policeman  appointed 
to  keep,  in  a  diary  supplied  for  the  pur- 
pose, a  note  of  the  movements  of  certain 
persons  in  that  particular  district ;  whe- 
ther the  persons  so  kept  under  police 
supervision  consist  of  Boman  Oatholio 
clergymen,  and  those  persons  in  the  dis- 
trict who  in  any  special  way  assist  in 
the  advanoement  of  the  Irish  National 
morement ;  whether  the  list  of  names  of 
pwsons  so  watched  was  made  up  from 
the  Betnm  fiimished  from  the  various 
police  statiffliB,  in  pursuance  of  a  CSr- 
cular  issued  in  NoTember,  1885,  and  a 
copy  of  which  appeared  in  VMt4d  Inhmd 
of  the  20th  of  November  last ;  whether 
tills  list  of  names  was  Aimished  to  each 
barrack  from  the  oflioe  of  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  within  whose  division  such 
barrack  is  situate ;  whether  the  Betum 
required  by  this  Oirodar  iaolnded  as 
duraotedmen 

"idio  wen  likely  to  take  a  letdiBffpaitintlw 
oonmlMiQn  of  cntngt/*. 
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and  also 

"  Roman  Catholic  elerr^ea,  and  other  penons 
of  note,  who  take  a  leaaing  part  in  the  National 
moTement,  and  from  their  pontion  and  statns 
have  influence  over  the  peo^e;  " 

vfaether  instructionB  hare  been  given  to 
the  lUarist  to  make  an  entry  of  uie  per- 
sons with  whom  any  prominent  Ma- 
tionaliatTialtiDg  the  Strict  may  happen 
to  call  (»r  associate ;  and,  whewer  pro- 
motion or  reward  has  been  given  to 
some  of  the  policemen  so  employed,  for 
the  manner  in  whidi  thOT  had  executed 
duty  in  this  regard  r 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoitb)  (Manchester,  £.) :  The  iu- 
structiona  issued  to  the  police  in  Ireland 
are  confidential,  and  I  cannot  undertake 
to  communicate  them  to  the  House.  Bat 
I  may  state  generally,  in  answer  to  t^e 
hon.  Member,  that  the  police  are  directed 
to  watch  any  person  whose  movements 
are  lihoa^t  lik^y  to  be  injurious  to  the 
peace  and  good  ordn:  of  their  districts. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  pointed  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  not  answered 
the  part  of  the  Question  which  asked  if 
the  police  were  not  directed  to  watch 
"  Boman  Oatholio  clergymen  and  other 
persons  of  note?" 

Mb.  a.  Z.  BALFOTTB  :  There  is  no 
exo^ition  to  the  general  rule  I  have  laid 
down  UL  favour  of  rather  dergymen  or 
laymen. 

Mb.  p.  0»BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  police  were  watching 
certain  people  at  Derry  who  threatened 
that  unless  they  got  reductions  of  rent 
they  would  form  an  Association  

Mb.  SFEAKBB:  Order,  order! 

ADHIBALTY-OOAIiIKa  AT  HOME 
PORTS. 

AmoRAi.  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  lay  u^n  the 
Table  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
the  existing  facilities  for  Coaling  Slups 
at  the  Home  Forts,  the  best  means  of 
im^rovin^  the  same,  and  proposals  for 
their  rapid  extension,  188fi ;  and,  whe- 
thw  the  Admiralty  propose  to  take  any 
action  upon  it  ? 

Thb  FIBST  lord  (Lord  GsoBax 
Hauiltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Beport  in  question  is  stricuy  confi- 
dential, and  could  not  be  made  public. 
Experiments  are  now  being  carried  out 
at  Portland,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining 
how  far  the  system  xeoommended  by  the 


Committee  can  be  practically  applied  to 
Her  Majesty's  ships.  We  propose,  when 
these  are  completed,  to  commence  im- 
proving the  present  scheme,  and  it  is 
mtended  to  erect  a  coaling  iettr  at 
Haulbowline  recommended  by  ue  Com- 
mittee this  year. 

ADMIRALTY— THE  DOCKYARDS— CON- 
STRUCTION  OF  SHEERS  AT  FEK- 
BROKE. 

Admibal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest]  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Adminlty,  Whether  a  letter,  con- 
taining an  offer  from  a  w^-known  firm, 
has  been  laid  before  him,  for  the  con- 
struotion  of  the  most  approved  form  of 
sheers  at  Pembroke,  to  lift  100  tons,  for 
£5,000  to  £6, 000,  in  four  to  five  months, 
or  at  less  than  half  the  official  estimate, 
and  in  less  than  half  the  time ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  the  sheers  to  be 
constructed  at  this  small  outlay,  thereby 
render  Pembroke  Dockyard  efficient, 
and  be  enabled  to  hoist  the  engines  and 
boilers  into  tiie  ships  now  boilding 
there,  as  well  as  to  perform  any  future  ! 
heavy  work,  which,  though  not  at  pre* 
sent  contemplated,  may  be  requiiea  at 
any  time  in  the  event  of  war  ? 

Thx  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  Qxobob  i 
Hamilxon)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  I  am 
^ven  to  understand  that  aoommunicap 
ti<m  on  this  subject  has  been  receiTed  at 
the  Admiralty;  but  the  matter  has  not 
been  brought  to  my  notice,  and  until  I 
have  had  time  to  look  into  it  carefully, 
I  can  express  no  <^inion  upon  its  prac- 
ticability. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-MULUNGAH 
POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeatb,  N.)  aaked 
the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whetiter  four 
additional  letter  carriers  have  been 
added  to  the  staff  of  the  Mullingar 
Post  Office  within  the  last  18  montSa; 
whether,  notwithstanding  the  recognized 
role  of  the  Department,  that  when  any 
such  increaee  u  made  in  the  staff  <^  a 
post  offio^  extn  Btripes  are  provided 
lor  that  office,  no  additional  proviaicm 
has  been  made  for  the  Mullingar  Office ; 
whether  three  of  the  letter  carriers  at 
MuUin^par  are,  by  reason  of  their  years 
of  service,  due  stripes  for  a  considerable 
time  past;  whether,  although  reoom- 
mended  for  same  by  the  Postmaster,  the 
stripes  have  not  aa  yet  been  awarded ; 
and,  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  P 
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Thb  postmaster  general  (Ut. 
Kajexs)  (Oambridge  UmTenity) :  The 
sbort  Notioe  whion  the  hon.  Member 
liaa  given  has  not  admitted  of  mj 
making  inquiry  into  the  particular  case 
of  Huiiingar.  I  may  obserre,  however, 
that  in  the  Qneation  the  rule  of  the  De- 
partment is  not  stated  quite  oorreoUy. 
£zcept  in  the  case  oi  five  or  ax  Post 
Offioes — and  ^ose  of  the  largest  Abb — 
good  conduct  sbrijpes  are  allotted  not  to 
offices,  but  to  districts;  and  it  by  no 
means  follows  that,  because  a  particular 
office  receives  an  increase  of  force,  the 
good  conduct  stripes  which  the  increase 
carries  will  foil  to  the  same  office. 
There  is  hardly  an  office  in  the  King- 
dom at  which  postmen  who  have  served 
the  prescribed  periods  are  not  waiting 
for  stripes ;  and  as  these  become  vacant 
they  are  conferred  upon  the  men  who, 
out  of  the  vholb  of  the  districti  are  con- 
eidered  to  have  the  prior  (daim  to  the 
distinction. 

VACCINATION— IKSTBUOnONS  TO 
PUBUC  YAOOINATOBS. 

Mr.  H'ARTHTTR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  with  a  view  to  mini- 
mise the  risks  of  vaccination,  new  In- 
structions have  been  issued  to  public 
vaccinators;  whether,  in  Article  7  of 
these  Instructions,  direction  is  given  for 
the  careful  examination  of  vaooinifers 
as  to  the  existence  of  skin  diseases,  and 
particularly  of  hereditary  syphilis ;  and, 
whether  eminent  authorities  like  Mr. 
Jonathan  Hutchinson  and  Mr.  Bmdenell 
Carter  have  testified  that  the  signs  of 
syphilis  are  frequently  nndistinguishable 
until  after  the  vacdnation  age? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Ritobie) 
(Tower  Hamleta,  St.  George's):  Re- 
Tised  Ixutmctione  have  bmn  fsened; 
but  the  direction  referred  to  was  con- 
tained in  the  old  Instructions.  I  am 
not  aware  whether  l£r.  Hutchinson  and 
Mr.  Bmdenell  Oarter  have  testified  in 
the  way  referred  to  in  the  last  Question ; 
but  I  may  say  that  the  Board  know  of 
no  evidence  of  syphilis  having  been 
oommnnioated  by  vaccination  firom  a 
oluld  not  itself  presenting  signs  of 
vyphilis.  I  may  add  that  I  am  in- 
Ksmed  that  signs  of  inherited  syphilis 
in  a  child  usually  make  their  appear- 
aaoe  within  two  months  aftm  biruLud 
the  oQstomaiy  vaooinaticm  i^^  in  Bog- 
land  10  three  or  fi>iir  monllu. 


CHINA— GERMAN  PROTECTORATE 
OVER  ISLANDS  OF  CHTJSAN. 

Mb.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suflfolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State 
for  Foreign  AfFairs,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Germany  has  annexed,  or  oooupi^ 
or  acquired,  a  protectorate  over  ^e 
Island  of  Chusan,  or  one  of  its  Depen- 
dencies ;  and,  whether  such  an  act  would 
be  regarded  by  Her  Mi^esty'a  Oovem- 
moit  as  constituting  a  violation  of  the 
Convention  between  Great  Britain  and 
China,  signed  on  the  4th  of  April,  1846? 

The  UNDER  SS3CRETART  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbegusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  such  information  has 
reached  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Me.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  answw 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  can- 
not undertake  to  answer  a  hypoflietioal. 
Question. 

LAW   AND   POLICE    (IRELAND)  — 
"STORMY  EVICTIONS  IN  MAYO." 

Mb.  J.  J.  X.  O'BRIEN  {Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Seoretan  to  the  Lara 
Identenant  of  Ireland,  If  Ms  attention 
has  been  caltod  to  a  paragraph,  on  page  8 
of  7%e  Pall  Mail  Gateite  of  Wednesday, 
10th  March,  headed  Stormy  Evictions  in 
Mayo,  or  if  he  has  other  knowledge  of 
the  facts  referred  to  therein—namely^ 
that  the  Resident  Magistrate  present  at 
the  eviction  stated — 

"If  the  p«ople  offered  reiiitanoe  the  police 
must  shoot  them  down."  **A  bailiff,  named 
Gallagher,  ahoaed  by  an  old  woman  when 
he  was  remonng  her  inniitare,  drew  a  rerolTer 
and  threatened  to  shoot  hor."  **  A  ^hu;  lad 
was  oBxried  from  one  of  the  oaUnx,  and  last 
niriit  he  reorived  the  last  rites  of  the  Soman 
GtethoUoChurohP" 

Tna  OHIBF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bixvomt)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
inquired  whether  these  statements  are 
true ;  but  as  the  Question  only  appeared 
yesterday^  the  reply  has  not  yet  readied 
me. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IfiELAND)— THB 
QUEEN'S  CORONER  —  POWSBS  OF 
COMMITTAL. 

Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Queen's  Coroner,  presiding  in  his 
Oonrt,  has  jpower  to  commit  witnesses  for 
oontampt,  in  refusing  to  answer  ques- 
tioofl  put  to  Uiem at  an  inquest;  whether 
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the  officers  and  men  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Oonfltabnlary,  to  whom  a  Ooroner's 
warrant  committing  a  witness  for  con- 
tempt is  directed,  are  bonnd  to  execute 
the  same;  and,  whether  an  Exeoutive 
officer  is  entitled  to  supersede  snoh 
varranti  or  suspend  its  exeoution  ? 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  tor 
IBMLAND  (Mr.  Houies)  (Dublin  TTni- 
TOTsity) :  I  am  asked  in  this  Question 
tat  an  abstraot  legal  opinion  which  I 
have  always  dediMd  to  give,  as  it  can 
be  rardy  nseftil  and  mnat  be  often  mis- 
leading. If  tiiere  is  brought  to  my 
notice  any  specific  instance  in  which  it  is 
alleged  conatablee  acted  illegally,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Xjord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Constable 
Bulmer,  of  the  Boyal  Lnsh  Constabulary, 
was  committed  to  gaol  hf  Mr.  Coroner 
Bice,  on  Wednesday  last,  for  ref^ng 
to  answer  questions  tending  to  discover 
the  person  who  bayoneted  Fatrit^ 
Hanlon,  of  Youghal ;  whether  District 
Inspector  Smith,  to  whom  the  Coroner 
handed  the  warrant  for  exeoution,  has 
execated  or  made  anyattempt  to  execute 
tiie  aame;  and,  what  atepa  the  Qorent- 
ment  intend  to  ti^e  to  insnre  the  exeou- 
tion of  tiie  Coroner's  warrant  f 

Hb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  £.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secrete^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  ll^ether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Coroner  has  made  repeated  oom< 
plaints  of  receiving  no  assistance  in  the 
conduct  of  the  inquest  from  the  police 
offieera  at  Toughal :  whether  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  refused  to  execute  a 
warrant  which  the  Coroner  issued 
against  a  policeman  for  contempt  of 
Court;  and,  whether  he  will  tel^fraph 
orders  to  the  officer  in  ohaige  of  the 
poUoe  at  Toughal  to  render  the  same 
aaaistanoe  to  the  Coroner  in  this  ease  as 
he  would  give  in  a  case  wlwre  tiie  ma- 
peotod  oolpiit  was  not  a  member  of  the 
OonatabnlaiyFoaie? 

Ths  CHIEF  SEOBEIABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balvovb  (Manchester,  E.):  I  bare 
called  fbr  a  Beport  as  to  the  alleged 
matters  ol  huet  set  forth  in  both  these 
Qaeetigoa ;  but  there  has  not  been  time 
to  admit  of  ita  TCoeipk 

CftlUB  AKD  OUTBAOE  (IBBLAND)— 
XH£  DIBTURBAKCES  AT  YOUOHAL. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork,  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoretary  to  tho  LiKdXiMtauit 


of  Ireland,  Whether  the  following  state- 
ments, which  appeared  in  J%#  Timt*  of 
last  Friday,  are  true: — ^That  a  deter- 
mined efibri  was  made  on  the  prerioas 
night  to  bum  the  house  of  Inspeotor 
Kerin  at  Youghal ;  that  the  crowd  Droke 
the  windows  of  the  Protestant  Schocda 
and  tiie  Methodist  Church  at  Youghal ; 
that  children  of  22  to  H  years  of  age 
were  found  drunk  in  the  doorways,  eany 
on  Tbursdi^  morning,  in  the  streeto  of 
Youghal ;  and,  whether  any  offiioal  Be- 
port, in  reference  to  the  abore  alleeed 
outrages,  was  made  by  the  looalpoBoe 
officer  to  the  anUiorities  at  Dablin 
Oastle  previous  to  this  Queetimi  appear- 
ing on  the  Notice  Paper  f 

The  CHIEF  SEOaETABYjlIr.  A.  J. 
Bai^ob)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  foun- 
dation for  this  report  appears  to  be  that 
on  the  night  of  the  7th  instant  a  lighted 
tar  barrel  was  thrown  against  the  hall 
door  of  the  District  loBpeotor's  house,  I 
and  that  some  glass  was  broken  in  tiie 
windows  of  the  Protestant  Schools  and 
of  the  Methodist  Church.  The  polioe 
do  not  know  of  any  ohildren  having  been 
intoxicated. 

Mb.  lane  asked,  was  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  aware  that  tiie  throwing  of 
this  lighted  tar  barrel  into  the  doorway 
of  the  Juaspeotor's  house  had  been  repre- 
sented aa  a  determined  effort  to  bum 
tibe  house  down  ? 

MB.A.  J.  BALFOUB:  Idonotaeeit 
is  part  of  my  function  to  ascertain  the 
accuracy  of  reports  in  newspapers.  I 
have  ii^rmed  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
facts,  and  he  may  put  what  constrootioa 
he  pleases  on  them. 

Mb.  LANE:  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  has  been  sworn  by  responsible 
officers  in  Youghal  that  there  was  not  a 
scintilla  of  fbundation  An  tbaae  r^orta 
in  2U  Timmf 

[Ko  reply.] 

OBIHE  AND  OITTBAOE  (IRELAND). 
THE  DISTUBBANOES  AT  TOUGHAL^ 
LETTER  OF  DR.  0.  RONATNE,  J.P. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieatenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  seen  a  em  I 
of  the  following  letter,  which  was  ad-  ' 
dressed  by  Dr.  Charlea  Bonayn^  J.P. 
(the  onW  magistrate  living  in  the  tomu 
ofYongfaal)to  Mr.  KwhUfthe  Dirtaal 
lupeotor  of  Tonghat 
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"  Dew  Sir,— I  am  jiut  after  eonaing  from  the 
deftth  of  a  fine  yotmg  man,  who  was  atabbed  by 
a  policeman .  I  went  to  the  barracks  to  wo  who 
waa  in  charge  of  the  police,  and  to  inquire  what 
circumitanoea  produced  the  aad  bounosa.  I 
found  there  a  number  of  strange  police,  and  a 
yoong  officer,  Hr.  SomerviUe,  who  assumed  the 
resptoiRlality  of  hanng  ordered  the  charge  that 
aaused  this  young  man*!  death.  Now,  as  I 
hare  taken  great  pains  for  the  past  24  hourt  to 
preserre  the  peaoe  in  this  OBtiaUy  qoiet  town, 
and  as  I  am  of  opinion  that  there  was  not  the 
least  danger  to  apprehend  any  public  distarb- 
anoe,  and  as  I  am  afraid  that  it  was  the  adrent 
of  these  new  man  led  to  this  calami^,  I  daaire 
to  know  from  yon,  as  the  ReridiBg  Piatrict 
Inq;iect(V,  nndar  what  obonmstanoes  they  wen 
broQght  or  aont  hare.— Toon  faithfully, 

"  8th  Ifaroh,  1887.  Oublbs  Romavxi  ; " 

whether  this  magistrate  had  been  taking 
a  vexv  actire  part  for  some  days  pre- 
Tiouuy,  in  co-operation  with  the  Catho- 
lic dw^^Tmen  of  Youghal,  in  allaying 

I  the  excitement  caused  by  the  threatened 
arrest  of  the  Beverend  Father  £eUer ; 

I  why  the  police  authorities  ignored  him 
b;  not  consulting  him  as  to  the  necessity 
of  bringing  a  force  of  strange  police  into 
Toughal;  and,  whether  the  preserraUon 
of  the  peace  of  Youj^hal  has  been  traos- 
ferred  from  the  magistrates  of  Youghal 
to  the  police  oflScer  ? 

Xhb  CHIEF  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Ba£F0Ub)  (Ifancheeter,  E.) :  The  Beport 
on  this  sabjeot  was  wuy  called  fbr  yes- 
terday, whoi  the  Question  appeared.  It 
has,  u  oonzse,  not  yet  hem  reo^red. 

SOUTH  APEICA— THE  ZULUS. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ooloniss,  Whether  the  Zulus  have  now 
accepted  the  settlement  made  between 
Her  Majesty's  Goremment  and  the 
Boers  of  the  New  B^ublio,  or  whether 
ttwir  protests  against  the  new  boundary 
line  still  remain  unrevoked  7 

Ths  SECBETABY  or  STATE  (Sir 
Hbtbt  HoLLAim)  (Hampstead) :  I  hare 
heard  nothing  ttf  a  l^er  date  on  the 
ml^eet  frmi  elir  Arthor  Harelock  than 
his  telegram  of  Felnrnary  15,  printed  at 
page  191  of  Parliamentary  Paper  0 
4,980,  saying  that  Mr.  Osbom  had  re- 
(seiTed  faTonraUe  answers  firom  Dinzulu, 
tTndabnko,  and  other  Chiefs.  The  cor- 
respondence printed  at  the  end  of  tiiat 
Parliamenta^  Paper  shows  l^at  the 
Zulus  had  had  the  situation  f^y  ex- 
plained to  them ;  and  I  entertain  little 
doubt  that  th^  now  praetioally  ac- 
qnissoe  in  the  general  s^emrat  as 
wall  as  the  bonndaiy  line. 


MERCHANT   SHIPPING  ACT  (1854) 
AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Mb.  0.  Y.  UOBQAN  (Battenea) 
asked  the  Under  Seeretaiy  ta  State  Ibr 
Foreign  A&dtB,  What  course  the  Qo- 
remment  intend  to  pursue  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
(1854}  Amendment  (No.  2]  Bill,  which 
raises  an  important  International  Ques- 
tion, and  seeks  to  annul  arrangements 
which  have  subsisted  between  Great 
Britain  and  Foreign  Ooimtries  for  up- 
wards of  30  years  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  Fxrovbson)  (Man. 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  course  to  be  taken 
by  Her  Majesfr^s  Government  with  re- 
ference to  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  belongs 
naturally  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
Law  Officers  are  being  consulted  with 
reference  to  the  bearing  of  nisting 
l^ties  upon  the  proposed  legislation. 

INDIA-FOECB  OF  OBSERVA'nON  ON 
THE  PISHIN  FEONTIBB. 
Me.  BUOHANAN  (Edinburah,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Indian  Government 
intend  to  station  a  Force  of  Observation 
on  the  Pishin  Frontier ;  if  so,  what  is 
amount  of  the  Force,  and  with  what  ob- 
ject is  it  bdng  massed  on  the  road  to 
Oandahar;  and,  will  the  Seoretanr  of 
State  promise  that  Parliament  shul  be 
informed  before  orders  axe  issued  to  any 
such  Force  to  cross  tiie  A^han  fron- 
tier? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobsi)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  Stato  has  received  no 
information  which  in  any  way  corrobo- 
rates the  r^wrt  referred  to  in  the  Quet* 
tion. 

Mb.  BUOHANAN:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answer  the  second 
part  of  mvQuestion  f 

Sib  JOHN  GOBST:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cannot  expect  any  assurance 
when  the  grounds  on  which  he  asks  for 
it  are  quite  baseless. 

POST  OFFIOE-THE  ANNUAL 
HOLIDAY. 
Mb.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Pinsbury,  B.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
the  order  of  30th  November,  mtddr- 
uniform  the  rule  as  to  annr 
has  been  extended  to  r 
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LtrndoB  Postal  Service;  and,  if  not, 
wheUur  he  will  place  those  o£Boerfl  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  offiows  m  Dublin 
and  Edinburgh  ? 

TheFOSTHASTER  general  (Mr. 
Baiksb)  (Oambridge  Univerribr^ :  The 
oi^jer  of  Norember  last  to  wfuoh  the 
hon.  Member  refers  applied  only  to  Fro- 
Tincial  offices.  The  question  whether  It 
shoiUd  apply  to  sorters  of  the  London 
Postal  Servioe,  and,  if  so,  to  what  ex- 
tent, is  now  being  oonaidered. 

8(X>TLAin>'8HOOTINa  SXBAT  DOOS. 

Kb.  MABK  STEWABT  (Kircud- 
bright) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
denude  sustained  by  fanners  to  their 
flocks  by  stray  dogs;  and,  whether  a 
dog  found  worrying  sheep  may  be 
destroyed  by  the  owner  of  the  sheep  7 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodohald)  (Edinburgh,  and  St. 
Andrews  TTnivereitiea) :  My  attention 
has  not  recently  been  called  to  the  matter 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
l^end.  It  is  not  legal  to  destroy  a  dog 
which  is  found  straying  or  doing  mis- 
<^ef ;  but  Uie  owner  of  such  a  dog  can 
be  sued  summarily,  and  ordered  either 
to  put  the  dog  under  control,  or  to  have 
it  destroyed,  undor  penalty  if  he  fail  to 

do  80. 

MEROHiNT  SHIPPING  —  ACCIDENTAL 
LOSS  OP  LIFE— INUtllRV. 

Mb.  lees  (Oldham)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
after  any  aoddent  resulting  in  loss  of 
life  on  board  a  British  meronantman,  it 
isoustomaiyforihe  offldals  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  interrogate  the  crew  respect- 
ing the  causes  of  the  accident  collectively 
in  the  presence  of  their  officers,  or 
individually  and  apart;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  taking  steps  to  insure  that  the  men 
shall  be  privately  questioned  in  all  such 
cases? 

The  SECEETAKT  (Baron  HKwnT 
De  Wobhs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
In  oases  of  wreck  and  casualty,  to  which 
I  presume  the  htm.  Member  refers,  the 
Board  of  Trade  instructions  already 
provide  that  each  witness  shall  be  ex- 
amined individually  and  apart  These 
inatruotioiis  appfy  to  eeamen  as  well  as 
offioets. 


DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE-COALINa 
HARBOUK  AT  SINGAPORE. 

Mb.  de  USLE  (Leioestershire, 
Mid)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  measures  he  proposes  to 
take  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  coaling 
harbour  at  Singapore  from  now  to  1889, 
whilst  its  defences  are  to  remain  only 
approximately  defmded;  how  he  pro- 
poses to  redeem  tike  ba^wn  made  with 
the  Oolony  in  1884,  that  the  armaxorat 
tben  agreed  upon  should  be  c<nnpleted  in 
1887;  whether  the  oolony  has  fodfiUed 
its  part  of  the  baigain,  and  has  already 
^ent  £81,000  upon  its  defences;  and, 
whether  the  Elswick  manufaoturers  are 
able  to  turn  out  the  required  guns  in 
half  the  time,  approximately,  required 
by  the  Woolwich  manufacturers ;  and, 
if  so,  why  uo  tender  has  been  made  to 
them  ?   

Thb  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
OBDNANOE  (Mr.  Kobthootb)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  Colony  of 
Singapore  has  fulfilled  its  part  of  the 
contract  for  the  security  of  ue  Colony, 
and  there  will  be  no  unnecessary  delay 
in  the  fiilfilment  of  the  Imperiu  ahare. 
In  the  meantime,  altiiough  the  defences 
of  Singapore  are  not  absolutely  com- 
plete, they  are  very  strong,  and  leave  no 
practical  doubt  as  to  the  safety  of  the 
coaling  station.  The  two  guns  which 
will  not  be  completed  in  1887-8  are 
being  made  at  Elswiok. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— IMPROVED 
POSTAL  SERVICE  AT  KINSALE. 

Mb.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether  he  is  in  a 
pontion  to  make  any  further  statement 
on  the  subject  of  suggested  improve- 
ments in  postal  arrangements  at  Ein- 
sale? 

Tbb  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raises)  (Oambridge  TJniveraity) : 
The  hon.  Member  will  be  glad  to  hear 
that  I  have  authorized  the  employment 
of  a  mail  car  by  means  of  wni<ui  the 
hours  of  the  day  mail  service  to  and 
firom  Einsale  during  the  fishing  season 
will  be  made  more  convenient. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
OoMNXL  HAMILTON  (Sonthwark, 
Botherhithe)  aated  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boaid  of  Works,  Whe- 
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ther,  in  the  ereni  at  the  London  Goal 
and  ^ne  Daties  Oontiaoance  Bill  pass- 
ing the  Second  Beading,  looking  at  the 
injury  done  to  the  trade  of  the  waterside 
districts  of  the  Metropolis  by  the  Duty 
imposed  on  wine  brought  into  the  Me- 
tropolis by  the  Biver  Thames;  while 
wine  broDjfht  in  by  rail  or  road  is  ad- 
mitted free  of  Duty,  and  looking  at  the 
small  sum  raised  by  this  Duty,  he  will 
undertake  to  withdraw  so  much  of  the 
Bill  as  relates  to  the  continuance  of 
Wine  Duties  ? 

The  OHAIBMAN  (Sir  Jauzs 
M'GhABEL-Hoao)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) : 
la  reply  to  tlw  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, r  l>eg  to  say  that  if  the  Bill  is  read 
a  seocmd  time,  I  think  tiie  BQl,  as  a 
whole,  had  better  go  before  the  Oom- 
mittee ;  and  if  the  Committee  see  fit  to 
withdraw  the  part  relating  to  the  Wine 
Duty,  the  Corporation  of  London  and 
the  Metropolitan  Board  will  be  quite 
satisfied  to  abide  by  the  decision. 

SITTINGS  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE— THE   EASTER  BEOESS- 

Mb.  MUNBO  FEHGUSON  (Leith, 
fto.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sniy,  If  he  can  inform  the  House  as 
to  tl^  date  of  the  oommencement  and 
as  to  the  duration  of  the  Saater  Be- 
cess  ? 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Shtth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  re- 
gret, Sir,  ih&t  in  the  present  condition 
of  Public  Business  it  is  quite  impossible 
for  me  to  make  any  announcement  with 
regard  to  the  Easter  Holidays. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUETrDerby): 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  able  to  tell  us  what 
the  course  of  Business  will  be  next  week  ? 

Thb  FniST  LOBD  op  thb  TBEA- 
8TJET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  go 
beyond  Monday ;  but,  perhaps,  that  will 
be  sufficient  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. On  Monday  we  propose,  in  ao- 
eordanoe  with  the  engagement  w}aok  I 
made  at  2  o'clock  this  moxniiw  with  the 
right  hOn.  Gendeman  the  Member  for 
Ofmtral  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Leferre), 
to  put  down  the  Navy  Estimates  and 
the  Yoto  for  Clothing,  so  that  there  may 
be  a  discussion  upon  them,  and  after- 
wards to  take  the  voto  on  Aocoont  for 
OiTiI  Serrioea. 


Db.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) 
inquired,  whether  the  Goremment  Re- 
posed to  take  Wednesday  and  next  week 
for  Public  Business?  He  asked  be- 
cause there  were  some  Scotoh  Bills. 

Mb,  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  afraid 
there  is  no  chance  that  Members  will 
get  Wednesday  for  thwr  ordinary  Busi- 
ness. 

PARLIAMENT— NEW  RULES  OF  PEO- 
OEDURE-RULE  2— ADJOURNMENT 
OP  THE  HOUSE. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREI^D)— THB 

ARREST  OF  FATHER  KELLER. 
XOnOS  fOB  asjottbsment. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  demre  to  ask  permission  of 
the  House  to  move  the  Aqjonmment  of 
the  House,  in  order  to  call  attention  to 
a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 
portance—namely, the  arrest  of  Father 
teller,  parish  priest  of  Youghal,  under 
a  warrant  issued  by  Judge  Boyd,  and 
the  disturbances  and  loss  of  life  which 
resulted  &om  the  issue  of  the  warrant 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  is  it  your  plea- 
sure that  leave  be  given  ?   ["  No  I^'J 

The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified  

Mb.  SPEAKEB  called  on  those  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and  not  less  than  40 
Members  naving  acooxdingly  risen  in 
their  places. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  have  no  desire,  Sir, 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  at 
any  great  length,  or  that  the  debate 
should  occupy  me  attration  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length,  but  I  have  just  re- 
ceived a  telegram  from  Limerick — a 
telegram  from  the  City  of  Cork— an- 
nouncing that  Father  Keller  has  just 
been  arrested,  and  is  now  on  his  way  to 
Dublin  as  a  prisoner.  Father  Keller, 
the  parish  priest  who  has  been  arrested, 
is  notoriously — as  will  be  admitted  by 
all,  even  by  the  gentry  of  the  county  of 
Cork — one  of  t^  most  respeetod  and 
most  eminent  of  the  Boman  OathoUo 
clergy  of  the  district.  I  venture  to  say 
that  thwe  is  not  even  a  landlord  of  the 
county  of  Cork  who  will  not  admit  that 
Father  Keller  is  entitled  to  respect  from 
all  classes  of  the  community.  Nowj 
what  are  the  facte  which  I  wish  to  lay 
before  the  House  in  order  to  justify  my- 
self for  taking  this  unusual  proceeding 
of  moving  the   adjournment  of  tk<* 
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House  ?  I  do  not  contend  that  anything 
illegal  haa  been  done.  I  do  not  propose 
to  argue  anythii^  of  llie  kind.  I  am 
well  aware,  and  I  am  informed  by  those 
who  know  better  than  myseit,  that 
Judge  Boyd  has  not  in  any  way  out- 
stepped his  legal  powers  in  order  to 
arrest  this  priest.  Bat  I  oould  not  by 
any  posaibuify  euiggerate  the  feeling 
felt  by  our  constituents,  who  believe, 
not  tbjat  an  illegal  thing  has  been  done, 
but  that  a  legal  power  of  an  undefined 
character  nren  for  certain  uses  has  been 
grossly  ami  flagranUy  abused  with  re- 
spect to  a  genfCsniaa  whose  arrest  will 
create  throoghoat  the  South  of  Ireland 
a  fe>eling  of  the  most  profound  distorb- 
•anoe  and  intense  disgust,  and  wUl  con- 
vinoe  even  individual  living  in  the 
Soutii  of  ueland  that  the  Judge  who 
used  his  power  in  suoh  a  way  as  that 
which  led  to  the  arrest  of  Father  Keller 
has  placed  himself  and  the  powers  of  his 
Oourt  under  the  orders  of  the  Emergency 
Association  and  the  Property  Defence 
Association.  What  is  practically  the 
power  under  which  Father  Keller  has 
been  arrested?  He  has  been  arrested 
for  contempt  of  Oourt  We,  in  Ireland, 
are  unfortunately  familiar  for  a  number 
of  yean  past  with  what  has  been  ad- 
mitted to  be  a  Browing  and  increasing 
abuse  of  this  dangerous  privilege  of 
committal  for  contempt  of  Oourt.  A 
Judge  can  commit  any  individual  citizen 
to  prison  for  contempt  of  Oourt  without 
cause  given,  and  there  is  no  appeal — 

Sraotioally  he  can  suspend  the  Habeas 
lorpus  Act.  In  England  tiie  simple 
reason  why  that  power  has  been  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judges  is  because  it  is 
almost  never  exercised,  and  is  only  exer- 
oised  under  oiroumstauces  of  such 
flagrant   contempt  that  the  general 

Jublic  naturally  rally  to  the  side  of  the 
ad^.  What  are  the  facts  in  Ireland  ? 
During  the  last  few  years  there  has 
been  a  growing  disposition  on  tiie  part 
of  certain  Judges  —  whose  language 
used  inside  the  Oourts  has  plainly  indi- 
oated  them  as  most  violent  partizana — 
there  has,  I  say,  been  a  growing  dispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  timae  Jimges  to 
avail  themsdves  d  this  nndefinm,  un- 
ehebked,  nnlimited  poirer  of  committing 
for  contempt  of  Court  as  a  poUticfU 
weapon  to  put  down  political  opponents 
of  the  Government,  and  to  give  assist- 
ance to  the  Executive  of  Ire&nd.  This 
power  has  been  exercised  lately  by  two 


or  three  men— notorioos  pditioal  parti- 
zana— and  to  suoh  an  extent  was  it 
abused,  that  three  years  ago  the  dies 
Prime  Minister,  tiie  right  non.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Hr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  proposed  to  introduce 
into  this  House  a  Bill  to  limit  that 
power,  but  owing  to  some  disagreement 
which  arose  that  Bill  was  dropped. 
Judge  Boyd  has  exercised  that  power  so 
oppressively  that  at  the  present  moment 
he  has  men  lying  in  prison  whom  I 
know  to  have  been  lying  in  prison  for 
upwards  of  six  months  without  any 
power  of  appeal  to  any  Oourt  of  Law,  and 
in  a  recent  inetaiuw  he  issued  wairants 
from  his  Oourt  to  arrest  the  wife  and 
five  children,  the  last  being  but  six 
months  of  age,  of  a  poor  man  who  had 
already  bean  nine  montiis  in  prison.  In 
issuing  these  warrants,  Judge  Boyd  uses 
language  which  would  be  justified  in  no 
Judge,  and  whidi  would  not  be  tolerated 
for  a  moment  in  England.  Judge  Bo^d 
has  no  right  to  inquire  into  the  politics 
of  men  brought  before  him,  and  if  it  be 

permitted  for  a  Judge  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
IS  now  impugning  the  conduct  of  a 
Judge  of  a  Superior  Oourt  on  making  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  to  which  no  Amendment  can  be 
moved.  It  is  perfectiy  competent  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  arrest  of  Fatiier  Keller; 
but  I  cannot  allow  the  conduct  of  a  Jad^ 
of  a  Superior  Oourt  to  be  impugned  m 
this  way  except  upon  a  direct  Motion, 
whan  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded 
for  giving  an  answer. 

Mr.  DILLON :  May  I  not  refer  to 
the  circumstances  attending  the  issue  of 
the  warrant  which  are  of  vital  impor- 
tance to  the  point  I  wish  to  bring 
forward? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  do  so  except  upon  a  definite 
Motion  impugning  the  Judge  of  a 
Superior  Oourt  whose  conduct  he  desires 
to  call  in  question. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Then  I  will  only  add 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  strength  of  my 
case  rests  tm  tiie  fact,  that  upon  the 
issue  of  this  warrant,  Judge  Boyd  toc^ 
occasion  to  deliver  a  p(£tical  oration 
&om  the  Benrh. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  distinctly  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Then  I  wiU  bow  to 
your  ruling,  Sir.   What  happened  was 
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that  Father  Keller  was  the  priest 
of  a  parish  on  which  the  tenant  of 
one  estate  adopted  the  moTement 
known  aa  the  Flan  of  Oampaign. 
Father  Keller  has  in  no  way  been 
engf^ed  in  the  movement  with  me ; 
he  is  not  a  Trustee  of  the  Estate 
Fund,  nor  has  he  money  in  his  hands 
which  would  render  him  in  any  way 
directly  connected  with  the  oase  of  bank- 
ruptcy, which  has  arisen  in  conneotion 
with  one  of  the  tenants  of  the  estate. 
He  has  been  summoned  as  one  of  the 
witnesses  before  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy on  the  supposition  which,  I  be- 
lieve, is  generally  entertained  in  regard 
to  the  people  of  the  South  of  Ireland, 
that  the  puieh  priest  of  a  district  is  likely 
to  know  the  secrets  of  his  parishioners. 
This  is  the  feeling— the  very  intense 
feeling— created  through  the  southern 
districts  of  Ireland,  that  this  attempt  is 
not  a  iond  fide  efFbrt  to  get,  as  in  ordi- 
narf  circumstances,  cmd  looking  at  the 
thing  from  a  purely  judicial,  and  not  a 
political,  point  of  view,  a  substantial  and 
uiportant  witness ;  but  this  is  an  attempt 
to  drag  up  a  parish  priest  who,  from  the 
nature  of  bis  office,  would  knov  the 
secrets  of  his  parishioners,  and  be  trusted 
by  hie  parishioners,  and  to  compel  him 
to  turn  as  an  informer  against  his  now 
people.  Now,  Sir,  the  reason  why 
Father  Keller  did  not  attend  on  that 
warrant  was  because  he  felt  that  an  out- 
rage had  been  put  upon  his  cloth  and 
upon  his  office.  If  he  had  been  in  any 
business  way  mixed  up  with  this  trans- 
action he  would,  of  course,  have  gone  to 
Dublin;  but  because  he  is  convinced 
that  tiiis  is  part  and  parcel  of  a  policy 
to  compel  nim  and  other  priests  in 
Ireland  to  turn  informers— ft  course 
which,  I  need  hardly  say,  no  self-re- 
specting priest  in  Ireluid  would  for  a  mo- 
ment iiuulge  in — ^he  thought  it  would  be 
just  as  weU  to  take  his  stand  against 
this  policy  at  the  beginning,  instead  of 
going  up  to  Dublin  to  be  committed  to 
prison  for  contempt  of  Court  for  re- 
fusing to  reveal  the  confidences  of  his 
parishioners.  I  dare  say  the  Judge  has 
not  exceeded  his  legal  rights,  but  it  is  a 
great  abuse  of  a  power  which  unques- 
tionably will  very  soon  have  to  be  legis- 
lated upon  and  ciroiunscribed  by  this 
House.  I  would  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two  of  ih»  results  that  have  followed  in 
Tonghal  on  the  issue  of  this  warrant.  I 
have  mdeaToured  to  point  oat  why  is  it 
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not  unnatural  that  great  public  excite- 
ment should  have  followed  &om  such 
proceedings.  Great  public  excitement 
did  follow  ;  but  we  have  it  on  the  sworn 
statement  of  the  only  magistrate  who 
was  resident  in  Youghal,  and  who  on 
the  day  previous  to  the  occurrence  of 
which  I  wish  to  speak  remained  in  the 
streets  up  to  one  or  two  in  the  morning 
to  see  if  there  was  any  danger  of  dis- 
turbance, or  any  necessity  for  extra 
police — we  have  it  on  his  sworn  state- 
ment that  the  people  were  peaceful  and 
the  crowd  thoroughly  good-humoured, 
though  excited,  and  that  not  only  no  in- 
jury was  oflfered  to  the  police,  but  no 
insulting  word  was  addressed  to  them. 
There  were  10  policemen  in  the  town, 
and  amongst  the  thousands  of  people 
nobody  offered  them  the  slightest  vio- 
lence. When  leaving  to  go  to  bed  this 
magistrate  called  on  the  Head  Constable, 
who  was  responsible  in  the  absence  of 
the  District  Inspector  for  the  peace  of 
the  town,  and  said — ""Will  you  need 
any  more  men  to  kew  the  peace  of  the 
town?"  The  Head  (instable  replied— 
"  Certunly  not.  I  have  more  than 
raough,  and  am  perfectly  able  to  cope 
with  disturbance."  "  Has  injury  been 
done  to  property  ?"  asked  the  magis- 
trate. "None,  sir,  except  a  few  panes 
of  glass,"  said  the  Head  Constable.  The 
people  were  expecting  men  down  with  a 
warrant  to  arrest  uieir  priest.  The 
Head  Constable  after  this  conversation, 
without  consulting  the  magistrate,  tele- 
graphed off  to  a  neighbouring  town  to 
bring  in  extra  police,  after  telling  the 
magistrate  that  he  had  more  than 
enough  force,  there  being  no  excuse  for 
bringing  them.  The  ^eo^le  thought 
that  these  police  were  bringing  down  a 
man  to  arrest  their  priest,  and  there  was 
some  disturbance.  We  have  heard  state- 
ments about  the  extensive  injuries  done 
to  these  men.  Now,  I  sat  in  the  Court 
and  listened  to  the  sworn  evidence  of 
the  doctor.  Out  of  the  whole  force  on^ 
one  man  was  struck  over  the  forehead, 
and  that  was  all  the  injury.  This  indi- 
vidual was  the  only  injured  man  in 
Youghal  that  night  on  the  police  side. 
He  was  hurt  over  the  forehead,  and 
their  was  an  immense  apparatus  of  ban- 
dages and  plasters  over  his  forehead, 
and  nobody  was  allowed  to  see  the 
wound  except  the  pdice  doctor.  It 
might  have  heen  a  scratch  for  all  we 
knew.  The  police  were  (nrdered  to  charge 
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witli  bayonets.  I  sat  by  and  heard  the 
doctor  who  held  the  poii'tnortem  exami- 
nation on  O'HaDlon  give  his  evidence. 
Now,  I  have  heard  of  military  charges  in 
cases  of  disturbance,  and  it  is  the  uni- 
versal practice  of  a  soldier  to  give 
nothing  but  flesh  wounds  when  the  crowd 
turns  and  flies.  But  what  happens  in 
the  case  oi  Hanlon  ?  Poor  Fat  Hanlon 
was  flying  from  the  police  with  his  back 
turned  to  them,  and  the  policeman,  in- 
stead of  giving  bim  a  mere  flesh  wound, 
drew  back  and  gave  a  lunge  which 
broke  off  a  piece  of  bone,  knocked  it 
into  spUntera,  uid  went  six  inches  into 
the  man's  bowels,  cutting  the  main 
artery  oi  his  body.  A  more  murderous 
stroke  was  never  given.  We  have  it  on 
the  evidence  of  the  doctor  that  it  would 
have  pierced  the  man  clean  through  had 
not  the  bone  been  struck.  Firing  is  no- 
thing to  this.  When  you  fire  you  do 
not  know  where  the  bullet  may  go,  but 
here  is  a  man  in  full  flight,  and  yet  we 
have  it  on  evidence  that  the  policeman 
did  not  prod  him,  as  is  the  custom,  but 
gave  a  full  lunge.  The  police  went  be- 
hind the  back  of  the  only  magistrate 
who  was  there ;  they  deceived  him,  and 
the  first  news  he  heard  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  extra  police  was  when  he  was 
called  on  to  attend  the  dying  man,  for 
he  is  a  doctor  as  well  as  a  magistrate. 
I  bare  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the 
police  had  discharged  their  duty,  and 
told  the  magistrate,  that  this  gentleman, 
who  has  lived  for  20  years  in  the  town, 
and  is  trusted  by  the  people,  would 
have  gone  to  tbo  station,  there  would 
have  been  no  disturbance.  I  say  there 
is  not  a  man  in  Toughal  who  does  not 
believe  that  the  object  was  to  have  a  row 
that  night  in  Youghal,  and  to  draw 
blood ;  and  that  the  magistrate,  who  is 
known  and  loved  there,  was  left  in  his 
house  lest  he  should  prevent  that  row. 
Such  is  the  conviction  of  the  magistrate 
himself,  and  so  outraged  was  he  by  the 
conduct  of  the  police  that  he  went  in- 
stantly to  the  police  barracks  and  pro- 
tested against  the  conduct  of  the  sub- 
Inspector.  What  I  want  to  know  is, 
is  this  aystem  to  be  carried  on — is  ocoa- 
uon  to  be  sought  out  for  goading  the 
people,  who  have  exhibited  extraordi- 
nary patience  under  great  sufferings, 
into  sufficieut  outrage  to  justify  uie 
passing  of  a  Coercion  Act  'f  I  bolievo 
the  issue  of  this  warrant  was  part  and 
parcel  of  a  deliberate  policy.  We  know 


how  diffloult  it  is  to  control  the  people  of 
the  southern  counties  in  Ireland  when 
they  see  an  old  respected  parish  priest 
dragged  away  from  his  cure  as  a  pri- 
soner in  the  hands  of  the  police — we 
know  how  desperately  difficult  it  is,  and 
we  say  that  to  carry  it  out  in  any  way 
you  choose  to  do  it  must  be  a  thing  o£ 
danger  and  offensively  irritating  to  the 
people,  but  you  do  it  in  such  a  way  as 
to  increase  that  danger  and  irritation  to 
the  utmost,  and  to  bring  about  the  shed- 
ding of  blood.  I  must  confess  I  view 
lAiB  whde  circumstances  attending  that 
arrest  and  the  issue  oi  the  wurant- — 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  enter  into 
now,  as  I  hope  to  do  on  another  occa- 
sion— I  view  them  with  the  utmost  pos- 
sible anxiety  as  to  what  may  be  the  re- 
sult of  such  conduct  if  persisted  in  in 
future.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  that 
poli^  will  probably  be  successful  for 
the  Qovemment  up  to  a  certain  point. 
Human  nature  is  human  nature,  and 
human  patience  has  its  limits.  You  may 
be  successful  up  to  a  certain  point  if  you 
are  determined  on  goading  the  Irish, 
people  into  such  desperation  that  you 
may  have  what  you  consider  a  sufficient 
justification  for  sticking  a  few  more  of 
them  into  prison.  It  is  an  odiotia 
policy.  As  long  as  we  Irish  NationsUsta 
are  permitted  to  remain  in  this  House, 
and  as  far  as  we  can,  under  the  Bi^es  of 
the  House,  we  should  be  shamefully  and 
basely  false  to  our  duty  if  we  did  not 
endeavour  to  expose  that  policy  before 
the  people  of  England.  The  people  of 
Ireland  have  on  this  occasion,  as  on 
other  occasions,  been  patient.  I  have 
not  had  any  details  of  to-day's  arrest, 
but  I  trust  tiie  Qovernment  sent  a  large 
force,  because  the  larger  the  force  the 
less  is  the  danger  of  outroge.  Before  I 
sit  down  I  want  to  direct  attention 
Anally  to  ooe  circumstance  of  a  most  ex- 
traordinary character.  When  this  ex- 
citement arose  in  Yonghed  last  week 
with  reference  to  the  anticipated  arrest 
of  Father  Keller,  the  solicitors  aotioK 
forthe  plaintiff  wrote  a  letter  to  Th»  ]>ai% 
JSxprtu  newspaper,  and  the  letter  ap- 
peared also  in  other  newspapers,  and  m 
that  letter  the  solicitors  stated  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  arrest  Father  Keller 
at  all,  and  that  all  this  bogus  excitement 
was  got  up  by  the  leaders  of  ^e  people 
for  their  own  political  purposes.  Now, 
iheso  solicitors  did  not  appear  in  Court 
when  the  warrant  was  issued.  Their 
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letter  is  on  record  stating  that  they  hod 
no  intention  of  arresting  Father  Keller. 
If  the  Bolioitor  for  the  plaintiff  did  not 
want  him  arrested,  at  whose  instigation 
then  was  the  warrant  issued  ?  Was  it 
the  Oork  Landlords'  Defence  Aesocia- 
tion  ?  I  maintain  that  this  is  a  question 
to  which  we  ought  to  have  an  answer, 
and  it  is  a  question  important  to  the  case 
vhich  I  hare  endeavoured  to  lay  before 
the  Hoase,  because  if  it  turned  out  that 
this  most  nnjuatlGable  and  dangerous 
action  is  the  result  of  icoitementa  either 
from  the  Gh>Temmeat  or  from  the  Oork 
Jjandknrds*  Defence  Association,  my  ease 
vill  have  been  made  out  very  mnoh 
clearer. 

Ths  OHIEF  SECBETABY  pob  IBE- 
liAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoitb)  (Han- 
Chester,  £.) :  Before  I  come  to  the  cir- 
cumstances which  have  been  detailed  to 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Pillon),  let  me  relieve  his 
mind  on  one  point — the  arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  as  I  have  heard  by  tel^am 
this  evening,  has  been  carried  out  with- 
out any  disturbance  or  difficulty  what- 
ever. Aa  to  the  hon.  (S^entleman's 
speech,  lei  me  aay  this — that  in  the 
whole  hiaCor^  of  this  House — full  as 
tiiat  history  is  of  violent  language  and 
violent  partizanship — do  not  believe 
that  an  accusation  ao  violrait  has  ever 
been  levelled  by  an  individual  in  thii 
Hoose  against  the  EzeoutiTe  of  his 
ooontry  aa  that  to  wluch  we  hare  just 
listened.  What  the  hon.  Gentleman  baa 
accused  us  of — not  by  insinuation,  but 
by  direct  language,  of  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  so  great  a  master — is 
goading  the  population  of  Youghal  into 
resistance  to  the  law  in  order  that  some 
of  the  people  might  be  killed,  and  that 
the  Government  might  thereby  be  able 
to  show  their  justification  for  introducing 
their  CSoercnon  Bill.  A  more  monstrous 
and  unfounded  aooaBatitm  was  never 
leveled  by  a  public  man  against  those 
7esp(mnble  for  the  sovemment  of  the 
eountry.  Now,  Kr,  I  presume  that  the 
apparoit  inooherenoe  of  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  due  to  tiie  fact 
that  he  was  not  allowed,  owing  to  a 
breach  of  the  Bnles  of  the  House,  as 
decided  by  you,  to  lay  the  whole  of  the 
argument  which  he  had  prepared  before 
the  House ;  but  he  did  make  before 
you,  Sir,  called  him  to  Order— and  I 
regret  very  much  tluit  he  was  allowed 
to  do  80 — aa  attaok  upon  Judge  Boyd. 


The  hon.  Member,  Sir,  used  words  about 
that  learned  Judge  which,  I  think, 
should  never  be  used  in  this  House 
against  Judges  of  the  Courts  of  Law 
who  are  not  present  and  who  are  not 
able — that  is,  who  have  not  the  oppor- 
tunity— to  defend  themselves.  But  what 
is  it,  let  me  ask,  that  has  been  done  ? 
Why,  this :  that  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
summoned  a  man  to  appear  before  the 
Court  as  a  witness ;  and  I  presume,  Sir, 
it  is  not  to  be  concluded  that,  because 
that  man  appears  to  be  a  priest,  even 
though  he  be,  as  the  hon.  Member  says 
— and  as  I  do  not  for  a  moment  doubt- 
that  Father  Keller  is  a  most  respectable 
and  eminent  gentleman,  he  should  not 
be  summoned.  Well,  Sir,  if  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  is  allowed  to  summon  be- 
fore them  any  man  as  a  witness,  and  if 
the  man  refuses  to  appear  in  answer  to 
the  summons,  what  course,  may  I  aak, 
is  before  the  Judge  but  to  put  the  man 
into  prison  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  suggested  no  alternative; 
but  he  talked  about  the  abuse  of 
the  Bule  under  which  a  Judge  may  com- 
mit a  man  for  contempt  of  Court.  Well, 
Sir,  this  action  on  the  part  of  Judge 
Boyd  does  not  come  under  the  con- 
demnation which  has  been  levelled 
against  the  use  by  Judges  of  the  power 
of  oommitment  for  contempt  of  Court — 
the  contempt  of  Court  in  respect  to 
which,  as  a  preventive  against  the  use 
to  which  Judaea  were  said  to  put  Ukat 
power,  a  Bill  was  introduced  into  the 
other  House,  which  may  or  may  not 
have  been  occasionally  used  by  Judges 
who  thought  they  bad  not  been  treated 
with  sufficient  respect  in  Court ;  but  im- 
prisonment is  tiie  only  weapon  which 
can  be  used  by  a  Judge  to  make  it  cer- 
tain that  the  jurisdiction  of  his  Court 
shall  be  respected ;  and  to  take  away  the 
power  of  inflicting  such  imprisonment 
would  be  to  destroy  the  whole  system  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  Ireland  root 
and  branch.  The  only  other  matter 
which  I  think  requires  remark  relates 
to  the  police,  and  here  I  must  say  that 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
me  to  have  allowed  himself  a  ucence  of 
criticism  with  regard  to  a  case  which  is, 
I  believe,  still  pending  most  unusual  and 
improper  in  debates  in  this  House.  I 
shall  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  matter  except  as  to  one  matter,  and 
I  am  doubtful  if  I  ought 
&r  in  a  pending  case ;  ' 
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fltatement— I  should  say  mis-statement — 
vbkh  I  mast  oorrect.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sm  &e  oidj  injury  whi<^  the 
pdice  of  Xonghal  had  andei^;oae  was  a 
soratoh  reoeired  by  one  man  on  the  fore- 
head. 

Mb.  DILLON:  I  did  not  say  bo;  I 
said  a  cut,  the  nature  of  which  we  were 
not  allowed,  or  anybody  except  the 
police,  to  investigate.  [An  hon.  Mzic- 
beb:  a  scratch.  J  I  beg  pardon,  I  said 
it  might  have  bem  a  scratch  for  all  we 
knew. 

Mb.  a,  J.  BALFOUE:  WeU,  I  will 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  advantage 
of  the  "out;  "  but  the  facts  are  not  as 
the  hon.  Member  stated  them.  So  far 
from  its  being  the  fact  that  only  oce 
poHceman  was  injured  more  or  lees 
slightly  on  Oie  forehead,  the  facts  are  as 
I  read  tfaemfrom  a  telegram  in  the  House 
which  I  said  yesterday  I  had  received 
from  an  authentic  source  of  information. 
Twenty-one  oat  of  22  jtolicemen  were 
struck,  15  were  hurt,  and  three  were 
serioualy  hurt.  Well,  I  will  say  nothing 
about  the  hon.  Gentleman's  attack  upon 
the  humaniiy  of  the  Police  Force,  save 
that  I  am  unwilling  to  think  that  any- 
body in  Ireland  c£ouId  suppose  that  I 
allowed  an  aoousation  of  the  kind  to 
pass  for  a  moment  in  this  House  without 
giving  it  the  most  absolute  contradiction. 
The  hon.  Gtontleman  has  attacked  the 
pcdice  for  inhumanity.  [Mr.  Billon  : 
One  man.]  My  belief  is  that  the  charge 
oC  the  police  was  not  ordwed  by  the  com- 
manding fMeet  till  he  was  fully  con- 
vinoed  that  the  vny  lives  of  the  police 
were  in  immediate  danger— and  if  that 
pontion  of  affairs  does  not  justify  the 
aedon.  of  the  commanding  officer  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  know  what,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  would  justify  the 
police  in  resorting  to  extreme  measures 
in  self-defence. 

Mb.  DUiLON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  really  misrepresenting  what  I 
said.  I  made  no  charge  whatever  against 
the  police.  I  made  a  charge  against  the 
man  who  drove  the  bayonet  into  the 
back  of  Pat  O'Hanlon. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Well,  Sir,  I 
might  have  misunderstood  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  What  I  thought  the  hon. 
Member  said  was  that  the  police  were 
the  instruments  in  goading  on  ^e 
popalation  of  the  distnot  to  resistance ; 
and  that  Uiey  deliberately  misled  the 
Magistrate  for  the  purpose  of  j^odwnng 
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a  bntohefj  which  would  asust  the  Go- 
vernment in  pnsnng  the  Ooeroum  £^ 
I  need  not  sa^  moon  nune.  I  think  I 
have  dealt  with  the  hon.  Genfleman's 
speech  so  far  as  he  has  been  able  to  lay 
the  case  before  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  aoonses  us  of  being  responsi- 
ble for  the  lamentable  occurrences  vhioh 
have  taken  place  at  Toughal ;  but  has  it 
never  occuned  to  him  that  those  who 
are  really  responsible  are  those  who 
continue  to  goad  on  the  people  of  the 
country  to  carry  out  this  iUe^  plan  of 
spoliation  ?  This  illegal  plan  of  spolia- 
tion, called  the  Plan  of  Oampaign.  Oa 
tLoir  heads  rests  and  must  rrat  the  re- 
sponsibility of  goading  on  the  people 
to  resist  the  law.  The  law  must  be 
obeyed;  the  orders  of  the  Courts  of 
Law  must  be  carried  oat.  They  will  be 
carried  out,  and  carried  oat  peaceably, 
I  believe,  in  every  district  in  Ireland  if 
only  those  agitatOTS  will  cease  from  their 
baneful  work— those  agitators  who  are 
primarily  responsible  for  all  those  un- 
fortunate occurrences.  I  think,  Sir,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  consider  upon  whose  heads 
the  responsibility  rests  for  what  has 
occurred,  he  will  not  find  that  the  Oo- 
vemmeut  of  this  country  or  the  police  of 
Ireland  are  responsible,  but  that  it  rests 
upon  the  heads  of  those  with  whose 
policy  and  motives  he  is  probably  more 
intimately  acquainted  than  I  am. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  said,  the 
House  could  easily  undexvtand  that  it  is 
a  matter  of  connatalati<m  to  him  to  be 
relieved  by  this  debate  from  the  neces- 
sity of  patting  any  farther  questions  to 
the  Chief  Seoreta^,  so  as  to  bring  the 
facts  of  this  unhappy  oase  under  the  no- 
tice of  hon.  Members  for  England.  Be- 
fore he  referred  directly  to  the  origin  of 
the  cause  of  the  disturbance  of  Youghal, 
he  wished  to  reply  to  a  few  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  8e(uretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prefaoed  his  remarks  by 
stating  that,  instead  of  the  arrest  of 
Father  Keller  leading  to  bloodshed  and 
riot  in  Toughal,  the  arrest  had  been 
carried  out  very  quietly.  There  was  no 
credit  due  to  the  Executive  or  to  the 
Police  Authorities  in  Ireland  frar  tiie 
quiet  manner  in  which  the  arrest  of 
Father  Keller  had  been  effected.  The 
oredit  was  wholly  due  to  the  rev.  gentle- 
man himself,  and  to  the  other  olergymea 
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of  the  town,  and  to  the  good  sense  of 
the  people  of  his  parish,  who  obeyed 
his  mandate.  The  rev.  gentleman  was 
not  going  to  allow  his  people  to  fall  into 
the  traps  set  for  them  by  the  police. 
The  fortunate  discoTery  of  the  telegram 
sent  by  Captain  Flunkett  to  the  Police 
Su^rintendent  showed  that  it  was  the 
dehberate  intention  of  the  police  to  ex- 
cite an  occaBion  for  bloodshed  and  death 
in  thur  midst  The  right  hon.  Q^ntle- 
inan  accused  the  hon.  Slember  for  East 
Hayo  of  having  used  violent  langDage. 
He  (Mr.  Lane)  put  a  question  to  uie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  Tuesday  in 
reference  to  the  anthenticity  of  Captain 
Plunkett's  telegram  ;  and  after  the  en- 
dorsement he  gave  to  that  bloodthirety 
telegram,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  was  fiiUy  justified  in  the  strong 
language  he  had  used,  and  in  express- 
iufifhis  opinion  that  the  policy  had  been 
d^berately  adopted  at  a  meeting  of 
magistrates  in  Dublin  Castle,  acting  in 
concert  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  purpose  of  creating  an  excuse  for 
the  introduction  of  a  Coercion  Act  for 
Ireland,  which,  according  to  the  declara- 
tion of  all  the  Judges,  was  exceptionally 
free  from  crime  at  the  present  mommt. 
The  Ush  If  embers  did  not  s«r,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  contenowd,  that 
because  Father  Keller  vas  a  priest  he 
should  not  be  liable  for  arrest  under  a 
warrant  from  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  or 
any  other  Court.  What  they  objected 
to  was  this — that  Father  Keller  was 
arrested  because,  irom  bis  position  as 
parish  priest,  he  was  expected  by  those 
who  moved  for  his  arrest  to  know  the 
secret  affairs  of  his  flock,  to  act  as  a  spy 
upon  the  doings  of  his  parishioners,  and 
to  give  evidence  in  favour  of  the  land- 
loi^.  This  was  a  most  serious  matter, 
and  might  become  more  so  if  the  policy 
of  the  Government  were  to  be  earned  on 
on  the  same  lines  as  at  present.  With 
regard  to  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  against  the  Irish  Parliamen- 
tary Party  of  goading  on  the  people  to 
spoliation  and  excitement,  if  there  was 
any  Member  of  the  Iri^  Party  who 
could  be  said  to  be  guil^  of  goading  the 
people  into  excitement,  he  took  upon 
himself  all  the  responsibility  ot  being 
that  individual.  Youghal  was  in  his 
Division,  and  he  was  connected  with  all 
the  operations  on  the  Ponsonby  pro- 
perty, from  the  beginning  until  the 
time  he  hod  to  lesn  to  tue  his  place 
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in  Parliament.  But  he  distinctly  re- 
pudiated now  —  as  he  had  done  on 
the  first  night  the  House  assembled 
— that  he,  or  any  of  his  hon.  Col- 
leagues had  goaded — to  use  the  word 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  —  the 
people  of  that  district,  or  any  other,  to 
put  the  Plan  of  Campaign  into  opera- 
tion. He  did  not  visit  the  estate  until 
the  tenants  themselves  had  decided  the 
matter.  He  went  down  on  their  pressiog 
invitation,  and  instud  of  the  people 
being  goaded  into  adopting  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  the  fact  of  the  matter  was 
that  his  hon.  Colleagues  and  himself  had 
to  use  their  influence  to  moderate  the 
demands  of  the  tenants  on  that  parti- 
cular estate  for  a  reduction  of  their  rents. 
He  would  now  give  the  House  a  short 
history  of  how  that  excitement  had 
arisen  in  Youghal,  and  would  show 
how  little  the  people  and  the  parish 
priest  were  to  blame  for  the  existing 
state  of  things  there.  It  had  all  arisen 
in  connection  with  the  Ponsonby  estate. 
Mr.  Ponsonby  was  the  only  landlord  in 
the  County  of  Cork  who  had  refused  to 
give  his  tenants  a  fair  and  reasonable 
reduction  in  their  rents.  This  was  not 
the  flrst  time  that  a  similar  struc^le 
took  place  on  the  same  property. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  deviating  from 
the  matter  before  the  House,  which  is  a 
definite  matter  of  ur^nt  public  impor- 
tance;  it  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  arrest  of  the  Bev.  Father 
Keller.  The  history  of  the  Ponsonby 
estate  has  nothing  to  do  with  that  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  lane  :  The  warrant.  Sir,  upon 
which  Father  Keller  was  arrested  was 
issued  in  connection  with  this  estate  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  going  into  a  history  of  the  evic- 
tion on  the  estate,  and  the  means  that 
were  used  to  bring  about  a  reconcilia- 
tion. This  is  quite  different  from  the 
specific  matter  before  the  House. 

Mb.  lane  :  This  warrant.  Sir,  upon 
which  Father  Keller  has  been  arrested 
has  been  applied  for  by  the  solicitors 
who  are  employed  for  the  Ponsonby 
estate,  and  the  arrest  has  taken  place 
in  connection  with  that  estate.  Father 
Keller  is  summoned  to  Dublin  to  give 
evidence  in  reference  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  being  carried  out  by  two 
tenants  upon  tlw  Ponsonby  propoty; 
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and  I  would  respectfully  aak,  Sir,  for 
your  ruling  as  to  whether  I  am  not  in 
Order  in  referring  to  what  has  happened 
in  connection  with  that  property  out  at 
which  the  whole  case  arises. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  am  clearly  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  he  out  of  Order  to 
allude  to  the  dronmstanees  of  the  Fon- 
Bonhy  estate.  That  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  subject  which  has 
been  brought  before  the  House,  and 
which  is  the  arrest  of  Father  Keller. 

Mb.  lane  ;  The  warrant  was  issued 
in  reference  to  evidence  to  be  given  con- 
cerning the  proceedings  of  two  tenants 
on  the  Fonsonby  property ;  and  I  would 
ask  very  respecuully  whether  I  may 
not  refer  to  those  proceedings  7 

MB.8FEAKEK:  I  have  already  given 
a  very  definite  ruling  upon  the  point. 

Mr.  lane  said,  that,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  found  it  very  hard  to 

Sroceed  on  the  lines  he  had  intended  to 
0 ;  but,  bowing  very  respectfully  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Ohair,  as  be  was  bound  to 
do — and  ttotwifhstanding  the  sneers  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irdand — he 
should  ixj  and  make  out  bis  case  all  the 
same,  people  of  the  district  were 
perfectly  aware  that  the  landlord  was 
not  a  party  to  the  proceedings  taken 
against  Father  Keller,  as  he  had  told 
them  that  the  property  had  passed 
out  of  his  hands  into  those  of  the 
Landlords'  Association,  and  that  he 
would  not  stop  the  issue  of  the  warrant. 
They  knew  the  reverend  gentleman 
was  compelled  to  go  to  Dublin,  and  they 
believed  that  was  done  simply  because 
the  solicitors  engaged  by  ^e  landlord 
believed  that  because  he  was  the  parish 
priest,  if  they  put  him  in  the  witness 
box  there  on  oath  they  could  ask  him 
any  questions,  and  get  information  from 
him  which  he  posaessed  as  parish  priest, 
reBoecting  certain  of  his  parishioners, 
and  so  would  enable  the  landlmd  to  get 
his  rents  without  any  reduction.  Father 
Keller  and  his  brother  priests  had  been 
going  about  amongst  the  people  for 
several  days,  quieting  them,  and  en- 
deavouring to  prevent  the  excitement 
getting  the  better  of  their  discretion, 
and  leadin^^  them  to  do  things  which 
would  justify  the  authorities  in  inter- 
fering with  their  lives  and  liberties. 
They  had  the  positive  assurance  of  Dr. 
Bonayne,  the  only  resident  magistrate 
in  the  town  of  Youghal,  sworn  by  him 
at  the  inquest,  that  were  was  a  suffiaent 
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force  of  police  in  the  town  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arresting  Father  Keller,  and  he 
was  a  magistrate,  who  for  years  had 
been  able  to  keep  order  there.  But  the 
authorities  thought  well  to  send  a  foroe  of 
strange  police  into  the  town.  That  even- 
ing the  town  was  perfectly  quiet  nntil 
the  extra  foroe  of  police  were  brought 
in ;  but  the  moment  ihe^  were  bronght 
in  the  people  became  excited.  The  people 
were  thinking  of  the  vindictive  action 
being  taken  against  their  priest.  The 
townfoik  sat  up  all  night  near  the 
residence  of  the  priest  the  night  before. 
They  went  out  to  the  station  to  meet  the 
police,  and  were  only  following  the  police 
into  the  town,  when  the  officer  in  charge 
of  the  police  commanded  his  men  to  fix 
bayonets.  Up  to  that  time  not  a  single 
thing  was  done  by  the  people  to  aggra- 
vate the  police.  Hon.  Members  would 
easily  understand  the  effect  which  the 
fixing  of  bayonets  by  the  police  would 
be  likely  to  produce  upon  the  people 
under  the  circumstances.  The  crowd 
followed  the  policemen  down  to  the 
barracks ;  and  they  had  it  on  the  sworn 
testimony  of  the  Head  Constable  of 
the  locd.  police  that  the  police  had 
been  allowed  to  march  all  the  way 
from  the  station  to  the  barracks — a 
distance  of  about  two  miles — before 
a  stone  was  thrown  and  struck  him. 
Then  the  strange  policemen  immediately 
turned  round,  charged  the  people,  and 
killed  this  unfortunate  man,  whose 
death  was  now  forming  the  subject  of 
an  inquest  at  Youghal.  He  hod  no 
desire  to  discuss  the  culpability  of  the 
police  engaged  in  the  charge.  He 
thought  the  statement  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
made  was  one  which  ought  to  receive 
a  favourable  reception  from  the  Irish 
Benches,  that  as  the  investigation  was 
tulptdiee  at  present,  it  would  be  better 
not  to  refer  to  any  detail  with  regard  to 
the  conduct  of  the  police  who  were  m- 
gaged  in  the  fearful  charge.  He  would 
not  do  so  at  this  particular  point.  He 
was  now  brought  to  the  telegram  from 
Captain  Flunkett,  which  had  given  rise 
to  so  much  comment  in  the  Press  and 
the  House  during  the  last  week, 
and  in  which  the  expression  occurred, 
"Shoot  them  down."  On  the  follow- 
ing morning  after  this  riot  took  place 
in  xoughal— 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
am  KHciy  to  intemipt  the  hon.  If  ember, 
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bat  he  13  now  clearly  out  of  Order.  He 
is  not  confining  himBelf  to  the  definite 
I    subject  which  has  been  brought  before 
I    the  House,  and  not  only  that,  but  he  is 
I    anticipating  a  Motion  which  has  been 
pat  down  upon  the  Paper  with  reference 
to  this  Tery  telegram  from  Oaptaiu 
Flankett. 

Mb.  lane  said,  that  he  had  not 
seen  it,  and,  as  he  was  not  aware  of 
it,  he  was  very  much  afraid  that  he 
must  out  his  obserTations  short;  for 
that  telegram  had  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  the  question  of  the  arrest  of  Father 
Keller  that  day,  and  if  he  was  precluded 
from  referring  to  that  telegram,  of  course 
he  should  not  do  so.  He  did  not  see  the 
Notice  of  Motion  to  which  Mr.  Speaker 
referred ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  that  Notice  of  Motion  must  have 
been  put  down  on  the  Paper  for  the 
▼er^r  same  motive  which  led  to  other 
NotioeB  bmng  put  upon  the  Paper  a 
few  weeks  ago — to  prevent  debates  on 
similarly  inconvenient  Bubjects  for  the 
Government  from  being  brought  on. 
I  His  belief  and  the  belief  of  his  Ool- 
leagues — and  they  were  entitled  to  say 
so  from  the  expression  of  opinion  which 
bad  appeared  in  the  Irish  Press  during 
the  past  week — and  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  whole  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  the  policy  indicated  by  the  arrest  of 
Father  Keller  was  deliberately  planned 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
jading  the  people  of  Ireland  into  ex* 
I  citement,  and  possibly  from  excitement 
to  the  ctnnmittal  of  outrage ;  because  if 
there  was  one  point  upon  which  the 
1  people  of  Ireland  were  more  susceptible 
than  another,  and  upon  wbich  the  Go- 
vemment  could  better  calculate  upon 
working  them  up  to  a  point  of  excite- 
ment, it  was  any  undue  interference 
whatsoever  with  the  priesthood  of  Ire- 
land, particularly  in  connection  with 
their  relations  as  priests  towards  their 
flocks.  They  were  very  much  afraid 
that  the  arrest  of  Father  Keller  was  only 
a  prelude  to  a  series  of  similar  arrests 
that  would  follow  of  the  priests  alt  over 
Ireland.  Ten,  twenty,  and  hundreds  of 
other  priests  would  be  ready  to-morrow 
to  .take  Father  Keller's  place.  The 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be 
ame  to  draw  the  line  at  parish  priests, 
because  the  respected  Btnnan  Catholic 
Bbhop  of  Oloyne  —  the  Most  Bev. 
Dr.  McCarthy— felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
in  moh  a  trying  criaiSf  to  write  a 


letter  to  the  Rev.  Father  Keller,  which 
had  received  widespread  publicity  alt 
over  Ireland,  and  was  read  by  every 
Bishop  and  priest  in  Ireland,  endorsing 
Father  Keller's  action  in  this  matter, 
and  telling  him  that  he  would  be  untrue 
to  the  best  and  noblest  traditions  of  the 
Irish  priesthood  if  he  did  not  act  as  he 
had  acted  in  refusing  to  obey  the  sum- 
mons he  had  received  to  proceed  to 
Dublin  to  disclose  the  confidential  secrets 
of  his  parishioners.  Every  Bishop  and 
Archbishop  in  Ireland  was  prepared  to 
adopt  the  same  course.  He  (Mr.  Lane) 
believed  thatifthe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
followed  up  his  policy— as  he  was  bound 
to  follow  It  up  if  he  was  going  to  be 
consistent  in  it— he  would  force  ever^ 
other  Bishop  in  Ireland  to  assume  the  atti- 
tude which  the  Most  Ber.  Br.  M'Oarthy, 
Bishop  of  Oloyne,  felt  it  his  duty  to  take 
up,  and  that  he  would  be  brought  face  to 
face  in  a  short  time,  not  alone  with  the 
phalanx  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party,  but  would  find  himself  and  his 
Government  opposed  by  the  solid  phalanx 
of  the  Bishops  and  priests  and  the  whole 
united  people  of  Ireland  in  direct,  vio- 
lent, and  active  opposition  to  the  poUoy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  LOOKWOOD  (York),  said,  that 
in  common  with  a  great  many  other  Eng- 
lish Members,  he  had  listened  with  con- 
nderable  pain  to  the  way  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ^Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  in 
that  practically  his  first  appearance  upon 
the  stage  in  the  capacity  which  he  was 
now  oimed  upon  to  perform,  had  spoken, 
and  felt  considerable  disappointment  at 
the  way  in  which  he  chose  to  deal  with  this 
question.  He  (Mr.  Lockwood)  took  it 
that  no  one  could  listen  to  the  statement 
that  was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Billon) 
without  feeling  very  considerable  in- 
terest in  the  observations  which  he  had 
made.  He  might  say  that  any  person 
who  was  familiar,  as  he  supposed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chief  Secre- 
tary) was  familiar,  with  the  law  of  this 
country,  knew  'perfectly  well  that  the 
powers  of  a  Court  which  enabled  Judges 
to  deal  with  persouB  in  contempt  were 
r^^rded  in  this  country  as  being  powers 
of  an  extraordinary  nature,  and  that  ikey 
were  used  only  under  circumstances  of 
an  extraordinary  character.  He  (Mr. 
Lockwood)  was  sure  that  ver^  few  men 
who  sat  above  him  on  that  side  of  the 
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House,  at  tbe  time  when  the  right  hon. 
QeDtleman  was  speahing,  were  prepared 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  made  the 
statement  which  he  had  made.  He 
expected  that  the  ri&^t  hon.  Gentleman 
would  liave  been  ab^  calmly,  as  befitted 
his  MghL  poiitionf  to  have  given  them  the 
facts  connected  with  the  arrest  of  the 
rev.  gentleman,  and  that  he  would  have 
shown  a  fitting  tone  of  respect  towards 
all  the  Members  of  that  House  whom  he 
might  address.  [*'  Oh,  oh !  "]  Surely 
they  were  entitled  to  an  explanation  of 
the  facts  without  a  show  of  temper, 
without  the  employment  of  unnecessary 
emphasis,  but  with  that  calm  dignity 
which  usually  characterised  statements 
to  this  House  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
no  matter  which  Party  occupied  it.  He 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  before  those 
Members  of  the  House,  who  like  him- 
self (Mr.  Lockwood)  could  not  claim  to 
be  intimately  acquainted  with  the  de- 
tails of  this  cas^  such  information  as 
would  justify  the  Goremment  in  the 
action  which  they  had  taken,  or  rather 
the  action  which  the  learned  Judge  had 
taken,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Keller.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  they  had  a  right 
to  expect  would  put  the  facts  before  the 
House — he  meant  the  facts  within  his 
knowledge — that  he  would  hare  shown 
that  the  learned  Judge  was  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  powers  that  he  had, 
and  also  in  accordance  with  the  law 
whi<^  he  had  to  administer.  But,  in- 
stead of  doing  that,  what  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  do  ?  Why,  in  the  &at 
place,  he  simply  indulged  in  a  tuquofw. 
Addressing  himself  to  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he, 
first  of  all,  endeaTOured  to  rid  himself  of 
a  chaige  which  apparently  stung  him  to 
the  quick — of  a  charge  that  went  right 
home  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and 
might,  perhaps,  to  some  extent  account 
for  the  want  of  respect  which  he  (Mr. 
Lockwood)  thought  they  were  entitled 
to.  and  with  which  he  addressed  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  this  Motion. 
The  charge  from  these  benches  the  Chief 
Secretary  felt  very  keenly.  He  knew 
where  the  shoe  pinched,  and  he  cried  out 
— but  having  indulged  in  that  display  of 
temper,  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentieman  went 
on  to  exouse  himself  from  the  charge  by 
sayings"  How  can  yoa  Uiy  this  to  my 
door,  when  you  are  just  as  bod  your- 
self ?  "  Was  that  fhe  mode  and  spirit 


in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  approach  the  discharge  of  the 
important  duties  which  he  had  accepted  ? 

ilir.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  I  never  said  that] 
f  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  wished  to 
interrupt  him,  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  as- 
sumed that  he  would,  as  was  jwoper, 
rise  from  his  place  and  do  bo.  He 
thought  it  would  be  within  the  reooUec* 
tion  of  the  House  that,  as  he  had  said, 
the  explanation  offered  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  simply  a  tu  qmqm,  and 
nothing  else.  Was  that  the  spirit  in 
which  to  approach  the  question  r&isedin 
that  important  debate  f  They  had  a 
right  to  expect  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
to  approacn  the  question  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent spirit.  It  was  not,  of  course,  lua 
(Mr.  Lookwood's)  duty,  as  a  young 
Member  of  this  House,  to  instruct  the 
right  hon.  (Gentieman  as  to  what  his  atti- 
tude should  be  in  the  matter.  [**  Hear, 
hear ! "]  Let  him,  however,  remind 
hon.  Gentiemen  opponte  who  cheered 
that  statement,  that  lie  was  perfectiy 
aware  of  his  inexperience,  and  the  great 
disadvantage  under  which  he  laboured 
in  consequence  of  that  inexperience; 
but  he  would,  nevertheless,  venture  upon 
this  remark — that  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  making  a  very  great  mistake  if  he 
approached  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in 
such  a  dictatorial  spirit  as  he  had  shown 
that  night.  They  had  heard  a  stoiy 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
the  Motion  which  certainly  led  them  to 
sympathize  with  him  and  those  who  sat 
around  him  in  the  account  which  he  gave 
of  this  matter ;  and,  as  he  had  already 
said,  they  had  bemi  supplied  with  no 
detailB  in  the  case— they  had  had  no 
confirmation  from  official  quarters  to  ex- 
plain away  the  story  told  b^  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  who  introduced 
this  subject,  and  those  who  sat  around 
him;  and,  therefore,  in  the  absence  of 
any  explanation  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench  to  account  for  the  use  of  these 
extraordinary  powers  on  this  occasion, 
if  the  hon.  Member  pressed  this  matter 
to  a  Division,  he  hoped  that  many  on 
that  Eido  'if  the  House  would  take  the 
earliest  <^portunil7  they  had  of  express- 
ing uaeir  strong  disapprobation  of  the 
line  of  argument  which  was  indicated 
by  the  Bpeeoh  of  t^  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Teiy  probaUr  the  arrest  of 
JXx,  Keller  was  oaziied  out  in  the  same 
spirit  that  hod  «hatftoterind  that 
speech. 
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Mk.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  seemed  to  treat 
the  arreet  of  this  pariah  priest  in  Ireland 
as  comparatiTely  a  trivial  affair — one 
certainly  not  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  any  hon.  Member  in  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  But  in  times 
gone  by,  they  knew  it  was  a  very  much 
more  frequent  practice  than  now  to 
move  adjournments,  in  order  to  bring 
befbre  the  attention  of  the  House  cases 
of  on  arbitrary  exereiee  (A  aathoritjr, 
or  oases  of  the  stretching  of  the  law. 
They  had  not  needed  lately— at  least, 
as  regarded  this  country — to  exercise 
the  right ;  but,  if  all  they  heard  was 
true,  it  was  probable  that,  within  a  very 
few  months,  it  might  be  absolutely  ne- 
ceesary  to  resort  to  the  practice  ae  often 
as  they  were  allowed,  in  the  interest  of 
the  much-oppressed  Sister  Island.  That 
arrest  of  a  parish  priest  seemed  to  him 
(Ifr.  Ficton)  very  much  like  the  first 
shot  of  a  battle.  The  first  shot  might 
be  regarded  as  a  trivial  affair ;  it  might 
not  do  mndi  damage,  but  it  was  the 
caning  of  a  dread  carnival,  and  he 
prayed  Heaven  the  analogy  might  not 
iw  followed  out  in  this  case.  In  eases 
of  the  kind  the  responsibility  often 
rested  on  two  sides.  Me  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  realize, 
more  than  he  seemed  to  do  from  his 
speech  that  evening,  the  very  grave  and 
heav^  responsibility  that  rested  upon 
him  in  justifying  a  course  of  action  like 
that  to  which  attention  had  been  called. 
Let  them  realize  what  the  relation  was 
between  this  priest  and  his  neighbours 
and  friends.  It  was  one  of  the  closest, 
most  intimate,  and  tendereet  relation- 
-  ships  that  could  arise  in  life.  When  a 
gentleman  in  tbis  extremely  confidential 

Sosition  was  called  upon  to  give  evi- 
ence  in  a  case  like  that  which  had 
arisen,  suspicion,  uneasiness,  anxiety, 
and  alarm  must  be  aroused  in  the  breasts 
of  hia  flock;  and  he  could  not  but  oallit  a 
most  impmdent  enterprise  to  demand  the 
evidence  of  a  priest  under  circumstances 
like  those.  Irish  Members  were  far  from 
being  alone  in  the  alarm  and  deep  in- 
dignation they  felt  on  this  subject,  and 
the  time  that  might  be  spent  in  discus- 
sing this  subject  would  not  be  altogether 
wasted.  The  people  of  Youghal  would 
feel  that  there  was  sympathy  for  them ; 
they  would  feel  that  they  were  not 
left  to  "the  vild  jnstioo  <a  revenge;" 
•ad,  probaUy,  th«  ei^nnion  of  sym- 


pathy with  them  might  lead  them  to 
persevere,  as  he  hoped  they  would  perse- 
vere, in  carrying  on  a  peaceful  and  Oon- 
stitutional  agitation,  and  in  refraining 
from  any  measure  that  would  be  likely 
again  to  disturb  the  public  peace. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
me  aspect  of  the  question  which  was 
most  fitted  to  arrest  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country  was  this— 
tiiftt  it  was  a  u^nal  illustraticm  of  the 
gross  misuse  which  was  made  by  the 
Administration  of  the  powers  of  the 
Executive  in  Ireland.   The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  assumed  an  air  of  indignant 
remonstrance  which  was  not  at  all  jus- 
tified by  the  circumstances.   The  lan- 
guage of  which  he  complained  was  not 
nearly  so  strong  as  had  been  used  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  90  years 
ago.   For  instance,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman need  only  refer  to  the  debates  of 
1798,  and  the  charges  that  were  made 
against  Pitt  and  Castlereaeh.   The  fact 
was  that  a  very  strong  feding  of  suspi- 
cion had  been  aroused  in  the  minds  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
with  regard  to  that  which  &ey  thought 
was  not  alto^ther  foreign  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Haiesty*B  C^ovemment.  The 
action  of  me  Executive  in  Ireland 
showed  their  inconsistency ;  for  while 
the  Government  adopted  one  line  of 
conduct  with  respect  to  a  certain  per- 
son, they  adopted  a  totally  different  line 
of  conduct  with  respect  to  another  person 
under  perfectly  similar  circumstances. 
The  Court  of  Bankruptcy  was  within  its 
right  in  directing  a  warrant  for  the  ar- 
rest of  a  |iriest,  or  anybody  else,  who  did 
not  obey  its  oilers ;  but  what  was  true 
of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  was  also 
true  of  other  Courts — it  was  also  true 
of  the  Coroner's  Court ;  whereas,  when 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  issued  the 
warrant  to  arrest  the  priest,  a  man  of 
the  highest  character,  the  Executive  en- 
forced it  with  all  the  powers  that  might 
be  necessary.   But  when  the  Coroner's 
Court  issued  a  similar  warrant  of  arrest, 
the  Executive,  instead  of  carrying  it  out 
and  enforcing  it,  and  bringing  into  cus- 
tody the  man  against  whom  it  was 
issued,  so  far  from  doing  that,  they 
shielded,  and  were  shielding  at  that 
moment,  the  man  against  whom  the 
Oonmer'B  warrant  was  issued  on  the 
gxoonds  of  cnntempt,  and  he  waa  a 
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man  who  was  regarded  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other  as  a  murderer. 
That  iUuBtrated,  in  a  very  Bignal  way, 
the  two-handed  style  of  admioistration 
which  existed  in  Ireland.  But  what- 
ever mieht  be  the  result  of  that  first 
shot  in  tae  battle-field,  he  trnsted  that 
Father  Keller  and  those  with  whom 
he  was  acting  would  stand  firm — that 
not  only  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  that  House,  but 
the  pe(^l6  at  home  would  stand  firm, 
and  that  whaterw  diiiastera  might  be 
enclosed  ia  the  etruggle  whioh  now  ap- 
peared to  be  so  close  upon  them,  at  any 
rate  l^ey  should  be  able  to  weather 
that,  and  go  through  it  ae  they  had 
gone  through  others  of  the  same  nature 
before,  and  be  had  little  doubt  as  to 
what  the  issue  of  the  conflict  would  be. 

Ub.  HOOFEB  (Cork,  S.E.)  said,  that 
as  one  acquainted  personally  with  the 
rev.  gentleman  whose  arrest  formed  the 
subject  of  that  debate,  he  wished  to 
trouble  the  House  with  a  few  words  re- 
garding his  character,  and  his  character 
was  an  important  factor  in  judging  of 
the  wisdom— not  to  attribute  any  other 
motive — of  the  action  of  the  Executive 
in  Ireland.  Father  Keller  was  known 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  Insh. 
Oathuio  Ohnroh  as  a  man  not  alone 
of  what  might  be  called  great  mental 
stature,  but  of  great  wisdom,  prudence, 
and  calmness ;  and  if  he  (Mr.  Hooper) 
was  disposed  to  enter  into  details,  which 
be  was  not,  he  might  show  that,  within 
a  very  recent  period,  he  displayed  the 
greatest  courage  in  the  face  of  circum- 
etances  that  might  have  exposed  him 
to  public  odium,  in  correcting  what  he 
honestly  thought  were  the  political  ex- 
travagances  of  a  brother  clergyman. 
Father  Keller's  action  in  that  respect 
showed  the  strong  conviction  which  must 
have  guided  him  when  he  took  his  stand 
and  refused  to  act  on  this  summons  of 
the  Court.  He  (l£r.  Hooper)  took  it 
that  this  was  an  attempt  not  only  to  in- 
timidate  him  from  further  action  in  re- 
ference to  this  estate,  but  an  attempt  to 
intimidate  and  degrade  the  character  of 
the  Irish  primts  generally.  If  the  only 
object  of  summoning  Father  Keller  to 
Dublin  was  to  obtain  information,  it 
oould  have  been  obtained  much  more 
easily  from  tenants  on  the  estate.  For 
Father  Keller  was  not  a  tenant  on  the 
estate,  and  had  paid  do  money  under 
thePlanofOampaign.  There  were^how- 
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ever,  400  tenants  who  had  paid  money 
under  it,  each  of  whom  could  have  been 
brought  up  at  Dublin,  to  say  whom  he 
had  paid  it  to,  tind  whither  it  had  gone. 
Why  did  not  the  Executive  summon 
from  among  these  some  weak,  illiterate, 
men,  who  might  be  terrorized  by  legal 
forms,  rather  than  the  parish  prieet  of 
Youghal  ?   He  used  the  word  "  Ex  ecu- 
tive,*'  because  they  knew  that  the  solici- 
tors of  the  estate  were  anxious  to  with- 
^aw  from  any  proceedings  urainst 
Father  Keller ;  th«i  he  should  luce  to 
know  on  whose  reaponubility  another 
warrant  against  this  clergyman  waa 
issued  ?  He  regarded  the  exhibition  of 
temper  that  evening  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  as  fortunate ;  and,  if  only 
on  that  account,  they  might  congratulate 
themselves  on  the  raising  of  that  debate. 
English  Members  would  now  see  the 
temper  which  governed  Irish  offldals. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  the  arrest  of 
an  Irish  priest  ?   It  meant  that  every 
Irish  pastor  would  place  himself  in  ex- 
actly tne  same  position  as  Father  Keller ; 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  thought  he  was  goiug  to 
terrorize  congregations  by  attempting 
to  deprive  them  of  the  advice  ana 
courage  of  their  pastors,  bv  arreeting 
these,  he  wonld  be  completely  misteken. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  must 
fe<d  in  his  heart  that  be  had  made  a 
fatal  mistake ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hooper) 
invited  the  House  to  watch  if,  when  he 
had  occasion  to  make  another  statement, 
he  would  not,  in  the  meantime,  have 
accustomed  himself  to  better  Parliamen- 
tary manners.    What  he  complained  of 
was  that  the  Chief  Secretary  had  not 
only  shielded  the  police,  but  had  en- 
couraged them  to  rarUier  irregularities 
of  a  most  dangerous  kind.    He  had  met 
the  Queetions  put  on  the  Paper  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  police 
at  Youghal  by  the  most  deliberate 
evasion  and  deu^.  The  police  had  bera 
allowed  to  flout  the  authority  of  the 
Coroner's  Court,  which  was  one  of  the 
most  undent  Oonrts  in  Ireland,  and  oae 
in  which  the  people  had  confidence. 
What  would  be  the  construction  placed 
on  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman's  action  by 
thelrishOonstabulaty  7  Would  it  not  be 
that,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  shielded  their  irregularities,  they 
might  do  anything,  as  they  were  sure  to 
be  shielded  afterwards  ?  He  desired  to 
know  if  the  right  boa.  Gentlanuui  had 
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ordered  the  Inspector  to  call  in  the  co- 
operation of  the  local  magistrates  in 
future.  Let  him  remember  that  this 
was  not  Belfast,  where  he  (Mr.  Hooper) 
could  have  understood  such  an  order  as 
that  telegraphed  by  Captain  Plunkett 
to  the  County  Inspector  at  Youghal 
being  issoed  in  view  of  possible  out- 
breaks of  a  bloody  character  breaking 
out  at  any  moment.  But  Youghal  was 
a  most  law-abiding  place — [^Laughter'] 
—  and  there  the  local  magistrates 
should  not  be  ignored.  He  oballen^ed 
hon.  GtonUemen  to  contradict  him. 
Youglud  was  one  of  the  most  peaceable 
places  in  Ireland.  He  behoTed  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  G«ntleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  had  some  know- 
ledge of  the  fact,  for  it  was  near  a  place 
which  that  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
mad  once  represented  as  a  Home  Buler. 
He  (Mr.  Hooper)  believed  that  if  the 
local  magistrates  had  been  present  this 
unfortunate  man  would  not  have  lost  his 
life.  Under  all  the  circumstancesi  they 
were  entitled  to  say  that  this  unhappy 
determination  to  bring  the  people  and 
the  police  into  conflict  sjmchronized  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  entry  into 
Office,  and  they  would  not  retract  that 
diar^  until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
convinced  them  that  they  were  wrong. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  looked  upon  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
which  he  had  listened  to  with  an 
amount  of  pain  and  regret  he  could  not 
express,  as  the  beginning  of  a  new  policy 
which  they  had  heard  of  under  the  name 
of  firm  government,  but  which  bade  ill 
both  to  that  country  and  to  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks 
made  them  feel  what  a  loss  the  House 
and  the  Government  had  sustained 
through  the  retirement  of  his  right  hon. 
OoUeague  the  Member  for  West  Bristol 
^Sir  lliohael  Hicks-Beach),  who,  even 
m  carrying  out  a  policy  of  which  many 
of  them  did  not  approve,  had  aliiray%  by 
his  behaviour  and  temper,  secured  the 
respect  of  all  those  who  differed  from 
him,  as  well  as  of  those  who  agreed 
with  bim.  When  life  had  been  lost,  and 
human  souls  sent  into  eternity,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
spoken  in  a  flippant  and  unfeeling 
manner,  which,  if  persisted  in,  must  ulti- 
mately tend  to  brmg  the  Ezeoutive  in 


Ireland  into  great  contempt.  He  hoped 
that,  in  future,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  endeavour  to  apply  his  mind 
to  the  problem  placed  before  him,  with 
a  desire  rather  to  grapple  with  the  argu- 
ments and  facts  that  were  addressed  to 
him,  than  attempt  to  excite  the  feelings 
of  the  House  in  the  manner  he  had  done 
that  night.  He  was  afraid  that  that 
was  the  beginning  of  a  new  policy  which 
would  work  iU  for  them  alt.  While  it 
was  necessary  that  the  law  should  be 
administered,  it  was  far  more  necessaiy 
that  it  should  be  just.  He  therefore 
invited  the  Government  to  see  that  the 
law  was  not  only  firmly  but  justly  admi* 
nistered,  and  administered  with  due  re- 
spect to  the  age  in  which  we  lived,  and  the 
spirit  of  humanity  with  which  we  ought 
to  be  governed. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  intended  to  support  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  if 
he  went  to  a  Division,  simply  from  what 
had  passed  before  his  own  observation 
that  night  as  to  the  style  and  attitude  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  He  must  say  he 
had  been  extremely  disappointed  in  ob- 
serving the  style  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  night.  As  a  Scottish  Mem- 
ber he  felt  considerable  pride  and  satis- 
faction in  noticing  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  been  promoted  oy 
his  noble  Belative  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  what  he  (Mr.  Wallace) 
might  call  the  box  of  the  Irish  chariot, 
and  to  hold  the  reins  on  that  very  diffi- 
cult pinnacle ;  but  from  what  he  had  seen 
seen  that  night,  it  was  probably  one  of 
the  most  hazardous  experiments  in  cha- 
rioteering which  had  been  made  since 
Father  Fhoabns  entrusted  Fhaethon 
with  the  temporary  driving  of  the  solar 
tandem. 

Me.  FINOH-HATTON:  I  rise  to 
Order.    [Criea  0/*'  Sit  down  !  "] 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  ventured  to 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  un- 
less he  altered  lus  s^le,  it  was  very  pro- 
bable that  he  might  eonte  to  considerable 
sorrow.  The  v^ole  style  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  reply  was  not  in  any 
way  argumentative,  but  seemed  to  him 
to  be  simply  declamatory  denial.  It  re- 
minded him  very  much  of  the  position 
of  the  advocate  who  was  recommended 
by  his  client  to  act  on  the  principle  of 
* '  no  case,  abuse  the  plaintiff^  attorney." 
He  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  had  sufficient  ex- 
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perience  of  Tarioos  sides  of  human  life 
to  know  that,  vhen  ttiat  style  was  in- 
dulged in,  there  was  very  little  real 
defence  to  be  offered.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  a 
case  upon  which  he  could  rely,  amply 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  demean- 
our ;  not  from  what  he  had  said,  but 
from  what  he  had  not  said.  It  was 
evident  that  the  case  was  altogether  in- 
defensible. For  his  own  part,  therefore, 
he  had  no  hesitation  whatever  in  giving 
his  humble  support  to  the  case  mane  out 
and  the  Motion  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo. 

Ma.  LABOtrCHERE  (Northampton) 
■fud,  that  certainly  the  tone  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uhief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
was  mcwt  deplorable.  Certain  specific 
ohorges  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Mo^Mir  for  East  Hayo  (Mr,  Dillon). 
He  meant  his  hon.  Friend  ;  he  was  only 
anticipating  what  was  to  come.  Those 
statements  of  his  hon.  Friend  went  to 
show  that  the  police  had  acted  most  in- 
humanljr  and  most  improperly.  His 
boo.  Friend  had  brought  before  the 
House  a  specific  charge  that  when  there 
was  a  magistrate  in  the  town  those 
police  were  emjployed  against  the  desire 
uid  the  wish  of  that  magistrate ;  to  that 
charge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohifa  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  did  not  con- 
descend to  ofi'er  any  reply.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
pointed  out  that  when  the  mob  were 
broken,  and  were  running  away,  a  par- 
ticular policeman  ran  his  bayonet  through 
the  back  of  an  unfortunate  man  with 
sudi  force  that  had  it  not  broken  one  of 
the  bones  inside  would  have  come  out  on 
the  other  side.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  to  that  ?  The  right 
hoD.Gentlemanrodeoffon  a  general  pro- 
test against  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  daring  him  to  say  that  the  entire 
body  of  policemen  in  Ireland  were  in- 
human.  What  answer  had  they  to  that 

E* "  3  charge  of  inhumanity  ?  If  these 
which  had  happened  at  Youghal 
Lpj>ened  in  France,  if  they  had  oc- 
curred m  Poland,  if  these  events  had 
been  stated  in  English  newspapers,  they 
would  at  once  have  been  dealt  with  as 
instances  of  gross  and  needless  acts  of 
inhumani^  on  the  part  of  an  armed 
force  a^iamst  s  defencdess  mob.  His 
hon.  Fnend  had  complained  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretaiy  for 


Ireland  that  the  Govemment  were  seek- 
ing to  goad  the  people  into  resistance 
in  order  to  justify  a  new  Coercion  Act. 
To  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied 
that  so  monstrous  a  charge  was  never 
before  made  against  a  Government 
Surely,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  last  person  to  object  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Opposition  Gangway  hav- 
ing specific  views  and  "philosophical 
doubts  "  upon  that  point.  The  Lsader 
of  what  was  called  the  Fourth  Party,  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  a  Memlwr  at  the  time,  had  made  as 
strong  charges  against  the  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) as  were  now  directed  1^  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  against  the  pre- 
sent Government.  For  Ids  own  part,  he 
shared  the  belief  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  that  the  Govern- 
ment wero  goading  the  Irish  people.  They 
were  as  weak  men  drying  to  be  strong 
men,  who  were  endeavouring  to  bring 
their  courage  up  to  the  point  of  intoo- 
ducing  a  strong  Coercion  Bill.  The  Gb- 
vemment  wanted  a  justification  and  an 
excuse  for  it.  The  Government  has  cer- 
tainly acted  in  Ireland  in  a  way  that 
was  enough  to  make  any  people  in  the 
world  resist.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere),  for 
one,  held  that  the  people  had  a  perfect 
right  to  resist.  He  honoured  them  for 
having  resisted,  and  he  trusted  that 
whenever  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  let 
loose  his  myrmidon  police,  without  even 
consulting  the  mi^strate,  t)w  peo^e 
would  resist  again.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  would  not  have  done  his  duty 
if  he  had  not  brought  this  Motion  before 
Parliament.  So  much  for  the  particular 
case  of  this  priest ;  but  what  about  the 
death  which  had  occurred  in  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  called  maintain- 
ing law  and  order  in  Ireland  ?  When- 
ever a  death  occurred  on  account  of  the 
action  of  the  military  in  Ireland  or  in 
any  other  part  of  the  Kingdom,  he 
trusted  that  some  hon.  Member  repre- 
senting the  portion  of  the  counby  in 
which  the  death  took  place  would  bring 
the  matter  before  Parliament.  If  sucn 
a  fatal  occurrence  had  happened  in  any 
EngHsh  town  from  the  action  of  the 
IK>lioe,  depend  upon  it  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  that  town  would  at  once  have 
brought  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gratleman  the  Ohief  Secretaiy  and  tha 
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QoTernment  must  olearly  underBtand 
that  if  they  had  adopted  this  ooorae  in 
Ireland,  the  Home  Bule  Members— as 
long  as  they  had  breath  and  as  long  as 
they  had  the  right  —  would  protest 
against  the  oonduot  of  the  Qovemment 
in  season  and  out  of  season  in  that 
House. 

Hb.  T.  F.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  ridicule  the  pretence  put 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Qhiaf  Seoietary  for  Ireland  (Hr. 
A.  J.  Balfour) — namely,  that  tibie  police 
-were  pat  in  danger  of  their  lives.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  sfud  that  20 
ont  of  23  policemen  were  injured.  What 
were  the  facts?  An  inquest  was  pro- 
ceeding before  the  Ooroner  upon  the 
body  of  the  unfortunate  man  who  had 
been  killed,  and  at  that  inquest  several 
constables  were  examined.  For  a  couple 
of  days  those  constables  gave  their  eri- 
dence  freely ;  since  then  a  change  had 
tekea.  place- their  mouths  haa  been 
flhat.  But  while  they  were  free  to  speak, 
what  eridenoe  did  they  give  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  resistance  which  the  Grown 
offned  ?  One  o<HistaMe  named  Dowses 
dedared  that  the  orowd  that  met  the 
party  of  28  eztet  policemen  at  the  rail- 
way station,  numbered  only  30  nnarmed 
peracnu.  There  were  23  constables 
annedwith  rifles  encountering  30  per- 
sons nnarmed  and  making  up  the  crowd, 
some  being  women  and  some  children 
that  offerM  resistance  to  those  armed 
police.  Could  anything  be  more  mon- 
strous ?  When  the  police  marched  up 
the  town — said  one  of  the  constables — 
there  was  no  resistance  offered  to  the 
police  at  all ;  a  band  was  simply  playing, 
and  the  police  followed  the  band.  An- 
other of  the  constables  examined  at  the 
inquest,  HeadOonetable  Higgins,  swore 
that  during  their  passage  through  half 
the  town  the  policemen  remained  unmo- 
lested ;  thOT  were  simply  marching  at 
the  rear  of  tiw  band,  and  he  saw  the 
force  of  polioe  marching  with  fixed 
bayonets;  the  band  was  playing,  and 
there  was  no  disturbance  at  the  time, 
except  cheering  and  shouting.  That 
was  the  raowd  upon  which  the  police 
made  this  murderous  outrage.  It  was 
while  the  crowd  was  flying  and  while 
they  had  their  backs  turned  that  the 
polioe  directed  against  those  who  were 
in  it  fixed  bayonets,  and  the  man  who 
pwished  was  hilled  by  a  policeman 
xnshing  and  lunging  upon  him  with  one 


of  these  deadly  weapons.  At  the  in* 
quest  were  two  persons  who  saw  this 
murder  committed,  and  according  to  their 
evidence  the  policeman,  having  killed 
that  man,  chased  another  who  had  run 
into  a  doorway,  and  there  endeavoured 
to  stab  him  too  with  the  bayonet.  That 
policeman  seemed  e^^  to  hang  another 
scalp  to  his  g^le  in  order  to  win  the 
approbation  of  the  Irish  Office.  What 
had  all  this  bloody  work  been  about  ? 
It  had  simply  been  about  the  exeoutioii 
of  a  warrant.  The  whole  forces  of  the 
Crown  had  forsooth  been  put  into  opera- 
tion todrive  the  peopleinto  adisturbance, 
and  as  it  proved,  even  to  day,  just  in 
order  to  execute  a  warrant  for  contempt 
of  Court.  The  evidence  of  the  police- 
men given  at  the  inquest  was  a  little  too 
damning  for  the  case  of  the  Government, 
and  they  were  ordered  to  shut  their 
mouths  and  refuse  to  give  any  more  evi- 
dence. After  that  though,  one  policeman 
after  another  was  called  and  asked  the 
question  Did  he  see  anybody  stab  any- 
bo^  on  that  night  ?  "  yet  ia  each  case 
there  was  a  renisal  to  answer.  Such 
was  the  conduct  of  officers  who  were  the 
boasted  guardians  of  the  law,  whose  pro- 
fession was  the  disoovery  of  crime! 
They  declined  to  answer  the  question 
because,  as  distinctly  admitted  in  one 
instance,  they  feared  to  criminate  tiiem- 
selves.  Here  was  contempt  of  Court 
surely  similar  to  that  on  the  part  of 
Father  £eller.  Father  £eller  refused 
to  give  evidecce  in  one  Court  against  his 
flodi: — that  was  contempt  of  Court.  In 
the  Coroner's  Court  there  was  a  police- 
man who  refused  to  give  evidence,  and 
the  Ooroner  issued  his  warrant  for  the 
committal  of  the  constable.  The  war- 
rant was  handed  to  a  police  officer,  who 
on  seeing  that  it  was  against  a  fellow- 
constable  instead  of  executing  it  put  it 
into  his  pocket.  Here  were  the  two 
pictures— let  hon.  Members  look  upon 
one  and  then  npon  the  other.  In  the 
one  case  an.  armed  force  was  employed 
against  an  unarmed,  inoffenuve  crow^ 
scarcely  larger  than  itself;  in  the  other, 
the  pouceman  puts  the  warrant  quietly 
into  bis  pocket.  That  was  a  state  of 
things  without  a  parallel  in  the  histoiy 
of  the  world,  and  in  calling  attention  to 
it  his  hon.  ^end  was  fully  justified.  It 
was  the  duty  of  every  Englishman  who 
had  any  respect  for  the  law  of  England, 
or  any  desire  to  see  it  respected  by 
others— in  Ireland  or  anywhere  else— to 
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support  bis  hoD.  Friend  to  the  utmost  in 
making  this  protest  against  the  infamous 
and  disgraoeiul  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  Oorernment. 

Mb.  JACX)B  BBIOHT  (Uanohester, 
B.WO  said,  my  object  in  rising  is  to  ask 
whether  we  are  likely  to  get  any  reply 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  to  the  state- 
ments which  we  hare  heard  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill.) 
We  have  had  one  speech  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  already.  But  we  have  two 
Law  0£Qcers  of  the  Grown  on  the  Troa- 
Bvay  Bench  who  know  something  about 
Ireland,  and  should  be  able  to  tell  us 
whether  what  we  have  heard  is  true.  If 
the  speech  of  the  hon .  Member  for  Louth, 
who  spoke  last,  has  any  truth  in  it, 
if  one  naif  the  things  he  has  uttered  are 
true,  it  does  strike  me  as  something 
extraordinary  that  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  should  maintain  adumb  silence 
and  make  no  reply  whatever  to  what  has 
been  uttered.  I  should  like  to  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Clentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith). 
I  should  like  to  state  to  him  thst  unless 
some  notice  is  taken  of  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  G-overnment,  it  will  be  the  first 
time  in  this  House  that  in  such  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  the  Oovemment 
of  the  Queen  have  maintained  silence. 
Is  it  true,  or  is  it  not  .true,  that  the  police 
were  aa  numerous  as  the  people  they 
were  dispersing  ?  Is  it  true  that  a  police- 
man killed  an  Irishman  who  was  running 
away  from  him ;  that  he  stabbed  him  in 
the  back  ?  Is  it  true  that  when  he  had 
done  so  he  sought  to  do  the  same  to  an- 
other man  f  Are  these  things  true  or 
not?  I  appeal  to  Uierighthon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury  that 
some  Irishman  on  that  Bench,  some  inan 
who  knows  Ireland,  may  give  an  answer 
to  these  extraordinary  charges. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  cannot  but  express 
surprise  at  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down.  I  have 
already  stated  in  this  House  that  the 
charges  made  are  now  the  subject  of 
judicial  investigation.  Inquiry  is  being 
made  into  the  truth  of  the  all^^tions. 
There  is  a  Ooroner'a  Inquixy  going  for- 
ward at  this  moment  for  the  pui^oBe  of 
ascertfuniug  whether  these  things  are 
true  or  not. 

Jfr.  T.  F.  Qiii 


Me.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  The  police  will  not  give  evi- 
dence. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  these  intermptiona 
should  take  place.  It  is  alle^fed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  police  will  not 

g've  evidence;  but  I  would  ash  the 
ouse,  and  even  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway,  whether  it  would  be  right 
for  the  Government  to  make  any  state- 
ment on  facts  which  are  in  dispute  as  to 
circumstances  that  were  unknown  to 
them,  and  which  might  inculpate  or 
tend  to  exculpate  persons  who  are 
before  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  whose 
conduct,  if  they  have  done  wrong,  will 
have  to  be  answered  for  to  a  jury.  Re- 
marks have  been  made  as  to  the  conduct 
of  my  right  hoo.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ( Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  I  protest  against  the  tenour 
of  those  remarks.  The  utmost  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  stated  is  this,  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that 
the  law  is  carried  out.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever  as  to  that,  whatever  the 
law  may  be.  So  long  as  the  law  re- 
mains the  law  of  the  land  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  support  and  to 
give  assistance  to  those  charged  with 
carrying  it  out,  and  in  the  way  declared 
by  the  Judges  of  the  land  to  be  legal. 
The  question  as  to  what  the  law  shall 
be  is  a  question  for  Parliament,  but 
there  is  no  question  to  my  mind,  tind  I 
think  there  is  none  in  that  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  the  Fxecutive  Govem- 
ment  is  bound  to  sustain  the  judgments, 
orders,  and  directions  of  the  Courts  of 
Law.  That  is  the  sole  and  entire  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government  at  the  prescoit 
moment,  and  we  decline  to  enter  farther 
into  a  question  which  we  are  not  justi- 
fied in  judging,  and  on  whioh  we  have 
only  partial  information. 

Mb.  chance  (EUkenny,  S.)  said, 
there  were  circumstances  connected  with 
this  case  into  which  it  behoved  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  inquire  before 
they  took  the  steps  they  had  taken.  No 
case  whatever  had  been  made  out  to 
show  that  Father  Keller  was  a  neces- 
sary or  material  witness  to  attend  at 
the  Bankruptcy  Court.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  was  no  less  than  400  tenants 
on  the  Ponsonby  estate,  each  of  whom 
had  been  cognizant  of  the  droimutanoes 
whioh  led  to  the  adoption  of  the  PIah4A 
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Oampaign,  and  eacb  of  whom  could  have 
given  erideiice;  and,  under  bucH  cir- 
cumstanceB,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
extraordinaij  thing  that  Father  Keller 
could  know  anything  except  as  pastor 
of  his  people.  He  was  a  man  of  great 
prudence  and  moderation,  and  exercised 
l^reat  infiu^ce  with  the  people,  always 
in  favour  of  order,  peaee,  and  tran- 
qnilhty.  It  was  desired  to  weaken  and 
undermine  his  influence ;  it  was  desired 
that  these  people  shonld  be  handed  over 
without  assistance  to  the  forces  of  the 
Crown,  and  their  leaders  taken  from 
them.  If  the  summons  served  on  Father 
Keller  had  been  obeyed,  his  influence 
would  have  been  seriously  weakened, 
and  the  bailiffs  and  spies  of  the  land- 
lords, and  the  Landlords'  Association 
would  have  gone  round  the  estate,  tell- 
ing the  tenants  that  Father  Keller  had 
abandoned  and  betrayed  them.  The 
warrant,  in  connection  with  which  a 
man  had  been  killed,  was  so  irr^;ular 
that  it  had  since  been  withdrawn  and 
abandoned.  The  Government  sent  a 
force  of  25  polioe  to  enforce  thia  war* 
rant.  This  force  met  an  unarmed  crowd 
of  30  people,  among  whom  were  many 
women  and  children,  and,  without  any 
consultation  with  the  magistrates,  with- 
out any  attempt  to  read  the  Biot  Act, 
and  before  a  single  stone  was  Uirown, 
chaiged  the  people  and  did  one  man  to 
death.  The  Qovemment  had  admitted 
that  the  circumstances  which  led  to  this 
was  an  unjust  rent.  Their  Commission, 
by  their  report,  had  admitted  that,  and 
tuBy  were  desirous  of  maintaining  law 
and  order.  They  shoald  maintain  it  in 
•11  cases,  and  not  in  one.  The  Oovem- 
ment  had  taken  no  steps  to  bring  the 
murderer  to  justice,  and  the  only  condu- 
aion  they  could  draw  hom  that  was,  that 
there  was  one  law  JEor  the  people  and 
another  for  the  landlords.  The  Govern- 
ment allowed  their  officers  to  deliber- 
ately impede  the  Coroner's  Inquiry,  and 
make  it  fruitless.  They  all  knew  that 
was  done  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
case  for  a  Coercion  Act,  and  no  excuse 
was  needed  for  bringing  the  matter  be- 
fore the  House.  It  was  their  duty  to 
warn  the  country  of  the  battle  in  which 
the  Qovemment  now  deliberately  en- 
gaged, and  the  guilt  and  shame  of 
vhich  would  rest  altogether  ou  the 
Government. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELU8  (Nottingham, 
Boshcliffe)  said,  it  was  not  Us  intention 


to  engage  the  attention  of  the  House 
long,  but  he  felt  bound,  in  reference  to 
this  grave  matter,  speaking,  as  he  knew 
he  did,  on  behalf  of  his  constituents,  to 
join  his  protest  to  that  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Lookwood)  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  OppositiDn  side  of  the 
House,  against  the  tone  which  was  dis- 
played by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  He  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  mended  the 
matter  by  what  he  said,  for  he  made 
no  attempt  to  reply  to  the  argument  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  The  Coroner  who 
was  conducting  the  inquiry  now  pro- 
ceeding, had  made  a  very  grave  charge 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
That  gentleman  had  declared  that  he 
had  received  no  assistance  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  inquiry 
which  he  was  conducting.  He  (Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis)  gathered  from  &o  la^fuage  of 
the  nght  hon.  G^entleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  entirely  ignorant  that  such  a 
charge  had  been  made.  It  was  not  to 
be  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  should  be 
acquainted  with  all  that  was  taking 
place  at  Youghal;  bnt  it  was  part  of 
their  case  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
manifested  the  utmost  ignorance  of 
what  is  taking  place  in  that  town  at 
the  present  moment.  He  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis)  and  others  wanted  to  know  why 
the  orders  with  regard  to  Father  Keller 
were  being  enforced  with  euoh  alacrity, 
when  no  assistance  whatever  was  ren- 
dered to  the  Coroner  in  the  inquiry  he 
was  holding.  It  was  undeniable  that 
the  siipiificanoe  of  the  events  of  the  last 
few  days,  in  relation  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, could  hardly  be  exaggerated,  and 
therefore  he  ventured  to  say  that  unless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  treated  these  events  with 
a  little  less  levity,  and  answered  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  with  a  little  more 
respect,  something  serious  would  before 
long  occur  in  that  country.  He  thought 
that  what  had  taken  place  amply  justified 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  in  bring- 
ing these  matters  before  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nortluunpton  (Mr.  Labon- 
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ohere),  that  vhenerer  anything  of  this 
kind  occurred  in  Ireland,  or  in  any  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  some  one  connected  with  the 
oonstituenoy  woold  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  bring  it  before  the  House,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  If  ayo  had  done.  To  do 
BO  would  be  to  follow  the  best  traditions 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  himself 
interrened  in  the  discassion  on  behalf 
of  his  conatitaents,  and  with  their  full 
sanetion,  and  tiiey  were  determined  that 
eveiy  case  of  gtierance  in  administering 
the  Uw  should  be  probed  to  the  utmost. 
Whenever  Irish  Ifembers  thought  fit  to 
bring  before  the  House,  in  their  Bepre- 
sentatiTe  capacity,  anything  of  which 
they  thought  the  House  should  take 
cognizance,  they  would  have  his  most 
earnest  sympathy. 

Me.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  also  felt  bound  to  com- 
plain of  the  levity  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in  decuing  with 
this  matter,  and  the  general  want  of  re- 
shown  by  the  Government  and 
Heproaentatives,  to  the  House  in 
these  proceedings.  He  would  ask  the 
light  hon.  Gtontwman  the  Leader  of  the 
^use  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)— who  had 
said  that  nothing  could  be  done  to-night 
because  there  was  a  judicial  investiga- 
tion going  on — whether  he  would,  first 
of  all,  direct  his  menials  and  agents  in 
Ireland  to  cease  putting  obstruction  in 
the  way  of  the  Coroner  in  the  course  of 
his  inquiry  ?  It  was  practically  impos- 
sible, owing  to  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment officials,  for  the  Coroner  to  get 
any  evidence  as  to  why  the  poor  fellow, 
Hanlon,  was  brutallymurdered,  as  they 
contended  he  was.  He  would  also  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 

five  an  asanrance  that  the  House  would 
ave  an  opportunity  of  discussion  on 
some  future  occasion  when  the  inquiry 
was  over?  The  right  hon.  GentMman 
the  Chief  Secretaty  had  told  them  that 
he  had  authentic  information^  which 
contradicted  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Coroner.  They  had  a  right  to  ask 
where  he  got  his  information ;  and,  un- 
less he  gave  his  authoriiy,  they  had  a 
right  to  consider  the  evidence  before  the 
Coroner  as  more  trustworthy  than  that 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied. 
He  regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chief  Secretary  had  used 
such  language  as  that  something  worse 
than  batons  would  be  used.  Whether 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intei^ed  it  or 
not,  he  believed  that  here  tbey  had  the 
direct  consequences  of  such  reckless  lan- 
guage. If  the  right  hon.  Gentlenuui 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  did  not  mend 
his  ways,  and  treat  the  House  with 
more  respect,  and  if  he  did  not  show  a 
little  less  levity  in  his  method  of  dealhig 
with  these  matters,  he  would  be  as  re- 
sponsible as  the  late  Ohi«F  Secretaiy 
must  be  held  to  be  fin  tiie  ooiueqnences 
of  such  utterances.  The  prooeedingB  of 
the  Government  in  Ireland  were  most 
arbitrary  and  dempotio,  and  before  thfff 
talked  of  Irish  Bepresentatives  leading 
the  people  of  Ireland  into  illegal  courses, 
they  should  set  an  exam^ile  of  Ic^  and 
law-abiding  behaviour  in  the  admini- 
stration of  the  law. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.)  said, 
he  was  desirous  of  calling  the  attentioQ 
of  the  House  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secreta^  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  the  fact  that  then 
seemed  to  be  no  necessity  for  the  oollee- 
tion  of  a  Police  Force  at  Yonghal,  that 
the  telegraphingfor  extra  men  was  a  mis- 
take, and  the  death  of  Hanlon  following 
from  that  mistake  was  directly  attribut- 
able to  whoever  committed  Uut  error. 
Where  had  they  been  drafted  £rom,  and 
what  was  the  character  of  these  men 
who  were  to  give  the  people  of  Youghal 
something  more  than  batons?  There 
were  hundreds  of  cases  of  contempt  of 
Court  in  Ireland  in  which  witnesses  re- 
fused to  attend  Courts  where  no  war- 
rants were  issued.     Why,  then,  this 
frenzied  energy  in  the  case  of  a  priest, 
and  why  this  particular  demonstration 
on  the  part  of  the  authorities  ?  Was  it 
attributable  to  the  discontent  of  some  of 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ulster,  who  had  been  very  restless  of 
late,  and  who  had  been  clamouring  fur 
energetic  action,  and  who  thotip^ht  that 
the  arrest  of  a  priest  or  two,  with,  pm- 
haps,  a  Bishop  thrown  in,  wotdd  most 
likely  exasperate  the  people  ?  Ha  £uled 
to  see  why  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
should  he  devoted  exclusively  to  exe- 
cuting landlord  decrees,  whilst  the  de- 
crees of  merchants  and  others  were  rot- 
ting in  the  Sheriffs'  offices  and  could  not 
be  executed.    He  would  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  precedent  for  the  arreat  of 
policemen  for  acts  done  in  the  execution 
of  their  duty.  In  the  case  of  the  Bolfast 
riots  13  policemen  were  arrested  in  Bel- 
fast, because  some  people  engagvd  in 
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wrecking  houses  were  killed  during  an 
attempt  to  disperse  them,  and  the  At- 
torney General  himself  refused  at  an 
Assize  Ooart  in  the  North  of  Ireland  to 
allow  these  men  out  on  bail,  and  said 
an  application,  should  be  made  to  Uie 
Oourt  of  Qneen'a  Bench.  In  the  case  of 
one  of  the  Londondeny  riots,  two  offi- 
cers were  put  on  their  trial  and  produced 
in  Court  their  rifles  with  the  indenta- 
Hons  made  on  them  by  the  revolver 
ballets  of  the  mob.  The  contrast  between 
the  course  taken  in  these  cases  and  the 
frenzied  energy  displayed  at  Youghal 
seemed  to  illustrate  once  more  how  in 
Ireland  all  law  and  all  authority  were 
disturbed  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords. If  a  policeman  killed  an  Orange- 
man in  the  North  he  must  go  to  gaol,  but 
if  he  runs  a  bayonet  through  a  Papist  in 
the  South  he  goes  free. 

Me.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  said,  he  did  not  consider 
that  the  fact  that  a  judicial  investigation 
was  pendiog  afforded  any  ground  in  the 
present  instance  for  not  discussing  the 
matter,  for  the  only  inveatiKation  that 
was  pending  was  a  Coronra's  inquest, 
which  did  not  arraign  the  conduct  of 
anyone,  but  merely  inquired  into  the 
facts.  Unless  some  further  information 
was  given  by  the  Government  the  House 
would  be  led  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
law  was  not  evenly  administered  in  Ire- 
land. How  was  it  that  the  warrant  for 
the  arrest  of  Father  Keller  was  so 
promptly  executed  at  all  hazards,  while 
the  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the 
constable  who  was  committed  by  the 
Coroner  for  refusing  to  give  evidence 
was  wilfully  left  unexecuted?  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  been  led  unwittingly  to 
make  a  statement  which  had  turned  out 
to  be  unfounded,  to  the  effect  that  21 
out  of  22  policemen  had  been  injured  in 
the  liot.  Now  the  judicial  inquiry 
showed  that  only  three  had  been  in- 
jured ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself 
that  evening  did  not  assert  that  more 
than  three  had  been  injured.  He 
thought  that  th^  ought  to  know  on 
what  information  uie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  acted. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  misunderstood  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  had  answered  a 
Question  put  to  him  without  Notice,  and 

YOL.  OCCXU.  [thxbd  buiis.] 


stated  that  21  out  of  22  had  been 
seriously  hurt.  He  had  qualified  that 
statement  by  saying  that  he  could  not 
guarantee  its  accuracy,  and  yesterday  he 
had  stated  the  facts  as  they  had  occurred 
— namely,  that  21  had  been  hit,  15  hurt, 
and  three  badly  hurt. 

Ub.  BBYN  ROBERTS  said,  he 
thought  that  that  hardly  affected  the 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
must  have  got  the  first  information  from 
somebody,  as  he  would  not  have  uttered 
that  statement  from  his  own  conscious- 
ness. He  thought  that  the  House  was 
entitled  to  have  a  full  explanation  of  the 
authority  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  his  first  answer. 

De.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  as  one  of  the  Protestant  Repre- 
sentatives from  Ireland,  ha  regretted 
extremely  the  manner  in  which  the 
question  had  been  dealt  with  by  the 
authorities  responsible  for  law  and  order 
in  Ireland.  He  maintained  that  if  a 
Protestant  desman  had  been  arrested 
in  similar  cnrcumstances  in  England  or 
Wales  and  carried  off  to  prison,  as  the 
Irish  Executive  had  carried  off  Father 
Keller,  a  storm  of  intraise  indignation 
would  have  been  roused  by  English 
Members  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  extremely  strong  language  would 
be  used  with  reference  to  the  matter. 
If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  anything  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  they  had  certainly 
in  this  case  gone  to  work  in  the  wrong 
way ;  and  they  had  acted  in  Ireland  in  a 
way  in  which  they  dared  not  act  in  Eng- 
land. The  way  in  which  the  arrest  of 
Father  Keller  had  been  carried  out  was 
evidently  intended  as  an  insult  to  the 
people.  In  Wales,  where  there  had 
Deen  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  woold  the 
QoTwnmoit  dare  to  arrest  one  of  the 
Nonoonformist  clergymen  there  who 
were  struggling  agunst  the  tithes  f  In 
consequence,  however,  of  the  action  of 
the  Government,  Father  Keller  had 
been  ennobled  in  the  eyes  of  his 
parishioners  and  his  fellow-countrymen 
in  Ireland,  who  now  looked  upon  him 
with  feelings  of  veneration  and  respect. 
The  Government  could  not  produce  their 
Coercion  Bill  without  stirring  up  the 
muddy  waters  and  tiding  to  bring  about 
bloodshed.  He  had  been  at  meetings 
whic^  were  attempted  to  be  suppressed, 
and  which  he  had  held  in  spite  of  the 
attempts  to  suppress  them ;  and  on  sneh 
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ocoasions  it  vas  customary  for  tlis  Go- 
vernment to  send  200  police.  How 
many  were  sent  to  Youghal  ?  He 
argued  that  if  the  GoTerament  had 
meant  to  preserve  law  and  order  in 
Youghal,  they  would  have  sent  a  strong 
force  to  execute  the  warrant,  instead  of 
sending  30  policemen  only,  some  of 
whom  he  was  certain  were  Orangemen. 
The  wbole  policy  of  the  Government  was 
to  provoke  the  people,  and  to  make  them 
take  up  the  rifle — a  thing  which  they 
might  do  if  it  were  neoessary.  He 
beuered  that  the  dangwous  poticy 
wfaic^  the  Gtovemment  wwe  pursmng 
was  not  originated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tne  Chief  Secretary  or  his 
OoUeagues,  but  was  pressed  upon  them 
and  backed  by  the  landlord  faction  in 
that  House,  and  they  were  afraid  to 
take  up  a  line  of  policy  which  would 
difTer  m  any  degree  from  the  policy 
inaugurated  by  the  Landlords'  Defence 
Union ;  and  he  felt  convinced  that  its 
evil  results  would  sooner  or  later  recoil 
on  their  own  heads.  If  their  object  in 
pla^g  upon  the  chords  of  passion  and 
ttying  to  exasperate  the  Irish  people 
was,  as  he  feared,  to  obtaiQ  a  miserable 
pretext  for  iatroducing  coercive  legisla- 
non,  they  must  themselves  bear  the 
responsibility  for  all  the  bloodshed  and 
disaster  which  might  ensue. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIBN  (Mayo,  8.) 
said,  he  regarded  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  as  fraught  with 
danger  to  the  Public  Service.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  lightly  to 
make  such  statements,  and  when  he  had 
found  himself  misled  into  such  a  state- 
ment he  should  have  apologized  to  the 
House,  and  explained  how  and  on  what 
authority  he  was  induced  to  make  it. 
He  denied  that  any  j  ustification  had  been 
diown  for  the  arrest  of  Father  Keller, 
and  maintained  that  it  was  ridiculous  to 
expect  that  by  summoning  bim  as  a 
witness  any  evidence  could  he  obtained 
from  him  in  the  case  before  the  Bank- 
mptoy  Court,  inoouuch  as  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  betray  the  confidence 
reposed  in  faim  as  a  pnest.  Moreover, 
in  face  of  the  letter  of  his  Bishop,  Dr. 
M'Carthy,  warning  him  of  his  duty 
towards  his  people,  he  dare  not  do  other 
than  refuse  to  give  any  information  in 
this  matter.  Further,  it  was  a  wanton 
exercise  of  power  on  the  part  of  Judge 
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Boyd  to  compel  Father  Keller  to  come 
before  his  Court  when  there  were  hun- 
dreds of  the  tenants  joined  in  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  on  this  estate  who  had  not 
been  summoned  as  witnesses  yet.  The 
Government  only  carried  out  the  laws 
that  suited  themselves  and  favoured  the 
rich ;  and  if  they  were  so  anxious  to 
enforce  law  and  order  and  to  execute 
the  decrees  of  the  Courts,  why  was  the 
order  of  the  Coroner's  Court  at  Youghal 
not  carried  out  f  If  law  and  order  were 
to  be  maintained  in  Ireland  the  decree 
of  one  Court  ought  to  be  executed  with 
as  much  certainty  as  the  decree  of  another 
Court.  The  poUcy  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  not  calculated  to  increase 
respect  for  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
If  the  Government  despised  the  orders  of 
the  Coroner's  Court  in  Youghal,  how  could 
they  expect  the  people  to  respect  and  obey 
theordersofotherOourts?  Therehadnot 
been  shown  the  slightest  necessity  for 
the  arrest  of  Father  Keller,  aud  the 
object  of  the  GoTernmeot  was  to  exas- 
perate the  people  and  provoke  dis- 
turbances, in  order  to  find  some  excuse 
for  passing  the  measure  of  coercion  for 
Ireland  they  intended  to  bring  in. 

Me.  EDWAED  HARBINGTON 
^erry,  W.)  said,  if  the  Members  of  the 
Government  were  pleased  with  their 
attitude  in  that  matter,  hen.  Members 
from  Ireland  could  well  afford  to  rnn^e 
them  a  {wesent  of  that  pleasure.  When 
an  Irish  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House  the  Membere  of  the  Government 
seemed  to  be  seized  with  look-jaw;  and 
all  they  could  do — as  was  the  case  at 
that  moment — was  to  indulge  their 
artistic  tendencies  by  sketching  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  House.  He  must  con- 
fess he  could  not  help  feeling  surprised 
that  not  one  word  of  regret  had  fallen 
from  the  lips  of  any  Member  of  the 
Government  at  the  death  of  the  man 
Hanlon,  at  Youghal,  who  was  proved  to 
have  been  stabbed  through  iLq  back 
whilst  numi^  away  from  the  forces  of 
the  Crown.  The  expression,  "  I'm  aorry 
I  did  not  fire  on  them,"  usedby  District 
Inspects  Somerville  to  Dr.  Bonayne, 
J.F.,  of  Youghal,  was  an  embodiment  of 
the  spirit  that  animated  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  Ireland,  and  was  a  free 
paraphrase  of  the  last  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretarj 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh),  "You  will 
getsomethiag  harder  than  batons,"  as 
ue  Ud  adieu  to  the  House.   He  (Mr. 
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E.  HarriogtoD)  conld  not  congratulate 
tlie  right  bon.  Clentleman  the  present 
Obief  Secretary  tor  Ireland  (llr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  on  his  baptism  of  blood  at 
YoughaJ.  He  (Mr.  £.  Harrington)  was 
an  humble  mao,  but  not  for  a  thousand 
times  the  salary  of  the  best  paid  Minister 
of  the  Crown  would  he  occupy  the 
position,  standing  there,  and  being  the 
Bepreseotatire  of  the  murderers  of  the 
Irish  people.  [CriMo/*'  Order, order !  "] 
Well,  he  supposed  that  was  not  in 
Order ;  but  if  the  statement  were  untrue 
why  had  not  some  Minister  the  courage 
to  stand  up  and  refute  it?  The  fact 
was,  the  GoTernment  knew  that  they 
were  losing  their  power  orer  Ireland, 
and  were  becoming  reckless.  The 
Nationalist  Members  were  agitators,  and 
they  would  be  base  and  recreant  if  they 
did  not  agitate  until  the  wrongs  of  their 
country  were  redressed.  If  justice  was 
not  done  to  Ireland  they  would  lay  the 
print  of  the  agitation  on  every  spot  of 
England  until,  if  there  were  hearts  in 
the  men  of  the  country,  they  would  rise 
up  and  demand  that  justice  should  be 
done  to  Ireland,  and  that  there  should 
be  an  end  to  the  present  cruel,  cowardly, 
and  murderous  policy  of  the  Qovemment 
in  Ireland. 

De.  FOX  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) 
laid,  there  was  a  conspiracy  of  silence  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter,  and  the  conspiracy  hod  even  ex* 
tended  to  the  Ooron^s  Court.  It  was 
entirely  due  to  their  mismanagement 
that  tihe  arrest,  which  was  altoKether 
unjustifiable,  vas  made  of  Father 
Keller,  in  order  to  incite  the  Irish  people 
to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  The  unfor- 
tunate man  who  was  killed  had  been 
present  on  the  occasion  merely  out  of 
curiosity.  Father  Keller  was  much 
respected  in  the  district.  With  reference 
to  the  occurrences  in  Belfast  

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  rose 
to  Order,  and  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  was  in  Order 
in  referring  to  what  had  taken  place  in 
Belfast  ? 

Me.  speaker  said,  that  there  was 
a  definite  Motion  before  the  House — 
the  arrest  of  Father  Eellw  uid  the 
disturbance  at  Youghol;  and,  in  his 
opinion,  the  bon.  Member  was  not  con- 
fining his  remarks  to  the  subject  of  that 
Motion. 

Db.  fox  said,  he  wished  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


present  Obief  Secretary  for  Ireland — 
with  his  48  hours'  experience  of  that 
country — could  know  about  the  Irish 
Constabulary?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  have  set  himself  up  as 
the  Irieh  Ruddigore  of  modem  politics. 
He  talked  of  goTeming  Ireland  with  a 
strong  hand.  He  wished  him  joy  of  the 
job  ;  but  before  many  months  were  past 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
that  the  labour  of  crushing  down  the 
Irish  people  was  too  much  for  him.  He 
had  uncoiled  himself,  and  showed  an 
amount  of  backbone  that  he  hoped 
would  stand  by  him  for  some  time. 

Mb.  SFEAKEH  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  in  Order.  He  is  not  discussing 
the  Motion  before  the  House. 

Db.  fox  said,  that  he  would  not 
pursue  that  line  of  argument  further. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  appeared  to 
be  anxious  to  enjoy  the  luxury  of  arrest- 
ing an  Irish  Archbishop.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  make  such  an 
arrest  he  would  find  that  he  had  made  a 
very  grave  mistake.  Many  a  braver  man 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  had  failed  to 
rule  Ireland,  and  the  people  of  that 
country  would  continue  to  strain  every 
nerve  to  show  that  they  were  worthy  of 
self-eovemment.  With  the  Salisbury 
family  in  Office,  and  the  Chamberlain 
family  out  of  Office,  he  would  sooa 
come  to  the  conclusion— 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  Order,  order!  I 
again,  for  the  third  time,  warn  the  hon, 
Crantleman  that  he  is  not  confining  him- 
self to  the  Motion  before  the  House. 

The  hon.  Meubbb  Aereapon  resumed 
his  seat. 

Me.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  said, 
the  occurrences  at  Youghal  had  filled 
the  Irish  people  with  horror,  and  those 
of  this  country  with  indignation.  The 
Irish  priests  did  not  dread  a  prison. 
Priest  after  priest  and  Bishop  after 
Bishop  were  ready  to  sacrifice  their 
liberty  for  the  good  of  their  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
made  a  very  fuse  step  when  he  per- 
mitted or  approved  the  arrest  of  Father 
Keller.  The  Goremment  thought  that 
because  Father  Keller  was  the  keeper 
of  the  consciences  of  his  people  he 
would  communioate  tiie  secrets  of  the 
Confessional  in  the  witness-box.  But 
anything  communicated  to  a  priest  in 
the  Confessional  was  as  secret  as  the 
grave.   The  brutality  of  the  police  was 
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intended  to  proToke  the  people  to  re- 
Biatanoe  in  order  to  give  this  wretched 
Govemment  an  excuse  for  coeroioo. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  p.  MoBONALD  said,  he  was 
about  to  illustrate  the  object  for  which 
Father  Keller  had  been  arrested.  The 
arrest  was  made  in  sustainment  of  a  cer- 
tun  interest  in  Ireland;  but  it  would 
not  bring  about  the  result  desired  by  the 
GoTemment,  whioh  was  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  impossible  rents.  What 
Inuand  wanted  was  not  goremment  by 
the  baton,  but  just  laws  and  equal 
rights. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  said,  he 
would  ask  whether  it  was  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  House  should  listen  for 
a  few  hours  to  so  important  a  discus- 
sion ?  He  would  suggest  that  the  Go- 
Temment should  allow  some  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  answer  the  speeches  made 
from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House.  The  only  speech  made  from 
the  GoTemment  Bendi  was  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who  spoke 
only  for  a  few  minutes,  and  during  taose 
few  minntes  gave  Terr  little  satiuaotion 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  who  introdooed  the  subject.  The 
speech  of  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  commented  upon  very  severely, 
and  during  his  experience  be  had  not 
heard  any  speech  so  much  calculated  to 
stir  up  ill-ieeling.  If  the  Government 
desired  to  carry  out  the  law  fairly  in 
Ireland,  why  did  they  not  arrest  the 
policeman  who  refused  to  give  evidence 
m  the  Ooroner'a  Court  7  That  was  a 
much  stronger  case  than  that  of  Father 
Keller ;  but  the  policeman  was  not  in- 
terfered with.  The  fact  was  that  there 
seemed  to  be  one  administration  of  the 
law  for  the  priests  and  the  people,  and 
another  for  the  police ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  arrest  of  Father  Keller  was 
ordered  and  made  because  it  was  the 
step  best  calonlated  to  enrage  the  people 
and  to  bring  them  into  conflict  with  uie 
law.  If  the  Gbvemment  wished  to 
maintain  order  in  Irdand,  and  to  instil 
respect  for  the  law  into  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people,  let  them  set  the  example 
of  fairly  and  equitably  applying  it  to 
all  classes.  The  course  they  were  at 
present  pursuing,  and  the  tone  of  the 
speech  delivered  that  evening  by  the 

Jfr.  P.  McDonuld 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary,  could  have  no  other  effect  than  to 
stir  up  the  most  bitter  feeling  against 
the  law  and  the  Executive ;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  it  would  tend  to  strengthen 
the  bond  which  existed  between  the 
priest  and  his  people  all  over  the  coim- 
try. 

Me.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  they  had  often  listened  to 
debates  on  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland  without  heeding  them,  but 
now  the  feeling  was  different ;  and  he 
believed  that  ue  result  of  this  debate 
would  be  di£brent  from  that  of  former 
debates  in  its  effect  upon  English  opi- 
nion  as  to  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland— [Cfi«  of  "Divide!"  and 
inttrruptioni]  

Sib  HENBT  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.),  in  rising  to  Order,  ap- 
pealed to  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
Bendies  to  give  the  hon.  Member  a  fair 
hearing,  as  that  would  be  the  best  means 
of  bringing  the  debate  to  an  early  conclu- 
sion. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  said,  the  conn- 
try  would  be  more  than  ever  convinced, 
by  what  had  happened  in  the  House 
and  out  of  it,  that  the  administration  of 

Sstice  in  Ireland  should  not,  when 
ome  Snle  was  established,  be  retained 
in  the  hands  of  this  oountzy.  Some  of 
the  darkest  blots  cm  onr  administraUon 
of  Ireland  had  arisen  from  the  fact  that 
the  administration  of  justice  had  been 
in  the  hands  of  others  than  the  Irish 
people. 

Me.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  must  protest,  Sir,  on  the  absence  of 
any  serious  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  meet  the  very  strong  and 
very  serious  case  whioh  has  been  made 
out  against  them.  The  right  hon.  Qen< 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
may  be,  like  the  pirate  Lambro — 

"  The  mildest  nuuuwiednuui. 
That  ever  scuttled  ship  or  cut  a  throat;  '* 

but  his  mildness  of  manner  iriU  not 
enable  him  to  escape  the  retribution 
which  the  judgment  of  history  wUl 
assisn  to  him  as  one  who  has  entered 
on  his  task  of  bloodshed  in  Ireland 
lightly,  and  as  one  who,  in  a  short 
tenure  of  Office,  has  been  gfuilty  of  more 
errors,  and  displayed  more  culousncss 
and  more  indifference,  than  any  of  his 
Predecessors.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
)ms  attempted  to  throw  a  cloud  of  dust 
in  our  eyes  by  endeavouring  to  shift  tU9 
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reBponsibility  from  the  shouldora  of  tbo 
GoTernment  to  those  of  a  policemaD. 
Now,  Sir,  this  Motion  attaoKs  directlj 
the  conduct  of  the  police.   It  has  been 
Baid  that  the  subject  of  the  Motion  is  the 
Bubject  of  judicial  proceedings ;  but  itis 
only  the  conduct  of  the  policeman  which 
is  tiie  enbject  of  ju<}iciu  procedure.  The 
Oovemment  are  not  shielded  by  the  fact 
that  a  Coroner's  inquest  is  proceeding 
upon  the  body  of  the  unfortunate  man 
Hanlon ;  but  the  charge  is  that  the 
QoTemment,  armed  as  they  are  with  the 
forces  of  civil  authority,  have  delibe- 
rately set  out  on  a  course  of  exaspera- 
tion, and  hare  done  lUl  they  oonld  to 
brioff  about  a  eoUision  between  the 
peo^e  and  the  police.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  unfortunate  state  of  affairs  has 
been  brought  about  by  the  hurried 
change  of  Office  from  one  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  considerable  experience  to 
another  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
had  no  experience  at  all.  Unfortunately, 
the  GKiremment  do  not  apprehend  what 
sort  of  a  country  they  have  to  rule ;  and 
what  we  aoouse  them  ot  is  that  they 
have  endearoured  to  bring  about  the 
crueltiefl  which  have  been  perpetrated 
by  the  police  upon  the  people.   We  also 
charge  them  and  their  Representatives 
with  deliberately  shielding  the  offenders 
from  justice.   At  the  Ooroner's  inquest 
which  is  now  proceeding  on  the  death  of 
Hanlcm,  it  has  been  sworn  that  a  police- 
man named  Ward  chased  this  man 
Hanlon  for  50  yards  through  (he  streets, 
and  then  deliberately  ran  a  bayonet 
through  his  back.    That  statement,  in 
fact,  has  not  been  denied ;  but  yet  this 
police-constable  so  charged  is  continued 
in  his  duty,  and  is  marching  through 
the  streets  of  Youghal  at  the  present 
moment,  in  company  with  his  comrades, 
and  in  possession  of  the  weapon  he  used 
on  Hanlon.    It  is  also  svorn  that  the 
policeman,  not  contented  with  taking 
one  life,  pursued  another  man,  who  only 
saved  his  life  by  escaping  through  the 
opni  door  of  an  hotel.   The  acta  of  this 
policeman  appear  to  be  regarded  by  the 
Qoremment  as  brave  deeds,  and  he  is 
continued  still  in  his  dnfy;  and  the 
other  day  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  a  lie  put  into  his 
mouth— f  Oriet  of  "  Order ! "] 

Sir  HENBY  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
uoderetood  the  hon.  Member  to  say  that 
the  Chief  Secretaiy  £or  IzeUndlias  had 


18,  1887}  (ireVtnS),  hs 

a  lie  put  info  his  moutli.  Obviously — 
[half  turning  towards  tbo  hon.  Member] 
— the  boil.  Gentleman  does  not  mean 
what  his  words  imply  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  rise  to  a  point  of  Order  ? 

Sib  henry  HAYELOGK-ALLAN  : 
Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  must  address  the 
Chair. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK-ALLAN  : 
Quite  so,  Sir ;  that  is  what  I  intended 
to  do.  I  understood  the  hon.  Member 
to  say  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  had 
a  lie  put  into  hu  mouth  by  some  Member 
of  this  Honse ;  and  I  want  to  know  ftom 
you,  Sir,  if  the  use  of  such  an  expresnon 
is  regular  f 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  noticed  the  ex- 
pression ;  but  I  did  not  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  imply  that  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  whiolr 
was  not  true,  but  that  a  statement  had 
been  supplied  to  Uie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whioh  was  not  correct.  He  did  not 
impute  anything  at  all  to  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK- ALLAN : 
I  rise  to  Order. 

Mb.  FABNELL  :  I  had  no  intention 
of  imputing  auythingat  all  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland. 

SiB  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN : 
I  now  rise  to  Order  for  the  purjrase  of 
making  a  personal  explanation  in  this 
connection.   

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Mr. 
Pamell. 

Sir  HENRY  HATELOCE-ALLAK 
again  rose  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  call  upon  Mr. 
Pamell. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  The  expression 
whioh  I  made  use  of  may  have  been 
somewhat  too  strong ;  but  what  I  meant 
to  say  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  asked  for  information  in  re- 
ference to  the  proceedings  of  the  police 
at  Youghal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  &at  a  large  number  of  the  con- 
stables employed  on  the  occasion  were 
seriously  injured.  That  information 
tarned  out  to  be  without  any  founda- 
tion whatever,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  himself  obliged  to  admit  that 
the  proceedings  had  not  been  of  so  grave 
a  oharaoter,  and  that  the  lives  of  the 
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rtlioe  were  not  in  any  danger  at  all. 
would  ask  the  House  to  oontrast  what 
took  place  at  Toughal  with  that  whioh 
occurred  id  the  North  of  Ireland  at  Bel* 
fast,  where  the  oiTilians  of  that  town  ah- 
solutely  rose  in  arms  not  only  against 
the  Constabulary,  but  against  the 
Queen's  troops,  and  inflicted  serions  in- 
jury both  upon  the  police  and  the 
military.  Oontrast  the  conduct  of  the 
GoTemment  in  the  one  case  and  the 
other.  The  police  constables  in  Belfast, 
after  having  been  fired  into,  did  take  the 
life  of  one  man,  and  for  taking  that  life 
were  arrested  and  sent  to  prison ;  hut 
Police  Oonstable  Ward  is  still  allowed 
to  remain  at  Youghal,  as  a  still  further 
provocation  to  the  people.  I  maintain 
that  such  conduct  is  intolerable,  and  it 
shows  that  the  Govemment  have  not 
considered  the  weight  of  the  task  they 
have  undertaken  when  they  proceed  in 
this  reckless  fashion.  The  Inspector  of 
the  police,  who  was  in  Oourt  at  the  time 
of  the  inquest  on  Hanlon,  was  directed 
by  the  Coroner  to  execute  a  warrant  for 
the  arrest  of  Constable  Ward ;  but  he 
treated  it  as  waste  paper,  and  the  con- 
stable is  still  at  liberty.  If  we  are  to 
respect  the  authority  of  Judge  Boyd's 
Court,  why  not  respect  that  of  the 
Coroner  also  ?  One  of  tiie  reasons  why 
your  law  is  not  respected  is  that  it  is 
only  administered  in  a  one-sided  way. 
The  Government  talk  of  maintfunin^  law 
and  order.  Why  do  they  not  in 
the  Coroner's  Oourt  ?  The  Ooronw  gave 
directions  for  the  issue  of  a  wanant,  and 
yon  refuse  to  put  it  in  force,  and  you 
allow  a  Constabulary  officer,  wiu  a 
charge  of  murder  hanging^  over  his  head, 
to  remain  at  large.  But  if  Judge  Boyd 
gives  an  order  in  favour  of  the  privileged 
classes,  then  all  the  forces  of  the  law  are 
called  into  action  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  it.  This  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  people  of  Ireland  do  not 
respect  the  law,  and  they  never  will  re- 
spMt  it  as  long  as  it  is  administered  in 
thai  one-sided  way.  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment to  abstain  from  reckless  provoca- 
tion—to abstain  from  those  open  incite- 
ments which  have  been  directed  to  the 
superior  officers  of  the  Oonstabnlary  of 
Inland  to  shoot  down  the  people.  The 
arrest  of  an  Irish  priest  is  a  serions  mat* 
ter.  The  arrest  of  Father  Keller,  an 
Irish  priest,  who  is  publicly  supported 
by  his  Bishop  and  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Caahel,  is  a  very  serious  undertaking  for 
Ur.  Ptrn^l 


the  Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lo^ 
Ideutenant  could  not  have  commenced 
his  duties  with  a  more  memraable  nnder- 
takiog  than  the  prosecution  of  an  Irish 
priest.  It  is  a  remarkable  thing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
scarcely  a  week  in  Office  when  it  was 
signalized  by  two  such  events  as  the 
murder  of  this  unfortunate  man  and  the 
arrest  of  this  priest.  [CWm  (/"With- 
draw ! "]   I  shall  not  withdraw. 

OoLONKL  BLUNDBLL  (lAucashire, 
S.W.,  Idcc)  :  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  Member  is 
not  boimd  to  withdraw  that  expression  f 

Mk.BPEA£EB:  Whatistheexprea- 
uon  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  com- 
plains of? 

CoLOHBL  BLtJNDELL:  The  hon. 
Member  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
signalised  his  first  week  of  Office  by  a 
murder.  In  saying  that  the  hon  Mem- 
ber has  attributed  murder  to  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  imputed  anything  of  the  kind  he  is 
entirely  out  of  Order,  and  it  would  be 
my  duty  to  call  upon  him  to  withdraw 
it.  But  1  did  not  gather  that  he  said 
that.  What  he  said  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  advent  to  Office  had 
been  signalized  by  the  murder  of  this 
man  and  by  the  arrest  of  a  priest — that 
those  acts  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted 
Office. 

Mb.  PABNKTiTi :  I  made  no  impnta- 
tion  whatever  against  the  right  ban. 
Gentleman.   What  I  said  was  that  it 
was  an  ominous  thing  that  the  first  week 
in  Office  of  the  ri^bt  hon.  GenUeman 
should  have  been  signalized  by  a  mar-  ' 
der  and  the  arrest  of  a  priest.   I  call  ! 
on  the  Government  while  there  is  yet 
time,  before  they  go  from  bad  to  worse,  I 
to  pause  at  the  commencement  of  tho  ! 
struggle  they  are  undertaking  for  no 
better  or  worthier  reason  than  to  try  to 
keep  themselves  in  Office  a  few  month* 
longer  than  they  otherwise  would,  I 
can  understand  a  Government  believing 
that  the  foundations  of  society  are  un- 
loosed, or  persistently  and  steadfastly 
applying  coercion ;  hot  it  is  not  right, 
nor  is  it  l^itimate,  but  it  is  a  miserable 
thing,  to  coerce  Ireland  merely  for  the 
exigencies  of  Party  purposes.  This 
strong  and  stem  government  is  due  to  tlie 
exigencies  of  their  Par^,  and  not  to  tho 
exigency  of  the  state  of  affairs  in  Iro- 
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land.  A  year  ago  the  Goreroment  in- 
timated their  intention  to  apply  20 
years  of  atem  and  resolute  goTemment 
to  Ireland ;  and  it  may  suit  their  puroose 
now  to  imprison  priests,  and  to  uphold 
vbat  you  call  the  law  witKBtemnessand 
resoluteness.  Neither  of  those  feelings 
can  I  reciprocate  ;  upon  neither  of  them 
can  I  look  with  anything  but  the  feeling 
they  deserve;  and  I  believe  that  the 
result  of  this  last  attempt  at  resolute 
goTemment  will  be  to  bring  the  authors 
of  it  to  the  confusion  th^  deserve. 
Question  put. 

The  House  AVulMf : — Ayes  88;  Noes 
226:  Ui^orityl38. 

AXES. 


Anderaon,  O.  H. 
Aflqnitb,  H.  H. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blue,  A. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bnwdhorst,  H. 
Boxton,  S.  0. 
Byroe,  G.  M. 
Campbell.  H. 
Ghaooe,  P.  A. 
Channuig,  F.  A. 
CLark,  Dr.  Q.  B. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
Connolly,  L. 
Ccmway,  Bf . 
CoD^bean,  0.  A.  V. 
Craig,  J. 
Ctaren,  J. 
Deaay,  J. 

Dillon,  J. 

Dodds,  J. 

EUiB,  J.  E. 

EUiB,T.  B. 

EMlemont,  P. 

ETtnhed,  8. 

Foiwick,  0. 

Fotoy.P.  J. 

Foi,  Dr.  J.  P. 

GiU.  T.  P. 

Harrington,  E. 

Hooper,  J. 

Hoyle,  I. 

Hunter,  W.  A. 

lUingworth,  A. 

Joicey,  J. 

Kenny,  0.  8. 

Kenny,  M.  J. 

lAbottchere,  H. 

Uiie,W.J. 

lMke,R. 
I«wie,  T.  P. 
I«ckwood,  F. 
MMNeiU,J.  O.S. 
H>Caitsa,  U. 
MKIitthy.  J. 


M'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Bwan,  W. 
H'Eenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Laten,  W.  8.  B. 
Ifaaon,  8. 
HoUoy,  B.  0. 
Morgan.  O.  V, 
Nolan,  Ctduwl  J.  P. 
Nolan,  jr. 
O'Brun,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Doherty,  J.  B. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Parnell,  C.  8. 
Paalton,  J.  U. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
nokeragill.  E.  H. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Qoinn,  T. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
RnMdl,B.  R. 
Samn^n,  Sir  B. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
SalHTan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Bwinbnxiw,  Sir  J. 
Tanner^  0.  K. 
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K0E8. 

Addison,  J.  E.  W.  Anatratlwr,  Colonel  R, 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T.  H.  L. 
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Sir  H.  T. 
Holloway,  G. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Horier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbard,  E. 
H^hM-HalIett»  OoL 

Hunt,  F.  8. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  Q. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
iBoacaon,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnstrai,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
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ORDSRS  OF  TRJS  J>AT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RUI^  OF 
PROCEDURE)— RULE  I  (OLOSUBE  OP 
DEBATE).-  BESOLUTION. 

ADJOUAHED  DXSATB.  [FOUBTKBnTHIRQHT.'] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Amendment  to  the  Main 
Questioni  as  amended, 

*<  That,  after  a  Question  haa  been  proposed,  a 
Member  riring  in  his  place  may  cJaim  to  move, 
'  That  the  Question  be  now  pn^'  and,  unless 
it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  ii 
u  ahuM  in  the  Rolea  of  tlw  Hooa^  or  u  in* 


fringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the 
Question,  'That  the  QneatioD  be  now  nt,' 
shall  be  pnt  f<nthwith,  and  decided  viuioat 
Amendmoit  or  Debate. 

"  When  the  Motion,  *  That  the  Question  he 
now  pat,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any 
farther  Motion  may  be  made  (the  assent  of  the 
Ohair  as  aforesaid  not  havins  bean  withheld) 
whicAi  ma^  be  requisite  to  bnng  to  a  ^ciii<ni 
any  QueeUon  alrrady  pnmoaed  nom  the  Ohair ; 
and  alBo  if  a  Clause  he  then  under  oonsidets- 
tloDj  a  Motion  mav  be  made  (the  assent  of  tiie 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  boeu  withheld) 
That  the  Questiui,  That  certain  words  of  the 
Clause  defined  in  Oie  Bfotion  stand  part  <^  tho 
Clanae,  or  that  the  Clause  stand  part  of,  or 
be  added  to  the  Bill,  be  now  vnt  StuAi  Hotaona 
shall  be  pnt  forthwitii,  aim  dedded  without 
Amendm^t  or  Debate. 

"Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
afiSrmative,  if  a  Diririon  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numhers  dedared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Fc^  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Memb^ 
"  Provided  always.  That  this  Rule  shall  be 

Sttt  in  force  only  when  the  Speaker  or  tho 
hainnan  of  Ways  and  Means  is  in  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  WiUiam  Smry  Smith.) 

And  whioh  Amendment  waa, 
To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  the  words 
"  Provided  also,  that  any  number  of  Members 
exceeding  Ten,  who  shall  be  dissatitSed  with 
such  decision,  shall  be  entitled,  at  tho  next  Sit- 
Ung  of  the  House,  to  make  a  collective  protest 
in  writing,  whioh  shall  be  recorded  in  the  jour- 
nals of  the  House."— (Jfr.  PameU.) 

Question  again  proiKMed,  "Thatihose 
words  be  there  aoded." 

Debate  rtiumed. 

Me.  EDWARD  HAEEINQTON 
(Kerry,  "W.):  This  Proviso,  whioh  was 
moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell),  was  under  dis- 
ouBsion  when  the  debate  was  adjonmed 
on  Wednesday,  and  it  provides  that  a 
protest  in  writing  may  be  made  and  re- 
corded in  the  Joumala  of  the  Hooee. 
On  that  occasion  I  ventured  to  say  that 
no  hon.  Member  oould  find  fault  with 
the  Amendment,  seeing  that  it  would 
oooasion  neither  delay  nor  procras- 
tination, nor  involve  a  waste  of  the 
time  of  the  House.  [CWm  of  "  Oh !  "] 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  are  under  that  im- 
pression, let  me  explain  to  them  how 
the  matter  stands.  The  proposal  simply 
provides  that  any  number  of  Members 
exceeding  10  who  feel  themselves  ag- 
grieved by  a  decision  in  favour  of 
closure  shall  be  able  to  make  a  ool- 
lectiTe  protest  in  wxitiog.  I  £ul  to  mo 
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-wbat  reasonable  ejection  can  be  mads 
to  the  proposal.   There  can  be  nothing 
unreasonable  in  the  protest,  whioh,  in 
many  oases,  might  be  valuable  when  a 
difloussion  of  grave  local  importance, 
such,  for  instance,  as  that  which  has 
been  debated  to-night,  had  been  brought 
to  an  end  by  the  closure.   Kvery  Member 
who  is  dissatisfied  with  the  decision,  and 
whose  constitaents  are  affected  bj  the 
action  of  the  Qovernment  or  the  ma- 
jority, will  be  able  to  place  their  views 
upon  record.   The  Proviso  is  so  framed 
that  a  defeated  minority  could  not  at 
onoSt  in  unseemly  haste,  msh  to  the 
books  and  record  their  protest.  It  mast 
also  he  a  collective  protest  of  at  least  1 1 
Uembers,  and  it  is  provided  that  the 
protest  shall  not  be  made  at  once,  but 
at  the  next  Sitting  of  the  House.  This 
is  no  Party  question,  and  the  Broviao  is 
practically  the  same  as  that  which  was 
proposed  by  the  Conservative  Party  in 
1 882 ;  and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  at  least 
some  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  will  justify  themselves  to 
history  and  in  the  eyes  of  their  consti- 
tuents by  voting  in  favour  of  it.  I 
would  certainly  invite  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  explain  the  reasons  whioh 
induce  him  to  oppose  the  insertion  of 
fhe  PAmso. 

OoLOHBi:.  NOIAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
hope  that  this  will  not  be  made  a  Qo- 
veroment  or  even  a  Pftr^  question. 
"Wb  do  not  ask  the  whole  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Qovernment  to  vote  for  it, 
but  simply  to  leave  it  an  open  'question. 
The  Amendment  is  notour  Amendment, 
but  it  is  one  which  was  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
himself.    If,  therefore,  he  will  consent 
to  leave  it  an  open  question,  I  believe 
that  a  lai^e  number  ox  his  followers  will 
be  willing  to  support  it.    I  have  no 
doubt  tiiat  if  they  are  allowed  to  vote 
ft*  they  like,  there  will  be  a  consider^ 
able  majority  in  favour  of  it.   The  time 
inll  come  when  the  Conservative  Party 
may  be  in  Opposition,  and  they  will 
then  find  the  right  of  protest  which  we 
adc  them  to  adopt  veiy  useful.  This  is 
not  a  Badioal  innovation— the  voxAn  of 
the  Amendment  are  those  of  the  Oon- 
wvative  Party,  they  are  not  ours— and 
the  Conservatives  are  much  more  likely 
to  want  freedom  of  speech  than  we  are. 
They  ought,  therefore,  to  cherish  this 
>^Sht,  and  if  they  refuse  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  they  will,  I  think,  act  very 


foolishly,  and  regret  having  done  so 
hereafter.  It  would  be  a  graceful  act 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  concede  this  point;  and  if  he  is  not 
willing  to  do  so  now,  I  trust  he  will  say 
that  the  matter  shall  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  forget  the 
origin  of  this  Amendment.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  be  aware  that  this  Amendment 
was  originally  brought  forward  by  the 
presenit  Leader  of  the  House;  it  was 
moved  in  his  words,  and  it  was  snp- 

Sorted  by  the  whole  force  of  the  Tory 
ippositionin  1882.  The  question  was 
brought  to  a  Diririon,  and  it  w&b  only 
defeated  by  a  very  narrow  majority. 
The  minority  against  the  Amendment 
was  only  31 ;  and  yet  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  face  of  all  his  former 
arguments,  and  the  arguments  of  every 
Member  who  at  the  time  sat  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  turns  round 
and  opposes  the  very  Amendment  which 
he  then  introduced,  and  which  the  whole 
of  his  Par^  supported.  But  we  are 
supported  by  other  recommendations 
than  those  of  the  then  Conservative 
Opposition.  We  have  other  precedents 
for  the  Amendment  which  is  now  under 
discussion,  and  the  support  of  |;entle- 
men  who  are  authorities  on  Parliamen- 
tary precedent,  and  who  do  not  belong 
to  the  Tory  Party.  One  of  those  gen- 
tiemen  whose  authority  is,  perhaps, 
higher  than  that  of  others  is  l^fessor 
Thorold  Bogers,  who  has  coUeoted  a 
series  of  precedents  for  protests  made 
during  a  number  of  years.  Professor 
Thorold  I£ogers,  who  was  at  the  time  a 
Member  of  the  House,  spoke  in  favour 
of  this  ri^ht  of  recording  a  protest;  he 
referred,  in  support  of  the  Amendment, 
to  Uie  practice  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
whioh  enables  Peers  to  record  their  pro- 
test against  the  action  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  of  Lords ;  that  protests 
had  been  of  great  aasistuice  in  securing 
English  liberty ;  and  that  those  who  had 
protested  "  were  the  protectors  of  public 
liberty  against  the  arbitrary  acuon  of 
the  Cvown."  In  the  series  of  jwotests 
which  he  records,  an  instance,  in  1641, 
was  indaded,  whm  in  the  House  of 
Commons  an  effort  was  made  to  exer- 
cise the  identical  right  of  protest  which 
existed  in  the  House  of  Lords.  They 
claimed  it  in  a  higher  degree  than  we 
do  noW|  because  we  only  ask  for  a  cer- 
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tain  number  of  Members  what  waa  then 
sought  for  all — this  right  of  recording 
their  protest  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  It  was  ultimately  refused,  but 
it  may  have  been  fortunate  that  it  was 
80,  because,  at  that  time,  the  right  of 
protest  would  not  hare  been  beneficial 
to  the  liberties  of  the  Members  of  the 
House.  The  argument  adduced  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  present  Leader 
of  the  House  was  that  since  it  was  the 
Speaker  who  had  to  exercise  the  initia- 
tive in  proposing  the  closure,  any  pro- 
test recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House  would  be  a  protest  in  futurum, 
and  not  a  protest  in  rem.  That,  ISir, 
strengthens  our  case  immensely,  because 
the  initiative  no  longer  rests  with  the 
Chair;  and  it  can  no  longer  be  con- 
tended that  a  protest  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House  would  be  a  protest  in  ^tiavm, 
and  not  a  protest  in  rem ;  it  would  be  a 
jwotest  aninst  what_  the  majority  then 
conridered  an  iinustioe,  and  the  argu< 
ment,  therefore,  falls  completely  to  the 
ground.  If  it  be  contended  that  the 
recording  of  a  protest  might  be  con- 
sidered as  an  insult  to  ih.e  Chair,  I 
remind  hoo.  Members  that  it  would  be 
competent  to  the  House  to  expunge  the 
protest.  The  House  of  Lords  has  fre- 
quently ordered  certain  protests,  con- 
demned by  the  Begulationsof  the  House, 
to  be  expunged,  either  wholly  or  in  part. 
If,  therefore,  anything  were  recorded  on 
the  Journals  of  the  House  which  was 
considered  as  a  rafiection  on  the  Clhiur, 
it  would  be  very  easy  to  order  a  correc- 
tion of  the  protest  recorded.  I  think 
these  are  reasons  why  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  should  be  aooepted. 
We  are  supported  by  most  excellent 
precedents,  and  by  the  very  high  autho- 
rity of  perstms  who  have  made  the 
practice  of  Parliament  their  special 
study.  Under  the  circumstances,  I  urge 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
should  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  always  bearing  in  mind 
that  it  is  identical  with  that  which  he 
himself  proposed  to  the  Closure  Bule  in 
1882. 

Mk.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  advocates  the 
closure  on  .the  ground  that  the  time  of 
the  House  will  thereby  be  economized ; 
but  surely,  if  our  tongues  be  silenced, 
our  pens  need  not  be  paralyzed.  There 
oan  De  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
record  our  joroteB^  when  we  betiere  that 
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the  closure  of  debate  is  premature.  G 
proposal  precludes  the  idea  of  obsti 
tion,  for  the  recording  of  our  pro 
could  be  the  cause  of  no  waste  of  tl 
The  privilege  for  which  we  are  i 
ing  is  analogous  to  the  right  existini 
ihe  House  <»  Lords,  or,  rather,  it  c 
not  go  so  far ;  because  I  undwstand  1 
in  the  House  of  Lords  an  individ 
may  protest  on  any  subject,  while  in 
Irish  House  of  Lords  the  right  ' 
carried  even  further.   Then  Peers  w 
allowed  to  protest  even  by  proxy, 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemai 
yield  this  point,  which  is  identical  v 
his  own  proposal  in  1882.   I  am  • 
tain  that  if  he  does  not  do  so  it  wll^ 
a  great  disappointment  to  Membws 
both  sides  ox  tbe  House.    What  we 
for  is  t^at  the  Government  should  % 
us  the  greatest  alleviation  of  the  £i 
which  oan  be  conceded  now  by  allow 
us  to  record  our  protest  on  the  Jonn 
of  tbe  ^nse.    The  protests  of 
House  of  Lords  are  of  great  liistor: 
value,  as  evidencing  the  current  of  c 
temporfmeous  opinitm  on  leading  pul 
events.   Professor  Thorold  Bogers,  v 
was  for  some  years  a  Member  of  t 
House,  has  collected  these  protests  ii 
work  which  is  a  valuable  monum 
to  historic  research.    In  his  prefe 
written  in  1875,  bespeaks  unconscioi' 
words  of  warning  when  he  says — ' 
tongue-tied  Farliamentis  a  contradict 
in  terms."    The  House  of  Comm 
were  urged  to  claim  the  privilege 
protesting  on  the  occasion  of  the  Or 
Kemottstranoe  in  the  time  of  Charlo 
That  privilege  was  not  then  exercise 
the  interests  of  public  liberty  owinj 
the  power  of  the  Crown.    It  is  i 
claimed  in  defence  of  public  libe 
which  demands  the  utmost  pnblioitj 
all  proceedings  in  this  House.  It  osi 
be  attacked  on  the  ground  of  nov< 
The  publication  of  Division  Lists,  w! 
commenced  in  the  House  of  Commoi 
late  as  in  1836,  and  in  the  Houm 
Lords  8o  late  as  1853,  nught  thui 
impugned. 

Me.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.):  J 
glad  to  see  the  right  hon.  Qeotle 
the  Leader  of  the  House  in  his  p 
because  I  am  anxious  to  see  bow  hi; 
answer  the  arguments  which  he  hii 
used  in  1882  in  support  of  the  Am 
ment,  which  we  are  now  asking  hj 
adopt.  It  will  be,  I  think,  very  tnif 
tire  to  heur  on  what  grounds  the  i 
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t.  Gentieman  now  considers  unwise 
c-      it  whioh  ha  consideTed  so  wise  and 
>^      Mssary  in  1882,  as  to  compel  him  to 
pye  it  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Bules 
f  Procedure  whioh  were  then  broi^ht 
prward.   Various  reasons  have  been 
^ven  for  accepting  this  Amendment, 
and  it  will  puzzle  an  ordinary  intelli- 
gence  to  know  on  what  ground  it 
is    now  rejected  by  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman    who  spoke    against  the 
Amendment  (Sir  John  Oorst)  hardly 
gave  any  reason  at  all,  except  that  the 
times   have  changed,  and  we  have 
changed  with  them;  but  I  am  sure  the 
Ijeader  of  the  House  has  too  much  re- 
I     apect  for,  the  gravity  of  hon.  Members  to 
base  bis  refiual  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment on  that  ground ;  and,  therefore,  I 
trust  that  he  will  consider  the  House  to 
be  worthy  of  receiving  an  explanation 
of  his  altered  position.  It  must  be  re- 
membered the  Motion  for  the  closure 
cannot  be  debated,  so  that  there  may  be 
a  very  large  section  of  the  House  who 
differ  from  the  Motion,  and  who  may 
have  very  good  reasons  against  it,  which, 
if  th^  were  allowed  to  lay  them  before 
the  House,  would  possibly  change  its 
decimoD,  or,  at  any  rate,  reasons  which 
woold  justify  the  veto  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  the  closure ;  and  it  would  be 
an  explanation  to  the  country  and  their 
constituents  of  their  action  as  to  what 
might  otherwise  appear  to  be  the  evident 
BODse  of  the  House.   Although  they 
oppose  Ihe  Tote  they  dare  not  speak — 
th^  will  be  absolutely  tongue-tied 
when  the  closure  is  applied.  Now,  hon. 
Members  may  have  very  strong  reasons 
indeed  why  they  should  wish  it  to 
be  known  that  they  opposed  the  closure, 
and  there  may  be  also  very  strong 
reasons  why  thev  shonld  wish  their  pro- 
test to  be  publicly  recorded.    The  mere 
I      fact  that  the  Motion  for  the  closure  is  to 
I      go  to  the  Division  without  Amendment 
or  debate  ought  alone  to  be  sufficient  to 
secure  the  Members  of  the  House  the 
privilege  of  stating  their  views,  and 
laying  them  before  their  constituents. 
Protests  on  the  Journal  of  the  House 
have  a  very  great  political  and  historical 
sigoifioanoe,  and,  besides,  the  pio^  we 
deure  to  make  would   in  no  way 
hamper  the  operation  of  the  CIoaqtb 
Eale,  or  interfere  with  the  dignity  of  the 
House.   While  simply  providing  that 
the  opposers  of  the  «l0MHtt  iBhoptd^jl 


able  to  state  their  reasons,  it  will  have 
no  effect  upon  the  closing  of  debate. 
That  being  the  case,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  a  very 
grave  reason  why  an  Amendment  so 
harmless  and  so  proper  should  not  be 
agreed  to.  We  have  no  attempt  at  a 
serious  debate  on  the  Amendment ;  and, 
in  view  of  its  importance,  I  hope  we 
shall  bear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
some  cogent  reasons  for  its  rejection. 

Mb.  W.  A.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory) :  I  think  we,  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  have  great  reason  to 
complain  of  the  action  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  to  contrast  with  it  the  state- 
ment of  his  intentions  which  he  made  at 
the  opening  of  the  discussion  on  these 
Bules.  In  his  opening  statement  he 
said  he  was  not  pledged  to  the  form  of 
the  Bules,  and  that  he  would  louk  with 
a  view  to  their  adoption,  if  salutary, 
upon  all  Amendments  which  might  come 
from  any  part  of  the  House.  But  I  have 
observed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not,  in  any  single  instance,  made  a 
concession  of  importance  to  Members  on 
these  Benches,  unless  it  was  backed  up 
by  Members  in  other  parts  of  the 
House.  Now,  I  say  that  that  is  not 
carrying  out  the  pledge  whioh  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  gave,  and  it  is  not 
treating  us  with  that  fairness  and 
courtesy  which  I  am  sure  he  would  like 
to  be  extended  to  himself.  The  princi- 
part  of  the  discussion  on  this  Bule 
now  terminated,  and  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  is  not  asked  to  make  any 
modification  of  the  Bule,  but  simply 
to  allow  us  the  privilege  of  doing  what 
he  himself  wanted  to  do  in  1882,  and 
the  refusal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  me  to  be  carrying  inconsistency 
very  far  indeed.  I  can  understand  a 
change  of  front  when  anything  is  to  be 
gained  by  it ;  I  can  understand  a  change 
of  front  when  there  is  a  real  change  of 
time  and  circumstance ;  but  I  cannot 
understand  anyone  occupying  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  re- 
fusing a  concession  of  this  kind,  whioh 
he  knows  cannot  materially  interfere 
with  anything  which  the  House  has 
determined  to  do.  We  do  not  ask 
power  of  preventlDg  the  closure  in  any 
way  whRtftvw-  wft  tfRjBfjfil^^  *^ 
thft^UM||MflMI^HPlF*"i4ri|^^ 
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polaeofthe  moment,  we  may  bare  the 
opportunity  of  recording  our  protest  on 
the  JouTDale  of  the  Honse  andnst  the 
demsioii  of  the  majority.  Vl^  ever  a 
more  moderate  proposal  than  that  in 
the  interest  of  a  minority  made  in  this 
House?  I  can  understand  the  right hon. 
Gentleman  saying  that  he  ought  to  have 
a  week  for  coQeideration ;  I  can  under- 
stand him  saying  tbat  we  propose  too 
small  a  number  of  Members,  and  that  it 
ought  to  be  20  or  30 ;  but  we  are  met 
with  a  blank  refusal,  and  that,  I  say,  is 
not  acting  at  all  in  the  spirit  by  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  the  com- 
mencemeat  of  these  discassions,  said  he 
should  be  guided  with  regard  to  Amend- 
ments. There  is  no  doubt  that  if  the 
closure  is  exercised  prematurely  and 
severely,  there  will  be  an  injured  Reeling 
on  the  part  of  the  minority  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  that  injured  feeling 
we  may  be  certain  will  find  a  vent  for 
itself  in  some  form  or  other.  Now,  I 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  and 
the  Government  as  to  whether  it  is  not 
better  that  this  resentment  shoald  find 
expression  in  a  silent  vote,  than  in  pro- 
ceedings which  might  be  embarrassing 
to  the  majority  ?  Surely,  if  this  right  of 
protest  will  have  the  effect  of  calming 
the  minds  of  the  minority,  instead  of 
affording  an  opportunity  for  confusion 
being  introduced  into  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  as  was  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  against  the 
Amendment  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  will  import  into  them  the  true 
principle  of  harmony  and  goodwill  as 
between  the  various  sections  of  the 
House.  I  will  only  any,  in  oonolnuon, 
that  if  the  ti^t  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  supporters  do  not  yield  on  this 
point,  he  has  not  kept  to  the  under- 
taking which  he  solemnly  gave  when 
he  introdnoed  the  Bule  to  the  Hoase. 
Question  put. 

The  House  ifmtM:— Ayes  60;  Noes 
281 :  Majority  221,— ^Div.  List,  No.  68.) 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  I  rise  to 
propose  the  Amendment  next  standing 
in  his  name— namely,  that  it  shall  be 
P"T»ded  that  in  any  Division  the  vote 
sball  be  taken  by  secret  ballot  This 
proposal  is  by  no  means  unprecedented. 
Wo  had,  in  the  case  of  the  lost  Amend- 
ment, the  authority  of  one  of  the  most 
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distinguished  Members  of  the  Party  now 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  This 
Amendment  is  in  the  ipituima  veria  of 
the  proposal  made  by  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  LimcaBter  (Ijord 
John  Manners)  in  1882.  Although  we 
have  almost  ceased  to  hope  that  the 
Government  will  accept  any  Amendment 
that  is  proposed  by  the  Opposition,  I 
venture  to  submit  this  to  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  in  the  hope  that  he  will  view  it 
with  favour.  We  all  recognize  the  great 
authority  of  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  on  questions  connected  with 
the  Procedure  of  the  House ;  next  to  tha 
Prime  Minister  there  is  no  one  who  can 
speak  with  the  same  authority ;  because, 
as  he  himself  has  reminded  us  during 
the  progress  of  these  discussionB,  he  has 
sat  in  the  House  for  40  years.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  1882,  referred  at  great 
length  to  the  reasons  which  prompted 
him  to  introduce  this  Amendment. 
Amongst  them  I  find  he  stated  that 
during  the  debates  Members  in  various 
parts  of  the  House  apprehended  undue 
influence  and  intimidation  in  carrying 
the  Closure  Kule ;  and  that,  if  it  were  so 
carried,  it  was  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  it  would  be  applied  under  similar 
conditions;  and  he  cited  a  letter  written 
by  a  Member  to  one  of  his  constituents 
to  the  eflPeot  that  a  well-known  Badii»l 
Member  had  said  that  he  was  going  to 
vote  for  the  cloture,  and  that  he  had  no 
more  power  to  voto  against  it  than  he 
had  to  refuse  his  puree  to  a  man  who 
held  a  revolver  at  his  head.  The  noble 
Lord  was  followed  by  the  late  Mr. 
Schreiber,  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck), 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett),  oil  of  whom  supported  the 
Amendment.  I  believe  the  discussion 
was  continued  for  a  considerable  time. 
The  Amendment  was  rejected,  in  spite 
of  the  protest  of  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Party  and  a  few  independent 
Badicals;  but  the  majority  against  it 
was  very  narrow.  The  opposition  to 
the  present  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  quite  different  from  the  opposi- 
tion offered  to  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (BCr.  W.  K  Gladstone),  which 
extended  over  many  months,  whereas 
the  present  oppoaitKm.  has  been  con- 
fined to  days.  There  should  be  no 
objection  in  the  country  to  this 
proposal  to  TOte  by  ballot.    We  know 
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tliat  s  Party  'man  votes  as  a  Party 
man,  and  not  as  a  person  recording  his 
owa  opinions ;  anyone  who  has  heard 
the  Whips  directing  Members  on  which 
aide  to  Tote  will  know  that  Members  do 
not  care  for  anything  but  the  interest  of 
tiieirPartyin  the  Division.  ["No,  no! "] 
I  cannot  understand  that  any  Members 
would  have  the  hardihood  to  deny  that 
they  are  frequently  unacquainted  with 
the  merits  of  the  questions  on  which 
thf^  vote.  I  remember  that,  when  the 
closure  was  applied  in  this  House,  the 
Liberal  Whips  had  to  use  the  utmost 
pressure  to  get  a  sufficient  number  of 
Members  to  carry  it,  and  they  barely 
eooceeded  in  doing  it,  for  the  majority 
in  &vour  oi  it  was  only  7.  I  say  that 
Hembere  are  liable  at  any  time  to  un- 
fair pressure ;  they  are  fiable  to  the 
innuendoes  of  their  Party  in  respect  of 
the  votes  they  are  about  to  give ;  and  it 
is  for  this  reason  that  we  have  submitted 
this  Amendment  to  the  House.  We  are 
acting  on  good  authority  in  this ;  for 
we  have  on  our  side  all  the  Members  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  every  one  of  whom, 
I  in  1882,  supported  the  proposal  we  are 
makingi 

I  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
j'  the  Queeti(m,  to  add  the  words  "Fro- 
I     Tided  also,  That  in  any  such  Division 

the  votes  shall  be  taken  by  secret 

baUot."— («r.  M.  J.  Ktnny.) 

Question 'proposed,  "That  those  words 
I    be  there  added." 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  TBEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  not  now  pre- 
pared to  justify,  in  respect  of  this  Bule, 
every  proposal  that  was  made  with  re- 

Fird  to  the  Rules  formerly  introduced, 
should  regard  it  as  an  ill  day  for  Par- 
liament when  Members  of  this  House, 
instead  of  recording  their  names  openly 
on  the  Division  Lists,  think  it  necessary 
to  seek  the  protection  of  the  ballot.  I 
cannot  accept  the  projposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  trust  I  shall  be  excused 
for  roTraioing  to  make  a  long  speech  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  T.  p.  OILL  (Louth,  S.) :  The 
main  a^nment  agunst  vote  by  ballot 
was  that  Englishmen  should  not  be 
afraid  to  record  their  votes  openly.  But 
the  Ballot  Act  was  considered  a  most 
beneficial  change  in  the  law ;  and  I 
think  this  Amendment,  which  was  pro- 
posed in  1882,  did  honour  to  the  head 
find  n^rit  of  the  noble  L(ad  the  Chan- 


cellor of  the  Dnchy  of  Lancaster,  who 
is  a  Tory  of  the  old  school  and  steeped 
in  all  its  prejudices.  I  venture  to  say 
that  a  great  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  the  last  Division  did  not  know  what 
they  were  voting  about.  Two  hon. 
Gentlemen  stood  at  the  door,  who  said 
"  No  "  to  Members  as  they  came  in,  and 
they  wentintothe  "No"  Lobby  likesheep 
into  a  sheep-pen ;  and,  besides  that 
class  of  voters,  there  are  others  who 
feel  that  they  are  compelled,  by  the 
exigencies  of  Party  and  Party  intimida- 
tion, to  vote  against  what  probably  are 
their  opinions  as  to  the  question  before 
them.  But  thwe  are  other  Members 
whose  minds  were  open  to  argument, 
who  were  oonvinced  by  the  arguments 
used  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  who 
felt  that  there  was  right,  reason,  and  jus* 
tice  on  the  side  of  the  Amendment,  and 
who,  if  they  were  not  under  the  watchful 
eye  of  the  Whips,  would  have  voted  for 
Amendments  which  they  dare  not  sup- 
port, owing  to  the  intimidation  which  is 
exorcised  by  the  Chiefs  of  their  Party. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  the  word  Par- 
liament ?  It  means  a  place  in  which 
talking  goes  on.  What,  then,  will 
be  the  position  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  when  this  right  is 
taken  away  ?  [  Cries  of  "  Order !  "1  I 
can  see  there  are  a  large  number  of 
Members  in  tlus  House  who  hare  de- 
generated so  far  already. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  speak  more  relevantly  to  the 
subject  in  hand. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  :  I  should  be  glad  to 
do  so ;  but  I  was  induced  by  the  inter- 
ruption— 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  speak 
more  relevantly  to  the  Question. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  :  I  was  only  ex- 
plaining  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Ma.  T.  P.  GILL:  Then  I  adduce 
these  reasons  in  favour  of  this  Amend- 
ment— that  upon  a  question  of  this  kind 
many  hon.  Members  would  like  to  resist 
the  adoption  of  a  Cloture  Rule,  but  are 
compelled,  by  the  exigencies  of  Party 
arrangements  in  this  House,  to  vote 
for  the  Resolution.  The  Amendment,  if 
adopted,  would  provide  the  same  pro- 
tection for  Members  in  this  House  as  is 
provided  for  voters  at  the  poUing  booth 
at  Parliamentary  Elections.  I  only  hope 
that,  as  an  example  of  the  independence 
which  ought  to  characterize  Members  of 
\Fowrimth  iW*.] 
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this  House,  and  which  hon.  Members 
olaim  in  BUpportiDgthisBesolutton,  that 
those  who  voted  for  the  Amendment 
when  it  was  last  before  the  House  will 
vote  for  it  now  in  spite  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  Whips. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  not  be  misled 
by  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  lose  sight  of 
the  difference  between  the  proposcU  now 
made  and  a  simple  vote  at  the  election 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  I  was  a 
supporter  of  the  ballot  when  originally 
proposed  in  this  House ;  but  I  am  en- 
tirely opposed  to  the  present  proposition, 
because  Members  come  here  in  a  repre- 
sentative capacity,  and  their  constituents 
have  a  right  to  know  how  they  vote. 
There  is  this  difference  between  voting 
for  a  Member  of  Parliament  and  a 
Member  of  Paiiiament  voting  in  this 
House — that  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
keep  the  elector  beyond  the  reach  of 
improper  influences,  that  ho  should  vote 
secretly ;  but  that  it  is  equally  necessary 
that  the  Member  of  Parliament  should 
vote  openly,  in  order  that  those  he 
represents  may  know  the  action  he  is 
taking. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  would 
submit  to  the  House  that  there  is  a 
vast  differenoo  between  an  ordinary  vote 
given  in  this  House  and  the  vote  of  a 
Member  upon  a  question  of  cloture,  so 
far  as  that  Member's  oonstituents  are 
concerned.  In  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
vote  upon  a  matter  of  legislation  or 
nationid  policy,  a  Member'a  constituents 
can  form  some  opinion  as  to  how  he 
should  vote;  but  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  them  to  know  the  rights  and 
wrongs  of  a  question  of  cldture.  No  one 
oan  be  better  called  upon  to  say  whether 
or  not  it  is  right  to  close  a  particular 
debate  than  those  who  hare  sat  and 
listened  to  that  debate  ;  and  to  say  that 
our  oonstituents  are  in  a  position  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  such  matters— to  say 
that  a  debate  ought  not  to  have  been 
closed  when  it  has  been  closed,  or  ought 
to  have  been  closed  when  it  has  not  been 
olosed  —  is  simply  preposterous.  Our 
oonstituents  have  a  right  to  judge  our 
action  on  greatquestions  of  public  policy; 
bat  when  we  oome  to  deal  with  a  ques- 
tion of  douiff  debate,  I  submit  that  no 
one  has  a  right  to  form  an  opinion  as  to 
the  expediency  of  the  cloture,  and  no  one 
has  a  right  to  exercise  pressure  upon 
Members  who  has  not  sat  and  listened 


to  the  debate.  If  this  Amendment  is 
carried  to  a  Division  I  diall  support  it, 
although  I  admit  that  the  question  is 
not  one  upoa  which  I  take  a  very  strong 
view.  The  vagaries  of  Party  Leader- 
ship in  this  House  are  the  most  extra- 
ordinary one  could  possibly  conceive. 
We  hare  heard  the  Leader  of  the  House 
solemnly  declaring  that  be  cannot  see 
his  way  to  support  this  Amendment. 
Wei),  will  hon.  (ientlemen  believe  me 
when  I  say  that  on  Monday,  the  6th  of 
December,  1882,  there  was  found  voting 
for  an  Amendment  in  terms  precisely 
similar  to  those  of  the  Amendment  be- 
fore  the  House  "the  Bight  Hon.  Wil- 
liam Henry  Smith  ?  "  The  Amendment 
proposed  on  the  6th  of  December,  1S83, 
was — 

'<  To  add  the  words.  *  Provided  aUo.  Hut  in 
any  anch  Diviuon  the  vote  shall  be  token  by 

secret  ballot.'  " 

That  was  proposed  by  "  the  Bight  Hon. 
Lord  John  Manners  ;  "  and  that  Amend- 
ment was  supported,  on  a  Division,  by 
55  Members,  amongst  whom  I  find  Mr. 
Edward  Stanhope,  the  Bight  Hon.  Alex- 
ander Beresford  Hope,  Sir  Henry  T. 
Holland,  Mr.  Gorst,  the  Bight  Hon. 
Edward  Qibson,  Mr.  Arthur  J.  Balfour, 
and  Mr.  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett.  I  can- 
not understand  how  it  is  that  these  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  having  suc- 
ceeded in  making  us  converts  to  their 
views  by  the  eloquent  speeches  they 
made  on  that  ocoaston  ana  by  the  votes 
they  gave,  oan  now,  having  got  into 
Office,  and  having  a  majority  at  their 
back,  and  the  opportunity  of  carrying 
out  the  principles  for  which  they  elo- 
quently pleaded  in  1882,  and  for  op- 
posing which  they  denonaced  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in 
unmeasured  terms— I  say  I  do  not  un- 
derstand how  these  Gentlemen  can  now 
refuse  to  accept  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  make  out  hov 
they  can  accuse  us  of  proponng  unrea- 
sonable Amendments  when  we  are  simply 
bringing  forward  proposals  which,  as  I 
have  shown,  were  made  by  them,  and 
debated  at  considerable  length.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners),  ia 
introducing  this  Amendment  in  1882, 
spoke  for  about  an  hour;  a  long  debate 
ensued,  and  the  Amendment  was  sap- 
ported  by  the  full  foxc«  of  the  offldal 
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Members  of  the  ConserratiTe  Patty. 
The  effect  of  the  course  followed  by  the 
GuTernment  upon  the  minds  of  us  in- 
dependent Members,  who  never  get  into 
Office  ourselves,  is  to  cooTince  us  that 
Gentlemen  who  occupy  the  Front  Trea- 
sury Bench  really  do  not  vote  on  prin- 
ciple at  all  on  these  matters — that  they 
lay  down  their  rules  and  their  principles 
in  politics  exactly  as  the  Party  exigen- 
cies of  the  moment  require,  and  that 
they  are  prepared  to  swallow  principles 
with  the  greatest  celerity,  notwithstand- 
ing that  they  have  made  most  eloquent 
appeals  on  behalf  of  them  only  a  few 
months  l«fon.  As  I  said  before,  this 
is  not  a  matter  upon  which  I  entertain  a 
strong  opinion ;  but  I  do  say,  in  reply 
to  tlie  hon.  Member  opposite,  that  ques- 
tions of  Procedure  in  this  House,  such 
as  the  closure  of  debate,  are  matters 
that  our  constituents  take  no  interest  in, 
and  upon  which  they  are  not  entitled  to 
exercise  influence  upon  us.  I  maintain 
that  it  is  desirable  to  protect  Members 
from  the  influence  of  those  in  Office. 
The  spirit  of  fair  play  which  ordinarily 
exists  amongst  individual  Members  of 
this  House  is  frequently — as  we  have 
too  good  teason  to  knov — is  frequently 
oreniiled  when,  at  a  late  hour  of 
night,  the  temper  of  Parties  is  aroused. 
Hen  do  not  like  to  set  Ihemselvea 
afi*ainst  the  whole  bulk  of  their  Party. 
If  thie  Amendment  goes  to  a  Division  I 
shall  certainly  support  it. 

Question  put,  and  n$gativtd, 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  remaining 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  are  out  of 
Order;  therefore  I  shall  now  put  the 
Kain  Question. 

Main  Qoeation,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

MiuLABOUOHBRE  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  if  you  consider 
my  Amendment  out  of  Order  f 

Ma.  SPEAKEB:  Yes;  I  have  ruled 
it  out  of  Order. 

Me.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  I  believe, 
Sir,  that  a  debate  would  now  be  in 
Order  on  the  Main  Question  you  have 
just  proposed,  following  the  precedent 
set  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  in  1882.  In  that 
year  the  Main  Question  was  debated  for 
four  whole  nights,  after  the  Arae^nd- 
nients  on  tho  Paper  had  bppn  (jisfio^ed 
of)  making  19  nights  wLiiLh  had  beea 


consumed  by  the  Tory  Party  in  the 
discussion  of  a  Bule  of  a  much  less 
drastic  character  than  that  now  before 
us.  That  was  1 9  nights  as  opposed  to 
14  which  have  been  occupied  by  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  present  Sule.  However, 
I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  bad  example 
set  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Party  on  that  occasion,  and  I  shall 
content  myself  with  taking  a  Division 
a^nst  the  Question  you  have  proposed 
from  the  Ohair. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  262;  Noes 
41:  Majority  221. 


ATEB. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Addiflon,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Ufudaer,  J.  T. 
AlliBOQ,  B.  A. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amheret,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  B. 

H.  L. 
Aaatruther,  H.  T. 
Aaher,  A. 

ABhmead-Bartlett,  B. 
Asquith.  H.  H. 
Baden-PoweU,  G.  8.; 
Bftggallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  E. 
Baird,  3.  Gi.  A. 
Balfour,  O.  W. 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Beatinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bereaford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 

Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkheck,  6ir  E. 
BImidell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Bir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Ool.  bm. 

F.  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bacbanan,  T.  B. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Aah-B. 
Burgrfaley,  Lord. 

Dniton,  a,  0, 

Gainf',  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 

A. 


Campbell,  B.  F.  F. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Cfaarrington,  8. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Cochrane- Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0,  B. 
Commn^ll,  AdmL  Sir 

J.  E. 

Cotton,  Capt.  B.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranborne,  Viaooont 
Cross,  H. 

Oroasmaa,  Gm.  Sir  W- 
Corson,  Viscomit 
Cureon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Cdonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cohain,  B.  S.  W. 
De  liale,  £.  J.  L.  U. 

P. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  B. 
Dodds,  J. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
D;ge,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 

Ebrington,  Viaooant 
EgertoD,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  U. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Iient.-Oen. 

R.  J. 
Fellowsa,  "W.  H. 
FerKoason,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
FiA(ai^G>H. 
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Finoh-Hatton,  boa.  M. 

E.  G. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Flower,  C. 

Folkeatoae,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
FOTwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Kir  B.  N. 
Fraser,  General  0.  C. 

Ftuton,  3.  F. 
Gaskoll,  C.  O.  Sfilaeo- 
Uathome-Hardr,  boo. 

A.  E. 
Uent- Davis,  B. 
GibsoQ,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
GillUt,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldawortby,  Ab^or- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorat,  Sir  J.  E. 
GoBoben,  rt.  hon,  G.  3. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grey,  fiir  E. 
Grimstoa,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
EaU.  (J. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  boo. 

LordU.  F. 
Uamlev,  Gen.  KrE. 

B. 

Hardcastle,  F. 
.Uartiogton,  Uarq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,  Bit 

U.  M. 
Hayne,  G.  Seale- 
Heathcote,  Cspt.  3.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
HermoD 'Hodge,  B.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  Colonel  E.  8. 
Hoare,  ti. 
-Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,  rt.  bon.  Sir 

H.T, 
Houldiworth,  W.  H. 
Uo worth,  H.  U. 
Hosier.  3.  U.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Haghes-Uallett,  Col 

1j  C 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hnnter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  C.  H. 
JarviB,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J.  , 
Johnston,  W. 
J<ncey,  J. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  8ir  J.  H. 
•  Kenyon,  boa.  G.  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
King-Harmu,  Ctdon^ 

£.  R. 
Lacaita,  0.  C. 


Lafone,  A. 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Tiawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lecbmere,  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 

Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  SI. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 

Lyell,  L. 

Lvmiagton,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  K 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maolnnea,  M. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M' Lagan,  P. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E 

Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  bon.  C.  W. 
More,  B.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morley,  A. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
MalbolUnd,  H.  L. 
Unats,  F.  A. 
Mordoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 

Northcote,  bon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'NeUl,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  G.  S. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Pitt-Lewis,  O. 
Plaoket,  right  hon.  D. 
R. 

Plankett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomlret/ W.  P. 
PoweU,  F.  8. 
QuUter,  W.  0. 
Raikes,  rt.  bon.  H.  0. 
Itankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  0.  T. 
Roberts,  J.  B, 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Salt,  T. 
Saunderson,  CoL  E.  J. 
Sclater  -  Booth,  right 

boo.  G. 
8«ton-Karr,  H. 


Shaw-Stewart.  M.  H. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Sidebotbam,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom.T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stereason,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stewart,  M. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapliog,  T.  E. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  B. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  JI. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 


Yemon,  hon.  G.  B. 
Vincent,  0.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  bon.  A.  H.  J. 
WatsoDt  J. 
Webster,  Sir  S.  E. 
Webster,  B.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  0. 
Weymouth,  Vlsoonnt 
White,  J.  B. 
WhiUey.E. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Winn,  hon.  B. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehouse,  B.  R. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stoart- 
Wright.  H.  a 
Wroogbton.  P. 
Toting,  0.  E  B. 

TILLIUS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akera- 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  R. 


iroEs. 


M'Cartan,  M. 
M'Donald,  P. 
U'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Nolaa,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Dohorty,  J.  E. 
O  KeUy,  J. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 
Qninn,  T. 
Stack,  J. 

StaDhope^hon.  P.  J. 
Sullivan,!). 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Tuite,  J. 
WaUao6,B. 

TBLLSBS. 

Bodmond,  J.  E. 
8h<al,E. 


Blake,  J.  A- 
Blane,'A. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Chance.  P.  A. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Deasy,  J. 
DiUon,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Foloy^  P.  J. 
Foi,  Dr.  J.  P. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hooper,  J. 
Konny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Lano,  W.  J. 
Maodonald,  W.  A. 
MacNeiU.  J.  G.  S. 

The  first  LORD  of  nm  TREA- 
SUBY  (Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Ur.  Speaker,  I  now 
more  that  this  Rule  be  made  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House;  and,  in  doing  so,! 
have  to  express  own  very  great  iatis- 
faction  that  the  Rule  has  been  adopted 
by  such  an  enormous  majority  of  the 
House — a  Rule  which  does  not  represent 
the  views  of  only  one  section,  or  of  two 
sections,  of  Uie  House,  but  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House.  I  am  sure  it 
wiU  receive  the  cordial  and  loyal  aooept- 
aoce  of  ^e  whole  country.  I  mon 
that  it  be  made  a  Standing  Order. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  this  Resolution  be  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House."— (Jfr.  W, 
SmUA,) 
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Mb.  FABNELL  (Oork) :  Certainlr, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr. . W . 
H.  Smith)  is  thankfal  for  small  merdee. 
'When  he  speaks  of  the  enoimous  ma- 
jority by  which  his  Bule  has  been  passed, 
ne  must  reoolleot  that  he  has  not  sac- 
eeeded  in  getting  anything  like  one-half 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  vote  in 
support  of  it.  I  hope  that  this  day  two 
years,  or  eren  this  day  twelve  months, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party 
will  be  as  pleased  with  the  Bule  as  they 
seem  to  be  now.  My  object  in  rising 
was  not,  however,  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  remarks,  but  to 
suggest  that  this  would,  perhaps,  be  a 
favourable  time  for  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  take  the  House  into  his  con- 
fidence as  to  his  intentions  with  regard 
to  the  remainiog  Bulee  of  Procedure. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  he  in- 
tends to  proceed  with  the  remaiaing 
Bulesornot?  It  would  also  beoonTonimit 
to  many  hon.  Members  to  know '  what 
Business  the  Goremment  propose  to 
take  on  Tuesday,  the  day  upon  which, 
in  the  ordinary  course,  the  consideration 
of  the  Bules  will  be  resumed. 

Mb.  SPKAKRR  :  The  Question  be- 
fore the  House  is,  whether  this  Besolu- 
tion  should  be  a  Standing,  or  a  Sessional 
Order.  I  do  not  think  a  general  d  ebate 
can  take  place  upon  a  mere  question  of 
time.  * 

Mb.  PABNELIj  :  I  merely  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he 
intends  to  do  with  regard  to  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Bules.  If  yon  think  it 
will  be  more  in  Order  to  ask  such  a 
Questioa  npon  the  ixmaaX  Motion  that 
the  House  do  adjonm  I  will  put  it  then. 

Mh.  SFBAEEB:  It  wonld  be  more 
regular  to  defar  the  Question  until  then. 

Queetion  pa^  and  agr0ei  to, 

IU$oM,  That  this  Besolntion  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  the  Hbose. 

SVFFLT— BZFOBT. 
ABUT    AHXTTAL  BILL. 
Besolationi  [17tH  HanA]  npvrUd,  tnA'mgrted 

U. 

OritnJ,  That  the  Beiolation  which,  npon  the 
Ifith  day  of  thii  inatant  March,  was  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Sapplv,  and  whidt  waa 
then  agreed  to  by  the  Houie,  m  now  read,  and 
the  lame  wai  read,  as  followeth: — 

"  That  K  nnmhor  of  Lend  Forces^  not  exceed- 
ing 149,391,  all  ranki,  be  maiotuned  for  tfte 
Serrine  of  the  Uoited  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex- 
k    clading  Her  Hi^es^s  Indian  Poeseanona, 
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daring  the  year  ending  on  Slat  day  of  March 

1888." 

Or^ed,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  provide,  during  Twelve  Months,  for  tiie 
Dieoi^me  and  RegnlaUfm  of  the  Army;  and 
that  Ur.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  George 

Hamilton,  and  The  Judge  Advocate  General  do 
prepare  and  bring  it  in. 
'Bmpraeiittd,  and  road  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  202.] 

MOTIOirS. 


VAT£BWORKS   VALUATION   AXD  BATDSQ 

(BCOTLAim)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmand  Robertson,  Bill 
to  amend  tiie  Law  relating  to  tiie  Valoation 
and  Bating  of  Waterworks  belonging  to  local 
authorities  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Edmund  Robcfftaon,  Dr.  Oameron,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  ^rce,  Kr.  Snttaaland,  Jb. 
Barbonr,  and  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot. 
BillprMmta^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  208.] 

PAELIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Tbb  PntST  LOBD  OF  the  TBEA- 
3UET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  In  answer  to  the  appeal 
made  to  me  by  the  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Famell},  I  have  to  say  it  is  my  intention 
to  proceed  with  the  other  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure, and  that  on  Monday,  at  half* 

East  4, 1  will  state  what  Business  will 
e  taken  on  Tuesday. 

Question  put,  and  agr^d  U. 

Honse  adjourned  at  twenW  minntes  after 
One  o'dook  till  Ifonday  next. 


HOUSB  OF  LOBDS, 
JfMuA^,  2i$t  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  PcBuo  Bill  —  CmmittM  — 
Electric  lia^tiag  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
(I0.49X 

INDIA— THE  QTTEIQ7*B  JUBILEE  CELE- 
BRATION—RELEASE  OF  PRISONERS. 
QUESTION.  0B8EBTATI0ITB. 

Lord  STANLEY  or  ALDEBLET,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  will  reoommend  for 
the  release  of  prisoners  to  celebrate  the 
Jubilee  those  prisoners  who  are  under 
sentences  for  life  and  other  heavy  sen- 
tences for  trifling  thefts,  and  who  had 
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been  subject  to  i»OTion6  oonviotioDs ;  a 
list  of  which  sentences  was  published  in 
Th$  Uadra*  Mail  of  12th  September, 
1884;  and  whether  he  will  recommend 
the  amendment  of  Section  75  of  the 
Indian  Penal  Oode  bv  the  insertion  of 
the  words  "or  any  shorter  time"  after 
the  words  "transportation  for  life?" 
said,  that  he  had  put  down  the  Notice 
on  behalf  of  some  prisoners;  because, 
while  thej  seemed  fit  and  safe  subjects 
for  the  exercise  of  Her  Majesty's 
cAemenoy,  some  of  them  who  were  in 
the  Andaman  Islands  were  so  far  from 
the  seat  of  goremment  that  they  might 
be  easily  overlooked.  The  noble  "Saxl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  had  brought 
the  question  a  short  time  ago  befbre  the 
House,  objected  that  the  pnsoners  to  be 
released  uther  had  undergone  sufficient 
punishment,  in  which  case  they  ought 
to  be  released,  whether  there  was  a 
Jubilee  or  not ;  or,  if  they  had  not  bad 
sufficient  punishment,  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient to  release  them  in  order  to  give 
more  iclat  to  a  public  celebration.  Now, 
there  were  10  prisoners  sentenced  for 
life  in  the  list  jpublished  by  The  Hadrat 
Mail,  for  very  petty  thefts,  owing  to  a 
defect  in  Section  75  of  the  Penal  Code, 
whioh,  unlike  another  section  of  that 
Code,  left  no  discretioik  to  the  Judge. 
7%§  i/adrM  Mail  list  also  gave  a  de- 
soription  d  177  sentences  between  1876 
ana  1884,  which  were  rery  heavy 
sentences  for  petty  thefts.  Many  of 
these  sentences  wotdd  now  have  expired ; 
but  the  remaining  portion,  he  thought, 
would  be  fit  subjects  for  receiving  the 
benefit  of  Her  Majesty's  gracions  in- 
tentions on  the  occasion  of  the  Jubilee. 
A  leading  article  in  The  Madrat  Mail, 
commenting  on  these  sentences,  left  no 
doubt  as  to  the  goneral  opinion  that  the 
aentenoes  for  Itle  were  unjust,  and  thac 
it  was  inexpedient  to  punish  pickpockets 
more  severely  than  burglars,  and  that 
tiie  other  sentences,  though  not  so 
exa^^rated,  were  also  too  heavy  for 
•nch  petty  offeaoeB.  One  of  those  sen* 
tenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life,  named 
Alfred  Lees,  received  his  sentence  on  a 
second  conviotion  for  a  petty  th^  in  a 
shop.  Madrttt  Mail  was  one  of  the 
best-conducted  English  newspapers  pub- 
lished in  India,  and  the  editor,  Mr. 
Lawson,  had  printed  the  list  of  sentences 
with  the  view  to  assisting  in  obtaining 
tiie  amendment  of  Section  75  of  the 
Penal  Codo.  In  1684,  he  (Lord  Stanley 
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of  Alderley)  had  asked  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  if  he  would 
recommend  the  amendment  iA  the 
sectioDj  BO  as  to  leave  the  Judges  some 
disorettou,  and  he  now  repeated  the 
Question,  and  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
with  his  experience  at  Quarter  Sessions, 
would  endeavour  to  remove  the  anomaly 
of  punishing  pickpockets  more  severely 
tluui  burglars.  As  to  the  other  sentences, 
he  differed  entirely  from  the  noble  Earl's 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  theory  that  the 
Jubilee  had  nothing  to  do  with  tha 
release  of  prisoners.  It  was  quite  a 
matter  of  opinion,  in  the  oase  of  a  heavy 
sentence,  wnether  it  was  enough,  or  too 
much,  or  too  little ;  and  if  no  part  of  a 
sentence  was  remitted,  what  became  iA 
the  exercise  of  the  Boyal  clemency? 
The  Calcutta  Statttman  of  Febmarv  19 
annonneed  that  prisoners  had  be  en 
judiciously  and  extensirdj  released  iu 
that  city;  but  it  had  been  done  so 
privately  that  the  editor  had  not  been 
able  to  ascertain  even  the  approximate 
number  of  those  released.  For  his  part, 
he  thought  thai  the  prisoners  had  better 
have  been  released  at  midday  in  the 
most  public  manner.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  asking  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Thb  SEGBETABTof  STATE  io& 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  The  oelebn- 
tion  of  the  Jubilee  in  India  is  now  over, 
and  all  the  remissions  of  sentenoea 
which  the  Viceroy,  after  careful  con- 
sideration and  consultation  with  the 
local  authorities,  thought  it  advi^de  to 
grant,  in  honour  of  the  ocouion,  toc^ 
effect  nearly  a  month  ago.  The  cases  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  refers  can,  there- 
fore, only  be  dealt  with  in  the  ordinary 
way  upon  their  merits,  and,  that  being 
BO,  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  there  is 
any  reason  why  I  should  take  the  very 
unusual  course  of  interfering  with  the 
discretion  of  the  constituted  authorities 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.f  The  last  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  is  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Oovemment  of 
India,  to  whom  the  whole  Question  will 
be  sent. 

ELEOTRIO  LiaHTINO  AOT  (IWi) 
AUENDHENT  BILL. 
{TJu  iMrd  Tlmkm.) 

(iro.  10.)  counTTBi. 

House  in  Committoe  (acceding  to 
Order).  * 


{LOBDS} 
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Ths  Eabl  of  CAMPEBDOWN  (for 
Lord  Houohtoh),  in  rising  to  more  the 
insertion  of  a  nev  daose  before  Clause  1, 
esud,  that  the  object  of  the  clause  -was 
to  reoogoize  the  interests  which  local 
authoriues  had  in  such  matters.  As  the 
law  now  stood,  when  a  X^visional  Order 
was  sought  by  a  Company,  they  did  not 
necessanly  apply  for  the  consent  of  the 
local  authority,  but  went  direct  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  was  true,  however, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  took  the  opi- 
nion of  the  local  authority,  and  there 
were  then  ample  means  of  stating  objec- 
tions. The  change  which  was  proposed 
was  that,  in  the  Ent  instance,  the  Com- 
pany should  go  to  the  local  authority 
and  ask  for  uieir  consent,  and  if  that 
consent  was  refused,  the  Company  had 
power  to  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
against  the  aecision  of  tiie  local  autho* 
xity.  The  local  authority  would  thus 
have  a  veto,  which,  however,  the  Board 
of  Trade  might  override. 

Moved,  to  insert  the  following  new 
clause  before  Clause  1 : — 

Notwithatanding  anything  in  the  Electric 
JJ^liiing  Act,  1882,  no  noviiuonal  Order  aatho- 
rinog  the  sapply  of  electricity  hy  any  under- 
taken within  toe  district  of  any  local  authority 
shall  be  granted  by  the  Board  of  Trade  except 
with  the  consent  of  Bach  local  authority,  onleBs 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  any  case  in  which  the 
cosient  of  aach  local  aathoritv  is  refaaed,  are 
of  opinion  that,  having  regard  to  all  the  oir- 
cnmstaoces  of  tiie  caae,  auch  consent  ooght  to 
be  dispensed  with,  and  in  anoh  case  they  shall 
makes  special  report,  stating  the  groonds  apon 
whioh  Ouj  have  diqwiued  with  msk  eauent." 
— ( TMt  AW  «/  CampcribwH.) 

LoBD  THUBLOW  said,  he  had  no 
objection  whatever  to  the  new  clause 
-which  had  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl,  as  it  was  an  accidental  omission  in 
the  BiU. 

Thx  FBESIDENT  op  the  BOABD 
OF  TBADE  (Lord  Staklby  of  PnEsron) 
said,  the  Government  had  left  the  sub- 
ject in  the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Thurlow),  who  had  shown  bo 
much  interest  in  the  matter,  because 
they  thought  it  would  be  more  courteous 
so  to  do.  Th.B  measure  was  the  outcome 
of  the  Oomnuttee  of  last  year,  and,  in 
fact,  was  similar  to  it,  ana  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  support  it,  pro- 
vided this  and  similar  AmendmraitB  were 
accepted. 

Ifotion  i^rted  ie;  Clause  ordered  to 
he  atUbd  to  the  Bill. 


Clause  1  (Amendment  of  s.  27  of 
Eleotrio  Lighting  Act,  1882.  Purchase 
of  undertaking  by  local  authority). 

Thb  Eael  op  OAMPEEDOWN  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  in  page  1,  lines 
22  and  23,  whioh  raised  a  question  of 
principle.  The  Bill,  as  it  stood,  pro- 
posed that  the  period  during  which 
Electric  Lighting  Companies  should  en- 
joy the  fruits  of  their  enterprise  should 
be  extended  from  21  to  42  years,  and, 
in  addition,  it  was  provided  that  at  the 
expiration  of  that  period  any  Local 
Authority  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  pur- 
chase the  undOTtaking  upon  the  torms  of 
paying  the  then  market  value  of  the 
goodwill  of  the  undertaking.  He  ob- 
jected to  such  l^^lation,  for  it  appeared 
to  him  that  this  offered  Electric  Light- 
ing Companies  a  greater  privilege  than 
was  necessary  or  desirable  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public.  If,  after  the  period 
of  42  years,  Local  Authorities  had  to 
pay  for  the  goodwill  of  these  under- 
takings, their  purchase  would  become 
impossible.  Not  only  would  a  monopoly 
be  created,  but  it  would  be  a  perpetual 
monopoly,  just  as  the  terms  on  whioh 
gas  and  wator  undertakings  could  now 
be  acquired  were  so  exorbitant  that  their 
purchase  was  impossible.  It  would  be 
quite  sufficient  to  allow  the  Company  a 
monopoly  of  42  years,  and  then  to  x»y 
for  their  plant,  but  not  thnr  goodwill. 
He  would  move,  therefore,  that  the 
words  relating  to  the  goodwill  diould  be 
struck  out.  It  was  tme  the  Act  of  1882 
gave  only  21  years,  and  that  term  had 
not  been  sufficient  to  induce  persons  to 
invest  their  capital  in  Electric  Lighting 
Companies,  hence  the  Select  Committee 
enlarged  the  term  to  42  years ;  but  it  did 
not  insert  the  power  to  a  Company  to 
exact  a  sum  for  goodwill  when  it  sold 
the  undertaking.  He  thought  it  was 
necessary,  on  behalf  of  the  public,  te 
omit  these  words,  as  the  term  of  42 
years  would  be  sufficient  to  enable  a 
Company  to  recoup  itself ;  and  he  might 
point  out  that  in  Clause  2  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  have  power  to  vary  the 
terms  of  purchase,  which  would  be  suffi- 
cient protection  to  a  Company. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  lines  22 
and  23,  to  leave  out  ("  of  the  goodwill 
of  the  business  of  the  undertaking, 
and       (3%«  Sari  of  Camptrdoum.) 

LoBD  THUBLOW  regretted  that  ha 
oooldnot  Mwept  the  Amendment.  Ho 
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felt  that  both  hie  noble  Friend  and  him- 
Tore  of  the  same  mind  and  -worhing 
for  the  same  end— tvying  to  create  a 
nev  industry,  and  to  prevent  the  crea- 
tion of  a  new  mono|ioly  •  and  he  thought 
that  the  olaiue,  as  it  stood,  would  e^t 
lhat  better  than  if  the  words  were  struok 
out.  He  could  not  see  why  Eleotrio 
Lighting  Oompanies  should  be  put  upon 
a  worse  footiog  than  other  undertakings. 
He  was  oonvinced  that  the  proTision  in 
the  Bill  was  necessary  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  that  new  industry,  and  he  be- 
lieved there  were  no  other  alternatives 
to  it,  but  either  to  grant  provisional 
orders  for  such  a  prolonged  term  as 
might  enable  undertakers  to  recoup 
themselves  without  charging  a  prohibi- 
tive rate,  or  to  provide  liberal  purchase 
conditions  at  the  expiry  of  a  shorter 
period.  He  greatly  preferred  the  latter 
alternative  aa  flavouring  least  of  a  mono- 
poly, and  should  feel  bound  to  take  the 
sense  of  Uie  JBouseon  the  Amendment. 

VisouuKT  BUBY  said,  he  wished  to 
endorse  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  last  spoken.   Under  the 
Act  of  1882  Electric  Lighting  Com- 
panies had  not  succeeded,  because  the 
term  of  years  offered — namely,  21,  was 
too  short  to  induce  oapitaliets  to  invest 
their  money  in  them  with  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  advantage.   He  was,  there- 
fore, glad  that  a  revulsion  of  public  feel- 
ing had  taken  place  in  the  matter,  and 
that  a  longer  term  of  years  was  now  to 
be  accorded  to  undertakers  of  electric 
lighting.  He  did  not  either  think  it  un- 
just that  the  Oompanies  should  be  paid 
for  the  value  of  thoir  goodwill,  and 
should  therefore  oppose  the  Amendment. 
He  hoped  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  &e  noble  Earl  opposite 
would  not  be  agreed  to.   It  was  obvious 
that  the  Bill  would  not  pass  in  the  other 
House  that  Session ;  therefore  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  undertake  to  introduce, 
at  some  future  time,  a  satisfactory  mea- 
sure dealing   with  this    subject,  he 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Thurlow)  would  do  well  to  wait  and  to 
be  content  with  such  an  assurance,  in- 
stead of  pressing  forward  a  Bill  which 
could  not  get  beyond  that  House  during 
the  present  Session. 

LoBD  BALFOUK  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Electric  Lighting  Com- 
panies could  demand  to  be  placed  upon 
the  same  footing  aa  the  existing  Gas  and 
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Water  Companies.   When  the  Gas  and 
Water  Companies  were  dealt  with,  the 
public  did  not  make  the  best  bai^ftin 
with  them ;  but  that  was  no  reaam  why 
they  should  now  make  the  same  mis- 
take in  dealing  wi&  the  eleotrio  light. 
Tn  his  opinion,  the  Eleotrio  Lighting 
Companies  ought  to  be  glad  to  get  sacS 
a  BiU  as  this   if  they  waited  for  what 
they  might  deem  to  be  a  more  perfect 
measure,  they  would  run  the  risk  of  not 
getting  a  Bill  at  all.    He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  pass  the  Bill  in  the 
same  shape  as  nearly  as  possible  aa  it 
was  passed  by  the  Select  Committee. 
He  should  be  glad  to  see  the  words  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Amendment  struck  out 
Lord  BBAMWELL  said,  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  trusted  that  their  Lord> 
ships  would  not  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment.  He  thought  that  the  leas  Local 
Authorities  were  allowed  to  acquire 
Water  or  Gas  undertakings  the  Mtter 
it  would  be  for  the  commonity  at  large. 
But  snpporing  th^  were  to  <£>  so,  what 
was  the  substiuice  of  this  controversy  P  It 
was  this — capitalists  said  that  they  would 
provide  the  necessary  capital  for  carry- 
ing out  electric  schemes,  if  the  Legisla- 
ture  would  give  them  time  to  obtain  a 
reasonable  amount  of  pro6t  upon  their 
undertakicK ;  and  that  if  such  under- 
taking resulted  in  a  profit,  instead  of  a 
loss,  they  were  to  receive  oompensatiou 
for  the  risk  of  loss  they  had  run,  by 
being  allowed  to  receive  something  like 
the  reasonable  value  of  their  under- 
taking.   The  suggestion  of  the  other 
side  was,  that  the  capitalists  were  to  run 
all  the  risk  of  loss ;  and  that,  when  their 
undertaking  had  become  a  snoceae,  they 
were  to  receive,  not  its  full  market 
value,  but  merely— he  did  not  say  the 
old  iron  value — but  the  value  of  tiie 
plant,  less  the  amount  of  its  deprecia- 
tion.   This  was  in  itself  most  unreason- 
able.  But  it  would  be  attended  with 
this  mischievous  consequeuoe — As  time 
went  on  the  work  would  extend,  new 
plant  would  be  required  for  them  to  re- 
place theold;  and,  as  the  time  approached 
when  the  Local  Board  would  purchase 
the  undertaking,  the  undertakers  would 
be  desirous  to  limit  their  outlay  as  much 
as  possible.   The  consequence  would  be 
that  the  renewal  of  the  plant  would 
be  scamped,  and  every  ^forfc  would  be 
made  by  the  undertaken  to  lessen  the 
value  of  that  which  was  about  to  be 
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taken  from  them  by  the  Ijocal  Autho- 
rities. This  policy  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities vas  a  dog-in-the-manger  polioy. 
Tbey  said—"  We  ahall  not  do  it  our- 
selves ;  and  you  shall  not  do  it  except 
on  the  terms  ve  are  willing  to  grant, 
but  which  you  will  not  accept."  Their 
IiOTdshipB  should  remember  that  those 
nnreasonable  oi^talipts  who  desired  to 
make  a  pro6t  wwe  bound  down  in 
such  a  way  that  the  dividends  were 
limited  to  10  per  cent,  and  that  when 
new  capital  was  required,  it  could  be 
raised  only  on  certain  stringent  condi- 
tions. He  also  asked  their  Lordships 
to  bear  in  mind  that  not  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses called  before  the  Oommittee  said 
that  42  years  would  give  time  enough'; 
and  if  it  did,  it  was  open  to  the  objec- 
tion that  it  would  prevent  electric  under- 
takers  from  doing  their  best  tow^s  the 
end  of  the  term.  He,  therefore,  asked 
their  Ixrdships  to  r^ect  that  which  he 
had  already  said  was  one  of  the  most 
unreasonable  prorisiona  ever  proposed. 
As  to  the  argument,  Beware  of  an- 
other place,"  what  did  that  mean?  It 
meant  that  if  their  Ijordships  did  right 
here,  others  would  do  wrong  "  else- 
where," which  ought  not  to  be  supposed, 
nor,  if  supposed,  acted  on. 

LoBD  LINGEN  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  but 
(me  (Lord  Balfour)  that  they  were  now 
dealing  not  vith  a  case  of  vested  inte- 
rests already  created,  but  one  in  which 
a  new  bargain  was  to  be  made,  in  which 
the  interests  of  all  parties  could  be  fairly 
and  judicially  considered,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  past.  The  figures  brought 
before  the  Oommittee  impressed  him 
(Lord  Lingen)  with  the  mu;nitude  of 
the  questiott.  The  Birmingham  Town 
Council,  in  1875,  acquired  the  ^as  and 
waterworks  of  that  town,  for  which  they 
paid  £3,600,000.  In  that  payment, 
£1,500,000  was  for  goodwill,  and  was 
not  represented  by  any  works  which 
they  acquired.  It  represented  the  inte- 
rest of  the  shareholders,  and  what  was 
understood  hy  "  a  goingooncem."  The 
decision,  therefore,  to  which  their 
Ijordships  might  come  was  of  very 
great  importance  to  municipalities.  As 
to  municipalities  coming  forward  as 
Trading  Oompanies,  it  was  to  be  ob- 
served that  when  monopolies  were  im- 
ported into  local  jnriswotions  by  con- 
sent, them  was  Tery  little  difficulty  in 
the  matfem;  but  it  oomplioated  the  case 


when  the  monopoly  might  be  introduced 
without  the  consent  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rity. That  made  the  great  difference 
between  the  case  of  towns  and  that 
of  private  persons  who  wished  to  have 
electric  lighting  inte>dnced  into  tiieir 
houses.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Local  Authorities  had  the  interests 
of  the  entire  community  to  consider. 
When  these  powers  were  given,  it  was 
not  only  for  the  lighting  of  the  streets, 
but  of  private  houses.  If  very  hard 
bargains  were  driven  with  the  public  on 
the  introduction  of  those  practical  mono- 
polies, it  was  almost  certain  that,  at 
some  time  or  other,  the  feeling  would  be 
to  break  through  them ;  and,  probably, 
on  much  less  favourable  terms  to  the 
Companies  that  if,  on  the  introduction  of 
the  enterprise,  the  promoters  accepted 
reasonable  and  proper  limitation.  He 
thought  a  compromise  might  be  effected 
on  the  basis  of  «soluding  the  conridera- 
tion  of  the  very  uncertain  matter  of 
future  profits. 

LoBD  HEBSOHULL  said,  he  was  not 
able  to  follow  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Bramwell)  in  the  view 
that  municipalities,  which  represented 
the  public,  had  not  a  right  to  make  the 
best  terms  they  could  in  the  public  inte- 
rest, when  persons  had  to  come  to  Par- 
liament to  get  a  monopoly. 

LoBD  BRAMWELL:  They  have  a 
perfect  right  to  get  the  possible  bargain 
for  the  public. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  said,  that  the 
Public  Authorities  were  bound  to  take 
care  that  rights  were  not  acquired  by 
Oompanies  which  would  be  injurious  to 
the  public.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  raat  it  would  bfl  mis- 
chievous to  pass  a  measure  in  such 
terms  as  to  prohibit  the  introduction  of 
a  system  of  lighting,  or  of  anything  else 
that  would  be  advantageous  to  dte 
public.  Hence  they  had  to  consider 
those  two  points — that,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  municipalities  should  be  able  to 
make  the  best  terms  they  could ;  and, 
on  the  other,  that  Parliament  ought  not 
to  impose  restrictions  which  would  pre- 
vent the  public  from  getting  an  advan- 
tage that  large  numbera  of  people  de- 
sirod.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
much  regret  any  legislation  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  interfering  with  the 
introduction  of  electric  lighting  in  pri- 
vate houses  by  those  who  desired  it.  As 
to  the  questicm  whether  the  terms  of  the 
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Bill  were  suffioient  or  not  to  promote 
the  object  in  view,  he  thought  one  cir- 
cumBtance  had  been  somevhat  left  out 
of  Bight.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
a  monopoly  was  practically  given  to  Gas 
and  Water  Companies  which  were  first 
in  the  field,  and  simply  because  there 
was  not  room  for  more  than  a  limited 
number  of  gas  and  water  pipes  under 
the  public  streets;  but  with  electric 
lighting  that  would  not  be  the  case,  be- 
cause the  space  that  would  be  oooupled 
by  Buoh  d  system  would  be  so  eompara- 
tively  small  as  to  obviate  all  diflBcultiea 
in  this  respect.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther, under  the  Bill,  a  municipali^ 
would  be  precluded  from  entering  into 
competition  with  an  Electric  Lighting 
Company  for  the  term  of  42  jears. 

LoED  THTTBLOW :  Not  so. 

LoBD  EERSCHELL  said,  that  in 
that  case,  if  the  system  of  electric  light- 
ing turned  out  a  success,  there  would 
be  no  di£B.culty  in  giving  the  public  a 
competing  scheme,  if  unreasonaole  terms 
were  exacted  by  the  Company  in  exis- 
tence. That  might  materially  affect  the 
view  as  to  the  terms  which  the  promoters 
of  a  Company  would  have  a  right  to  ask ; 
it  would  strengthen  their  ri^t  to  aak 
that  the  undertaking,  when  it  was  ac- 
quired, should  be  taken  upon  temn 
whidi  would  fairly  recoup  them  for  the 
risks  they  had  incurred.  His  noble 
Friend  behind  him  had  suggested  a 
course  which  had  been  often  taken  in 
similar  cases,  and  that  was  not  merely  to 

Eay  for  the  plant,  machinery,  and  so  on, 
ut  to  take  the  average  price  of  the 
shares  for  a  number  of  years,  and  the 
earnings  for  a  number  of  years.  That 
would  seem  to  him  to  be  a  reasonable 
course.  He  believed  that  municipali- 
ties would  be  conciliated  by  some  such 
proposal,  much  more  than  if  the  Bill 
WBB  passed  in  its  present  form. 

LoBD  BAYLEIGH  said,  he  objected 
to  the  omission  ot  the  words  in  quMtion ; 
and  he  did  so  not  in  the  interests  of 
capitalists,  but  in  those  of  the  public. 
What  was  now  required  was  to  en- 
courage the  start  of  a  new  industry; 
and  u  the  words  were  omitted,  it  was 
clear  that  the  terms  then  offered  under 
the  Bill  would  be  insufficient  to  attract 
capital.  The  real  point  of  difference 
seemed  to  be  which  was  ihe  safe  side 
to  go  on.  Was  it  the  safe  side  to  put 
too  severe  terms  in  the  way  of  the  Com- 
panies ?  This  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  | 
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unsafe  side.  There  was  a  general  de- 
sire to  encourage  and  develop  this  move- 
ment, and  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  -im- 
pose severe  terms  at  the  outset.  If  in 
the  future  it  were  found  that  there  was 
a  great  rush  of  capital,  it  would  be  open 
to  Parliament  to  revise  the  terms  ap- 
plicable to  new  undertakings,  of  which 
the  risk  would  be  much  less.  Uolees 
they  offered  reasonable  terms  in  the 
first  instance,  it  would  be  impoauble  for 
the  electric  light  to  get  properly  under 
weigh  in  this  county. 

LoBD  OBIUTHOBPE  said,  thai  he 
told  Uieir  Lndahipa  last  year  that  llie 
House  of  Commons  in  1882  disregarded 
the  evidence  of  all  the  competent  autho- 
rities which  was  brought  forward  on 
this  subject,  and  now  everybody  knew 
that  the  result  was  that  the  Act  of  1882 
had  proved  a  complete  failure.  No  other 
country  has  such  legislation,  and  every 
civilized  country  except  this  has  public 
electric  lighting.    By  the  attempt  of  the 
Committee  of  1882  to  go  ahead  of  all 
mankind,  they  had  f^en  behind  oil 
mankind  in  this  matter.    The  8elect 
Committee  of  this  House  last  year  did 
the  same  thing ;  for  he  found,  on  look- 
ing over  the  evidence,  that  every  ain^ 
engineer  and  financier  of  experience  who 
was  examined  was  distinctfy  of  ounion 
that  the  Bill,  in  the  form  in  whiui  the 
noble  Eiarl  opposite  (The  Earl  of  Camper^ 
down)  put  it,  would  be  again  a  failure.  As 
the  matter  stood,  they  had  to  choose  be- 
tween the  opinions  and  evidence  of  the 
most  competent  electric  engineers  and 
scientific  men  and  financiers,  on  one  side, 
and  that  of  a  number  of  Town  Clerks  and 
Aldermen,  on  the  other,  exactly  the  same 
class  who,  in  1882,  had  deprived  the 
Kingdom  of  the  advantages  of  the  elec- 
tric light,  by  the  terms  for  which  they 
stipulated.  He  hoped  Parliament  would 
not  listen  to  them  again,  and  repeat  the 
mistake  by  aceepting  the  Amendment.  A 
great  dealhad  been  aaidabouimonopoly ; 
but  the  word  was  oltc^ethw  inupro- 
priate  to  the  matter  in  hand,  and  the 
a^umeoits  founded  upon  it  were  in- 
correct.  There  was  no  more  monopoly 
of  Electric  Lighting  Companies  than  m 
bakers.    The  point  at  issue  simply  was 
)ractically  whether  the  property  waa  to 
)e  sold  for  what  it  was  worth,  or  the 
owners  were  to  be  obliged  to  sell  it  at  a 
loss.    Both  parties  argued  that  that  waa 
the  issue  and  the  cSect  of  excluding 
or  admitting  what  is  called  goodwill 
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though  it  may  not  bti  an  accurate  term  to 
express  the  oommerotol  value  of  a  goios 
conoem;  bntitisaniTersaUy  underrtood. 
As  to  Gas  and  Water  Companies,  such 
an  obligation  as  it  was  sought  to  impose 
in  this  case  was  never  placed  upon  them, 
unless  the  practice  had  been  very  re- 
cently altered,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for 
imposing  it  on  Electric  Lighting  Com- 
panies. He  strongly  supported  the 
olause  as  it  stood.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  if  this  important  industry  was  not 
to  be  treated  unfairly,  the  Amendment 
must  be  rejected,  or  we  shall  be,  in  five 
years  more,  in  exactly  the  position  which 
the  Act  has  brought  this  country  into 
now. 

LoBD  STANLEY  ov  FBSSTON  said, 
he  was  bound  to  say,  jperBoniJly,  that 
be  supported  the  Amendment  moved  by 
his  noble  Friend  oppodte  (the  Earl  of 
C^perdown);  but  there  was  a  wide 
and  an  honest  difference  of  opinion  in 
many  quarters  with  regard  to  it,  and  he 
ahould  be  sorry  to  prejudice  in  any  way 
the  action  which  any  noble  Lord  might 
wish  to  take  in  this  matter.    His  noble 
Friend  behind  him  made  a  hind  of 
appeal  to  him  to  say  that  the  GK>Tem- 
ment  would  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing 
with  this  subject.   He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  honest  on  his  part  to  give  his 
noble  Friend  such  a  pledge.    He  had 
abready  explained  that  it  was  owing  to 
his  having  been  prevented  by  droum- 
atanoes  fi»m  introducing  any  measure 
dealing  with  this  question,  that  he  told 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (JjatA.  Thurlow) 
that  he  thought  it  was  advisable  that  he 
should  proceed  with  this  Bill,  and  that 
they  should  endeavour,  as  far  as  they 
could,  to  assist  in  passing  it  through  the 
House.  Therefore,  he  thought  the  mat< 
ter  ought  not  to  be  postponed,  but  dealt 
with  at  the  present  time.  The  question, 
then,  was,  Aether  the  Bill  would  be  of 
the  use  it  was  intended  to  be,  if  this 
Amendment  were  added  to  it.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that,  in  this  matter, 
they  ought  to  go  step  by  step.    He  was 
boimd  to  a  certain  extent  by  negotia- 
tions and  amDgements  which  took  place 
consequent  upon  the  Committee  of  last 
^ear;  and,  standing  as  he  did,  therefore, 
in  the  pontion  of  having  to  deal  with 
this  matter,  he  was  bound  to  say  tiiat  he 
preferred  tiie  lesser  Amendment  instead 
of  taking  the  larger  step.   In  some  way 
or  other,  the  question  of  the  goodwill 
might  hereafter  have  to  be  considered ; 


but  he  did  not  feel  himself  able  to 
accept  that  at  the  present  time,  and, 
consequently,  he  must  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
extension  of  time,  from  21  to  42  years, 
was  a  large  concession ;  and  he  thought 
they  would  do  well  to  leave  the  ^odwill 
to  be  dealt  with  at  some  future  time.  He 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Visoomrr  ORANBROOK  said,  his 
noble  Friend  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  spoke  for  himself  alone,  and 
not  on  behalf  of  the  Government.  This 
was  not  a  matter  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  decided  line,  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  saw  no  reason  whatever 
why  a  publio  bod^  should  get  for  less 
money  uiat  for  which  any  private  person 
would  have  to  pay  a  lai^r  sum.  There- 
fore, he  should  support  the  Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  CBAWFOBD  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  find  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  departed  from 
the  generousline  indicated  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury, on  the  second  readingof  the  Bill,  eis 
the  proper  method  of  treating  this  ques- 
tion. He  was  confident,  speaking  from 
three  years'  experience,  that  the  working 
of  an  electric  lighting  undertaking  was  so 
difficult,  that  no  Local  Authority  would 
have  done  what  had  been  done  by  ^e 
personal  care  and  attention  given  to  the 
extension  of  electric  lighting  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Companies.  In  regard  to 
the  alleged  creation  of  a  new  mono- 
poly, he  held  that  there  was  no  mono- 
poly in  gas,  which  had  to  compete 
against  oil  and  candles  and  eleotrio 
lighting  ought  not  to  be  put  on  any 
less  favourable  footing  than  gas,  be- 
cause it  would  have  to  compete  with 
gas,  oil,  and  candles.  No  monopoly 
was  asked  for,  excepting  that  which  the 
Companiescoiild  create  for  themselves  by 
the  excellent  quality  of  that  which  they 
supplied,  and  the  moderate  price  they 
charged  for  it.  As  to  what  had  been  said 
about  paying  for  old  iron,  he  acknow- 
ledged that  there  was  a  difference  between 
buying  new  machinery  and  buying  the 
same  machinery  which  had  been  laid 
down  in  the  ground  for  a  definite  pur- 
pose. The  proper  price  to  be  paid  by 
the  purchaser  would  be  the  value  at  the 
moment,  and  that  would  IutoIvo  a  reduc- 
tion for  depreciation  from  the  orig^al 
cost.  But  with  this  must  be  a  sum  for 
the  "  goodwill,"  which  would  fairly 
represent  the  trade  value  of  the  buBinesB, 
which  had  been  built  up  by  the  efforts 
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of  the  undertakers,  and  this  entirely 
apart  from  any  question  of  value  of 
madkinery  plant  and  other  property. 

The  Eabl  ob  GALLOWAY  said,  He 
would  recommend  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Camperdown;  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  for  he  must 
see  that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was 
against  him.  Their  Lordships  had  to 
answer  two  questions.  The  first  was, 
whether  they  were  to  deal  out  to  Eiec- 
trio  Lighting  Companies  the  same  mea- 
sure of  justice  they  had  dealt  out  to 
other  Companies ;  and  the  second  was, 
whether  they  desired  to  indte  the  men 
of  science  to  drive  away  from  this  coun- 
try the  best  light  in  the  world  7 

The  Eam.  op  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
reply  to  the  vuious  questions  which  had 
been  asked,  said,  he  held  that  it  would 
be  most  udhir  that  a  Local  Authority 
should  have  the  power  to  compete  with 
an  Meotrio  Lighting  Company  during 
the  42  years  for  which  a  concession  had 
been  granted ;  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  a  Local  Authority  would  have  such 
a  power  under  the  Bill.  If  the  Board 
of  Trade  granted  a  concession  to  the 
private  Company  for  42  years,  be  appre- 
hended it  would  refuse  a  similar  conces- 
sion to  any  other  Company,  or  to  a  Local 
Authority  for  the  same  district.  How 
ooold  we  know,  without  triaJ,  that  i^e 
provisions  of  the  Bill  would  be  prohibi- 
toiT  of  electric  lighting  experiments 
under  the  new  term  of  42  years  ?  On 
the  question  of  goodwill,  he  would  assent 
to  a  compromise,  ifonecould  be  arranged. 
He  was  ^^epared  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  pay  the  value  of  plant 
and  other  things  motioned  in  the  Bill, 
with  a  percentage  added  on  account  of 
compulsory  purchase.  But  he  was 
anxious  to  exclude  uncertain  calculations 
and  valuations  of  prospective  profits, 
which  would  be  due  to  the  expansion  of 
a  town,  and  not  to  the  outlay  of  an 
Electric  Lighting  Company.  Therefore, 
he  must  ask  their  Lordships  to  decide  on 
the  Amendment. 

On  Qnestion,  "That  the  worde  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tllause  r  "  Their  Lordships  dmd»A : — 
Contents  45 ;  Not-Oontents  10 :  Migorify 
85. 

Amendment  disagrted  U. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAHFERDOWN  said, 
that,  after  tiieir  Lordships'  decision,  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  proceed 
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with  the  remaining  •Amendments  on  tiie 

Paper. 

Lobs  HERSOHELL  sud,  He  did  not 
quite  understand  vords  about 

"  goodwill"  had  been  introduced.  He 
should  have  thought  that  if  the  under- 
taking were  purchased  on  the  terms  of 
paying  the  value  of  the  undertakiuKi 
that  would  have  covered  the  whole 
thing. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  quite 
thought  the  word  "  undertaking  "  was 

sufficient. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Loid 
Halbbuby)  said,  he  thought  that  the 
word  was  necessaxy. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  49.) 

House  acyooraedftt  a  quarter  past 
o*dook,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
paet  Two*clook. 
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Colonial  Sbrticbs  ;  Cla88  VI.— Nok-£ppkc- 
TivB  AND  Cbabitablb  Sebticbs  ;  Class  VII. 
— Miscbllaneods  ;  Rbtbnub  DBFARTHBtras 
(Vote  on  Account)  £3,624  [100]. 

Watb  and  Mbans— «MU^«f  in  OommittH— 
£1,261,076;  £12,078.800,  ConaoUdated  Fund. 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Seading  —  Army 
(Annual)*  [2021;  Isle  of  Man  (Cnatomfl)* 
f  IdO]  i  SmaU  Debts  (Scotland)  •  [42] ;  Panper 
Lunatic  Asylums  (LreUud)  (osperamiua- 
tion)*  [62]. 

Second  Seading—Seferred  to  BeUet  CommitU$^ 
Bankruptcy  Offices  (Sites)  •  [197]. 

T^ird  Reading — ^Hetehant  Shipping  (Kihiiig 
Boats)  Acts  Amendment*  [168],  andjHnwA 

ROTAI,  IRISH  CONSTABTJLABT— AL- 
LEGED  ILLEGAL  ARREST8-CHAEGE 
AGAINST  SERGEANT  WHARTON. 

Ub.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush* 
cliffe)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  tiie 
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Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
on  0th  January,  Sergeant  Wharton,  of 
the  Boyal  Irish  (iTonatabulary,  entered 
the  hoase  of  a  Mr.  John  M'NuUy,  near 
Longhglynn,  and  arrested  J.  M'Nultyand 
eight  other  persons  whom  he  found  in 
the  house ;  whether  Sergeant  Wharton 
searched  J.  U'Nulty  and  took  money 
from  his  person ;  whether,  on  U'NuUy 
objecting  to  this  treatment,  Constable 
Anderson,  who  accompanied  Sei^eant 
Wharton,  drew  a  revolver  and  threatened 
to  use  it  u^ainst  M'NuIty  and  the  others ; 
-whether  J.  U'Nultrand  the  others  were 
talran  by  Somant  Wharton  and  his  frane 
before  the  Honourable  Oharles  Ffiraneh, 
a  brother  of  Lord  de  IVeyne,  whose 
tenants  they  were  and  whose  rents  they 
were  accused  of  withholding;  whether 
the  entry  into  the  house  of  Mr.  M'Nulty 
by  the  band  of  armed  constables,  the 
arrests,  the  searching  of  Mr.  M'Nulty, 
and  the  seizure  of  his  money  were  each 
and  all  made  without  any  warrant ;  wbe> 
ther  proceedings  against  Mr.  M'Nulty 
have  recently  been  dropped  by  the  Go- 
Temment;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment propose  in  any  way  to  recompense 
M'Nulty  and  the  others  for  the  treat- 
ment they  have  received  ? 

The  ATTOBNET  GENEEAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holubs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼eraity)  (who  re^ed)  said :  John 
U'Niu^  and  nine  other  persons  were 
arrested,  as  stated  in  the  fint  paragraph 
of  the  Question,  without  a  warrant,  on  a 
charge  of  criminal  conspiracy,  when 
actuedly  engaged  in  collecting  money 
under  the  Plan  of  Gampai^,  which  was 
seized  by  the  sergeant.  They  were  at 
once  brought  before  Mr.  Ffrenoh,  as 
described  in  the  Question,  the  nearest, 
and  indeed  only,  available  magistrate. 
He  confined  himself,  after  having  taken 
an  information,  to  ordering  the  discharge 
of  nine  of  the  accused,  and  sending 
M*Nulty'B  case  for  investigation  to  Petty 
Seauona,  offering  to  accept  bail  for  his 
appearance  thereat.  A  rescue  having 
men  tiireatened  Sergeant  Wharton  drew 
Mb  revolver,  and  cautioned  the  persons 
interfering  to  stand  aside ;  but  he  used 
no  threats  to  M'Nulty.  M'Nulty  and 
five  others  were  returned  for  trial  from 
Petty  Sessions  ;  and,  as  I  have  already 
fltated,  in  answer  to  a  Question,  in  the 
exercise  of  the  discretion  I  possess  I  have 
directed  that  the  proceedings  should  not 
be  continued  by  the  Crown,  but  that  no 
recompense  will  be  paid  to  the  accused. 


Mb.  J.  E.  ELLTS :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther there  was  any  warrant  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  have  already  said 
there  was  not. 

Da.  TANNEECCorkCo.,Mid):  WUl 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
state  who  was  the  magistrate  b^ora 
whom  the  men  were  brought? 

Me.  HOLMES :  I  have  stated  it  was 
the  Mr.  Ffrench  described  in  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny.  8.):  Will 
the  right  hem.  and  learned  Qentleman 
answer  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question^whetiiOT  Se^eant  Wharton 
searched  U'Nulty  and  took  money  from 
his  person  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  Oh,  I  omitted  to 
state  that  the  sergeant  took  money 
which  had  been  collected  by  M'Nulty. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  And  the  sergeant 
was  not  entitled  to  do  so  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  hold  he  was  per- 
fectly entided  to  do  so. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)-ACCELERA- 
TION  OF  MAILS  NORTH  OF  PERTH. 
Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &o.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  (General,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  great  dissatisfaction  in  Liver- 
ness  and  the  North  of  Sootiandgenerally, 
with  the  slow  rate  at  whioh  the  London 
Day  Mail  is  oairied  bom  Perth  to  Wick 
and  Strome  Ferry,  and  of  the  fkot  that  it 
now  takes  about  10  hours  more  than  the 
London  Night  Mail  to  traverse  the  dis- 
tance between  London  and  Wick,  he  is 
willing  to  re-consider  the  possibility  of 
accelerating  the  London  Day  Mail  north 
of  Perth,  in  accordance  with  the 
Memorials  sent  in  to  him  from  the 
Northern  towns  and  counties  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  am 
aware  that  the  London  Day  Hail  is 
carried  from  Perth  to  Wi(^  and  Strome 
Ferry  by  a  sloirar  train  than  that 
employed  for  the  London  Night  Mail. 
But  the  postal  revenue  of  the  district 
would  be  altf^ether  inadequate  to  justify 
the  maintenance  of  two  Mail  Trains  a- 
day  throughout,  running  at  the  s^eed 
and  under  the  conditions  of  the  Night 
Mail  Train.  The  payments  made  for 
the  conveyance  of  Mails  north  of  Perth 
are  already  so  considerable  that  it  may 
become  a  serious  question  on  the  next 
revision  of  the  contract  whether,  if  more 
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moderate  payments  cannot  be  accepted 
by  the  Highland  Bailway  Cloia;pan^,  the 
liberal  and  ^eotive  postal  semce  in  die 
districts  traversed  by  that  line  may  not 
have  to  be  reduced.  I  am  eorry  that  I 
can  hold  out  no  expectation  of  a  oom- 
plianoe  with  the  prayer  of  the  Uemorials 
referred  to. 

CRIME  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)  — 
RETURN  OF  MURDERS  BY  ARMED 
BURGLARS,  &c. 

Sm  ALGERNON  BOBTHWIOK 
(Kensington,  S.)  a^ed  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  if  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honae  a 
Betum  stating  the  number  of  murders 
committed  by  Burglars  in  the  United 
Kingdom  during  the  past  10  years ;  how 
many  snoh  mtoderers  have  been  con- 
Tioted;  how  many  Persons  have  been 
woxmded  by  the  use  of  fire-arms  by 
burglars ;  how  many  burglars  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District  hare  avoided 
arrest  by  the  use  of  fire-arms;  and, 
whether  he  contemplates  proposing  any 
change  in  the  law  to  deter  burglars  and 
others  from  the  felonious  use  of  fire-arms 
and  other  dangerous  weapons  ? 

The  8E0EETART  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbwb)  (Birmingham,  E.):  AReturn 
Buoh  as  my  hon.  Friend  asks  for,  includ- 
ing the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
could  only  be  obtained  by  Oircnlar  from 
the  Local  Police  AnthoritieSf  and  would 
entail  much  labour  and  espense,  and  I 
regret  that  I  do  not  feel  able  to  oomply 
with  the  request.  If,  however,  hon. 
Priend  will  be  satisfied  with  a  Return 
including  onl^  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District,  I  will  ask  the  Ohief  Commis- 
sioner if  he  is  able  to  give  the  informa- 
tion, asked  for;  and,  if  so,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  lay  such  a  Return  on  the 
Table.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  pro- 
pose any  change  in  the  law  with  regard 
to  the  use  of  fire-arms  and  other 
dangerous  weapons  by  burglars. 

PAOTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT— IN- 
SPE0T0R8  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  considering  the 
limited  number  of  Inspectors  iu  Iieland 
undw  the  Factory  and  Workshops  Acts, 
and  their  consequent  inadequate  ad- 
ministration, he  will  appcnntan  additional 
number  of  practical  men  as  Factory  and 
Workshop  Inspectors  ? 

Mr.  Saiin 
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Thk  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr- 
Matthbwb)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
consulted  the  Chief  Inspector  on  this 
matter,  and  he  infbrma  me  that  he 
is  not  of  opinion  that  the  number 
of  Inspector  in  Ireland  ie  too  limited, 
or  that  the  Acts  are  inadequately 
administered.  There  are,  nnfortonatelj, 
few  industries  requiring  inspection  in 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland,  and 
complaints  as  to  evamon  of  the  Acts  in 
those  districts  are  very  rare.  The  Ibi- 
spectora  resident  in  Ireland  will  receive 
occasional  assistance  from  England ;  but 
I  have  no  intenti<m  to  add  to  the  exist- 
ing namber  of  Factory  Inspeetors. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— TOWN 
C0HUIS8I0KEBS  OF  BOYI^  CO. 
ROSOOHHON-S0B.INBPEOTOB  BAB- 

BAGE. 

Mb.  O'EELLT  (Roscommon,  N.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Ixnd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  com- 
plaints have  been  made  to  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary  by  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Boyle,  County  Ros- 
common, of  the  conduct  of  Sub-Inspector 
Babbage,  commanding  the  police  in 
Boyle,  in  disobeying  their  Orders,  and 
neglecting  to  aid  them  in  maintfluning 
good  order  in  that  town ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  70th  section 
of  17  ft  18  Viet  0.  103,  the  poliee  are 
bound  to  obey  all  proper  and  le^ 
Ordera  issued  by  the  Town  Commis^ 
sioners  for  the  government  and  good 
order  of  &e  town  f 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holues)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  would  answer  the  Quee- 
tion  on  behalf  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary.  He  had  heard  from 
the  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary 
that  a  complaint  was  made  to  him  in  re- 
gard to  the  disobeying  by  the  Consta- 
bulary of  a  particular  order  of  the  Boyle 
Town  Commissioners;  but  though  the 
Constabulary  had  directions  to  obey  all 
Tffoper  and  le^al  orders  issued  by  the 
Town  Commissioners,  with  regard  to  this 
particular  order  which  they  had  not 
carried  out  there  was  a  doubt  as  to  its 
legality. 

THE  HAGISTBACY  (IBELAKD)  —  KB. 
OEOIL  BOOHE,  B.M.,  BOTI^  00. 
BOSOOBOCON. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  (Roscommon,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Oecil  Boohe,  B.M.,  was 
sent  specially  to  Boyle  to  try  a  sum- 
mons for  non-payment  of  rates,  issued 
by  the  Town  Oommissionere  affainst 
Colonel  King-Harman,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
Webb,  J.F. ;  whether  Mr.  Boohe  ac- 
cepted 16x.  Webb's  bospitality,  and  put 
up  at  Mr.  Webb's  house  during  his 
irtay  in  Boyle ;  whether  Mr.  Boohe  dis- 
xnined  the  summons  against  the  de- 
fendants on  the  ground  that  a  question 
of  the  lawfulness  of  tbe  prosecutors' 
title  to  act  OS  Town  Oommissioners  had 
been  raised ;  whetber  Mr.  James  Oandon, 
the  present  Chairman  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners, has  been  appointed  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  by  virtue  of  his  title  as  Town 
Commissioner,  under  Section  29  of  17  & 
18  Viet.y  c.  103,  and  has  held  a  Town 
Court  fortnighUy  since  his  appointment ; 
and,  whether  Mr.  Boche  sat  and  acted 
in  the  Town  Court  on  the  9th  ultimo 
with  Mr.  Candon,  though  be  now  ques- 
tions &e  validity  of  Mr.  Candon's  claim 
to  act  as  Town  Oommismoner  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  sob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
vern^)  (who  replied)  said:  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  was  one  of  two  Besident  Magis- 
trates sent  at  the  request  of  the  Town 
Commissioners  to  hear  the  case  referred 
to.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  he  accepted 
M>.  Webb's  hospitality,  or  put  up  at 
his  house.  The  magistrates,  of  whom 
Mr.  Boche  was  one,  decided  that,  owing 
to  the  question  of  the  Town  Comnus- 
eioners'  title  pending  in  a  higher  (Tourt, 
they  could  not  dispose  of  the  question 
as  to  the  rates.  Mr.  Candon  having 
been  appointed  a  magistrate,  as  de- 
scribed, by  the  late  iSird  Chancellor, 
i£r.  Boche  has  naturally  not  felt  it 
-within  his  jurisdiotion  to  question  the 
appointment. 

MARRIAGE    LAW    (EKGLANB  AND 
WALE8)-HARRIAaE8  IN  DISSENT- 
ING CHAPELS— RE-MARRIAGE. 
Mb.  T.  BLAKE  (Gloucester,  Forest  of 
Dean)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  has 
been  able  to  obtain  more  detailed  infor- 
mation as  to  the  re- marriage  of  William 
Frederick  Jaine  with  his  wife,  Fanny 
Jaine,  at  the  parish  church  of  Kimbolton 
on  16th  February,  after  they  had  already 
been  married  at  the  Primitive  Methodist 
Obapel  in  Leominster;  whether  such 
re-marriage  wot  performed  by  the  Bev. 


Augustus  Garthwaite,  Curate  of  Kim- 
bolton,  and  with  full  knowledge  that 
the  parties  were  already  married  ;  whe- 
ther, with  such  knowledge,  he  proceeded 
to  enter  the  ceremony  as  a  marriage  in 
the  Pariah  Begtster,  and  in  the  entry 
(No.  211)  described  the  parties  as  being 
"bachelor"  and  "spinster,"  married 
after  burns ;  whe^er  the  wilful  inser- 
tion of  such  an  entry  is  made  a  felony 
by  the  Statute  24  ft  25  Vtet,,  c.  98, 
B.  36;  whethw  this  re-marri^^  was 
actually  celebrated  without  either  banns 
or  licence,  in  contravention  both  of 
Ecolestastical  Law  and  of  the  Statute  4 
Geo.  4,  c.  76,  s.  21 ;  and,  if  any  banns 
were  proclaimed,  on  what  Sundays,  and 
at  whose  request,  they  were  proclaimed, 
and  what  written  record  exists  of  the 
reclamation ;  and,  whether  he  will 
irect  the  Public  Prosecutor  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SKOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MArrHEws)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  have 
received  a  further  letter  from  the  Vicar 
of  Kimbolton  Parish,  and  have  also 
heard  from  Mr.  Squires,  the  Primitive 
Methodist  minister  at  Leominster,  as  to 
the  re-marriage  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  June. 
The  Yicar  repeats  that  his  curate  was 
not  aware  until  the  following  day  that  a 
religious  ceremony  had  been  performed  ; 
butbelieved  that  the  parties  bad  been 
married  before  the  Begistrar  only.  The 
ceremony  weis  entered  as  a  marriage  in 
the  Pansh  Begister,  the  parties  being 
described  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  Act  of  24  &  25  Viot.,  o.  98,  which 
makes  it  a  felony  to  knowingly  and  un- 
lawfully insert  in  any  Begister  any  false 
entry  of  any  matter  rdating  to  any 
marriage,  appears  rather  to  be  aimed  at 
a  different  state  of  facte  from  that  which 
I  have  mentioned.  The  marriage  was 
solemnized  without  publication  oxbanns, 
properly  so-called;  but  there  had  been 
notice  of  the  marriage  three  times  given, 
through  tiie  Begis&ar's  Office  as  pro- 
vided by  stetute,  in  lieu  of  banns.  I 
am  led  to  think  from  the  correspondence 
that  the  curate  believed  that  he  was 
entitled  to  solemnize  the  marriage  in 
church  without  banns  under  19  &  20 
Viet.,  c.  119,  s.  12,  although  no  doubt 
he  ought  not  in  such  a  case  to  have 
entered  the  marriage  in  the  Parish 
Begister.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
of  uie  case,  the  curate  seems  to  me  to 
have  acted  without  full  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  and  raUier  ftr  inewiam  than  with 
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any  fraudulent  intent;  and,  accordingly, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  advise  the  Fablio 
Prosecutor  to  interfere. 

Me.  T.  BLAKE  inquired,  whether  a 
marriage  could  be  Bolemnized  in  a  church 
without  any  other  notice  than  that  giTen 
at  a  Begistrar's  Office  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  would  like 
Notice  of  the  Question ;  bu^  so  far  as 
he  was  aware,  the  production  of  the 
Begistrar's  certificate  was  sufficient  to 
entiUe  parties  to  be  so  married. 

Mb.  T.  BLAK:E  sUted  that  the  Beore- 
tary  to  the  Begistrar  General  informed 
him  to  theoontraiy. 

ABMY-STTPPLY  OF  HOBSBS  FOB  ABaiT 
PUBFOSES. 

Sib  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  wUl  agree  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  being  appointed  to  conuder 
and  report  upon  the  supply  of  horses  for 
Army  purposes ;  and  also  to  report  whe- 
ther, in  their  opinion,  the  supply  could 
be  in  any  way  improved  by  the  action  of 
the  Legislature? 

The  SEOBETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stahhops)  (Linoolnshire,  Hoxn- 
eastle) :  We  have  oareftUly  considered 
this  matter,  and  have  oome  to  the  con- 
cHusion  that  there  would  be  no  adequate 
advantage  in  holding  an  inquiry  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House  at  the  present 
time  into  the  supply  of  horses.  The 
question  of  horse  supply  for  the  Army  is 
of  an  urgent  character;  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  precluded  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Oommittee  from  taking 
any  immediate  steps  that  may  be  neces- 
saiy, 

CANADA  AND  THE  UNITED  8TATK&- 
THE  FISHERIES  DISPUTE. 
Mb.  QOUBLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Undersecretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  now  inform  the  House 
of  the  nature  of  the  Despatch  received 
from  the  Dominion  Government  suggest- 
ing a  "  modut  vwmdi"  for  a  settlement 
of  the  Anglo-American  Fisheries  dispute, 
and  when  he  anticipates  that  further 
Correspondence  will  oe  in  the  hands  of 
Members  ;  and,  whether  the  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  bait  to  United  States 
fishermen  in  Newfoundland  whilst  per- 
mitted to  French  fishermen  is  in  har- 
mony with  "the  most  favoured  Nation" 
Clause  of  Foreign  Treaties  ? 


Thb  under  BEORETAItY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Tauss  Febqussoh)  (Man- 
chester, K.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  will  be  desirous  of  informing  the 
House  of  the  course  of  negotiations  with 
the  (Government  of  the  United  States 
upon  tiie  Fisheries  dispute  as  soon  as 
possible.  I  hope  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  Despatch  now  being  addressed  to  tiie 
United  States  Qovernment  before  the 
Easter  Becees.  I  hope  the  Honse  will 
excuse  me  from  entering  upon  the 
questions  affecting  the  Newfoundland 
Fisheries  in  a  fragmmtary  manner. 
Her  Miyeety's  Goremment  will  be  oare- 
ful  to  observe  th^  International  obliga^ 
dona,  while  having  due  regard  to  ue 
interests  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

PBISOyS  (mELAND)— OONYICT  PRI80K 
AT  GALWAY. 

Mb.  PINEEBTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  amount  has 
been  expended  of  the  £10,000  voted  last 
year  for  the  erection  of  a  Prison  at 
Qalway  for  convicts  to  be  em^yed 
upon  Harbour  works  f 

The  chief  8E0BETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BALFOtJB)  (Mandieeter,  E.)  :  Serions 
difficulties  occnned  in  the  way  of  the 
oartying  oat  of  the  proposed  wtffin ;  and 
I  am  informed  that  the  only  part  odE  the 
money  spent  is  the  anm  of  £63  paid  to 
an  engineer. 

Mr.  FINEKBTON:  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it  would 
be  adinsable,  considering  the  increased 
strain  likely  to  be  put  upon  prison  ac- 
commodation in  Ireland,  to  proceed  with 
this  work  as  expeditiously  as  possible  ? 

iin>iA— iNFAirr  mabbiage  akd  en- 

FOBCBD  WIDOWHOOD. 
Mr.  E.  B.  BUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  sanctioned,  or 
have  raised  any  objection  to,  the  follow- 
ing passage  in  the  Besolution  of  the 
Governor  General  in  Council,  on  Infant 
Muriage  and  Enforced  Widowhood, 
passed  in  October  last — 

"When  caate  or  cnatom  lays  down  a  rule 
which  is  of  its  nature  enforceable  in  the  Civil 
Courts,  bat  is  clearly  opposed  to  monlity  oi 
public  policy,  the  State  tnll  dadiiis  to  enraroe 
ftp" 

Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) : 
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Her  Majesty's  (Jorenimeiit  hare  neither 
eauotioned  nor  hare  they  nused  any  ob- 
jection to  the  passage  quoted. 

INLAITU  EEVENUE— DEED  STAMPS, 
SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  E.  B.  BUSSELti  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  present 
practice  by  which,  when  solicitors  in 
Qlasgow  luiTe  to  get  deeds  adjudicated 
upon  by  the  stamp  authorities,  in  order 
to  fix  the  duties  to  be  paid  thereon,  it 
is  necassaiy  to  employ  an  Edinbui^h 
agent  to  present  suoh  deeds  at  the  Stamp 
Offleein  tnateity,  expense  being  thereby 
incuired ;  and,  whether  the  Qaremment 
will  take  steps  to  arrange  that  in  such 
cases  deeds  may  be  handed  in  at  the 
Qlasgow  Stamp  Office  and  transmitted 
I  by  the  Glasgow  authorities  to  Edin- 
burgh? 

i  The  r^ED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews nnirersities),  in  reply,  said,  the 
facts  were  as  stated  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question;  but  whenever  the  in- 
convenience complied  of  was  pointed 
out  to  the  Boara  of  Inlaod  Bevenue, 
they  proceeded  to  have  it  remedied,  and 
arraoged  with  their  solicitor  in  Edin- 
burgh that  he  should  receive  direct 
iiam.  BoUoiton  in  Glasgow,  by  post,  all 
deeds  for  adjudication,  without  employ- 
ing any  agents  in  E^nburgh. 

EVICnONS.  fto.  (IRELAND}— SELATIOK 
OP  LANDLORDS   AND  TENANTS- 
ALLEGED  CIBCULAR  TO  THE  POLICE. 
Me.  0'3X)HEBTTr   (Donegal,  N.) 
ashed  the  Ohief  Secreta^  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
given  at  Lifford,  County  Donegal,  in  the 
case  of  Hannah  O'Donnell,  charged 
with  having  taken  forcible  possession  in 
Gweedore ;  whether  there  is  now  in 
Miatence  a  Circular  to  the  police,  such 
as  was  deposed  to  in  that  case  by  Ser- 
'    geant  Manonj,  directing  the  police  to 
interrogate  tenants  as  to  their  relations 
I     with,  laodlordfl,  and  to  demand  posses* 
•ion,  or  otherwise  act  as  bailiffs  for  the 
owans of  property;  and,  if  he  will  lay 
a  copy  of  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  f 

The  ohief  SEOBETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
^    Baijoite)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  seen  some  in- 
Qorrect  report  of  the  jHroceedings.  I  am 


infbrmed  that  Sergeant  Mahony  gave 
no  suoh  evidence.  There  is  no  such 
Circular  as  is  suf^ested  in  the  Question. 

Me.  O'DOHEBTY  :  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  police 
so  acted,  as  the  informations  in  the  case 
show  f  I  can  give  the  rig^t  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  copy  of  the  informations. 

[No  reply.] 

POSTOFFIOE  (IRELAND)-EXTRA  DUTY 
IN  TRAVELLING  POST  OFFICES  AT 
CHRISTMAS. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Why  payment  for 
extra  duty,  performed  during  the 
Christmas  pressure  in  the  travelling 
post  offices  in  Ireland,  has  not  yet  been 
made;  if  he  can  state  why  payments 
for  extra  duty  done  in  this  bnmoh  of 
the  Service  are  not  made  as  punctually 
as  in  other  departments  of  the  Dublin 
Post  Office ;  and,  when  these  payments 
will  be  made  P 

The  FOSTMASTEB  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  Univerflity) :  Con- 
siderable delay  in  making  these  pay- 
ments has  been  caused  by  certain  officers 
of  the  travelliag  post  themselves,  who 
omitted  to  submit  their  claims  with  suffi- 
cient promptitude.  The  amounts  have 
now  been  passed  and  instractions  issued 
for  payment. 

BURIALS— THE  BURIAL  GROUND  AT 
LLANFBOTHEN,  HEBIONETHSHIRE. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  old 
burial  ground  of  the  parish  of  Llan- 
frothen,  Merionethshire,  has,  for  some 
^ears,  been  too  full  to  allow  of  any  more 
interments  in  it ;  whether,  20  years  ago, 
a  lady  presented  to  the  pariah  a  piece  of 
ground  adjoiuing  the  old  burial  ground ; 
and,  whether  the  present  incumbent  of 
the  parish  refuses  to  Nonconformist 
parishioners  the  right  of  availing^ them- 
selves of  the  provisions  of  "  The  Burials 
Act,  1880,"  in  burials  in  the  additional 
portion  (rf  the  parish  burial  ground; 
and,  if  so,  whetlier  he  can  take  steps  to 
prevent  this  defeat  of  the  law  f 

The  SECBETABT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  tiiis  morning  from  the 
Bector  of  Llanfrothen,  who  informs  me 
that  the  burial  ground  of  the  parish  is 
not  full,  that  many  burials  taike  place 
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then  annually,  Hie  last  having  taken 
place  on  the  17th  instant.  It  is  a  fact 
that  a  piece  of  land  was  presented  to  the 
parish  by  a  lady  for  burial  purposes,  but 
on  the  condition  that  the  service  should 
be  conducted  according  to  the  rites  of 
the  Church  of  England.  This  piece  of 
land  was  conveyed  to  trustees  under  36 
and  37  Vict.,  c.  oO.  Presuming  that 
the  condition  attached  to  the  devise  was 
inserted  in  the  conveyance,  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1 880  do  not  seem  to  me  to 
hare  been  evaded ;  for  Clause  9  of  that 
Statute  enacts  that  ^e  Act  shall  not  au- 
thorise the  burial  of  any  person  without 
the  performance  of  any  express  condi- 
tion, on  which  any  right  of  interment  in 
an^  burial  ground  vested  in  trustees,  not 
being  the  burial  ground  of  the  parish, 
may  naTe  been  granted. 

AaSIOITLTURAL  BTATIBTICS  —  COM- 
PARATIVE  RETURN,  1881  TO  1886. 
Me.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Buchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  cEdled  to  the  "  Betum  of  the  value 
of  live  stock  and  crops,  showing  the 
numbers,  at  various  ages,  of  cattle  and 
dieep,  and  the  estimated  produce  of  the 
crops,  with  the  average  prices  of  each 
year  and  of  each  kind  from  1881  to 
1886,"  prepared  for  the  I^^yal  Commis- 
sion on  "  The  Land  Law  (Lreland)  Act, 
18S1,"  and  mentioned  at  page  0  of  the 
Beport  of  the  said  Oommission;  and, 
whether  he  would  consent  to  a  similar 
Betum  being  prepared  for  England  and 
Wales,  BO  as  to  assist  landowners  and 
tenant  farmers  in  effecting  equitable  re- 
adjustments of  rents  ? 

Th»  FIEST  LOED  op  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Agricultural  Department  will  oonaider 
the  Eetum  referred  to,  which  has  now 
been  printed,  and  will  decide  whether  it 
is  possible  to  prepare  a  similar  Return 
for  England  and  Wales. 

AOEIOULTURAL  DEPARTMENT  —  BE- 
PORT  FOR  1886. 
Mb.  O'DOHEBTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dndiy  of 
Lancaster,  When  tiie  Beport  of  the 
Agricultural  Department  of  the  Privy 
Oouncil  for  the  yeu  1886  will  b*  pre- 
sented? 

Thb  first  LOED  or  thi  TEEA- 
8UBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 

Mr,  lUithKt 


Westminster)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
whole  of  the  Report  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  printer,  and  it  will  be  preeented 
before  the  end  of  the  month. 

CONTAGIOnS     DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT  —  IMPORTATION    OP  CATM 
AFFECTED  WITH  PLEURO-PNSnUO- 
NIA  FROM  IRELAND. 
Ma.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarehira) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  Uie  Dutdiy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  steps  the  Irish  Executive 
propose  taking  to  prevent  the  shipment 
from  Dublin  of  cattle  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia ;  whether  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  consider  the  proposed 
new  arrangements  satisfactory ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  state  what  oourss 
the  Department  proposes  to  adopt :  and, 
if  he  will  lay  the  Correspondsnos  rusting 
to  the  subject  upon  tne  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  or  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Irish  Government  have  passed  Orders 
prohibiting  the  movement  of  catUe  out 
of  the  infected  districts  in  Dublin  and 
the  neighbourhood  without  the  special 
sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  and 
further  measures  suggested  by  the  Privy 
Council  in  this  country  are  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Insh  Oovemment. 
The  Correspondence  is  not  complete,  and 
cannot,  therefore,  be  laid  on  the  Tabls 
at  presott. 

METROPOUS-anTS  HOSPITAL. 

Ma.  W.  J.  GOBBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  on  the 
afternoon  of  14th  March,  a  man  named 
Stack,  suffering  from  a  fractured  le^, 
applied  for  sui^oal  aid  at  Guy's  Hospi- 
tal, and  his  case  was  not  attended  to  till 
1  a.m.  on  the  following  morning ;  whe- 
ther, on  the  same  morning,  after  the  leg 
was  set,  he  was  ordered  to  leave  the 
place,  as  there  was  no  room  for  him,  n 
relative  having  to  ^wn  her  wedding 
ring  to  pay  for  a  pair  of  crutches  sup- 
plied by  the  Hospitsl ;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  case? 

The  SEOBETABT  ov  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmiu^iam,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Medual  Superintendent 
of  Guy's  Hosptsl  that  the  facts  of 
Stack's  ease  are  as  follows:— Stack  WM 
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bnmaht  to  the  Hosjntal  at  7  p.m.  on 
Monday,  and  vas  found  to  be  snflfering 
from,  a  eimple  fracture  of  the  small  bone 
of  his  leg.  He  was  taken  into  the  acci- 
dent ward  for  the  night  and  received 
immediate  attendance ;  and,  as  is  usual 
in  the  case  of  similar  injuries,  the  limb 
was  temporarily  placed  in  sandbags,  and 
in  the  course  of  a  few  hours,  between 
1 1  and  12,  the  limb  was  put  up  perma- 
nently in  plaster  of  Paris  bandages. 
Stack  was  discharged  on  the  following 
day  with  a  pair  of  crutches  supplied  at 
the  expense  of  the  Hospital,  and  with- 
out any  charge  to  Stack  or  his  relatires. 
He  was  discharged  in  the  ordinary 
course,  and  not  for  want  of  room.  When 
Stack  came  to  the  Hospital  every  bed  in 
the  ward  was  occupied ;  bat  one  of  the 
oooupants,  who  was  leaving  the  next 
morning,  was  placed  on  a  stretcher,  and 
thus  made  room  for  Stack.  The  Hos- 

Sital  Authorities  seem  to  me  to  have 
one  alt  that  was  proper  on  this  occasion. 

BOABD  OF  WORKS  (IBELAND)— FUB- 
THEB  EXPENDITUEE  REQUIRED 
FOR  COMPLETION  OF  ARKLOW 
HARBODR  —  STATEMENT  OF  THE 
TOWN  C0MMI8SI0NEES  OF  ARKLOW. 
Mb.  W.  J.  OOEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
aaked  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Lords  the 
Treasury  have  oonudered  the  statement 
of  the  Town  Oommiauoiura  of  Arklow, 
in  which  they  protest  against  tiie  pro- 
posal of  the  Board  of  Works  to  raise  an 
additional  loan,  on  the  guarantee  of  the 
rates,  of  £4,325  to  complete  the  har- 
bour; whether  it  is  alleged  that  the 
original  sum  of  £20,000,  for  which  a 
baronial  guarantee  was  given,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Treasury  Gruit^  was  ample 
to  do  the  work,  but  for  the  large  siun 
expended  in  repairing  damages,  owing 
to  the  oollapee  of  the  breakwater  during 
its  construction;  and,  whether,  under 
the  oircumstances,  the  Treasury  will  in- 
crease the  grant  by  a  sum  sufficient  to 
put  the  harbour  in  working  order  ? 

Thb  BEOBETABT  (Mr.  Jaoksoh) 
(Leeds,  N. ):  The  statement  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  considered. 
It  is  alleged  that  the  original  sum  was 
ample.  Addttifflial  expenditure  was, 
howevOT,  necessary  in  coneequence  of 
damage  done  by  storms  during  the  pro- 

f ress  of  the  work,  and  of  delay  caused 
y  discussion.  In  June  last  year  a  joint 
deputation  of  the  Town  Oommisuoners 


of  Arklow  and  the  local  Harbour  Oom- 
mittee  imanimoiiBly  approved  the  oom- 
pletiott  of  the  south  pior  on  the  Board  of 
Works'  plan.  Unless  the  Town  Oom- 
missioners  are  prepared  to  guarantee  ia 
the  terms  of  the  Act  the  additional 
capital  required,  I  fear  that  the  proposed 
north  groyne  cannot  be  proceeded  with ; 
but  experience  may  show  that  it  is  not 
necessary.  Two  eminent  engineeta  who 
were  called  in  are  of  opinion  that  ex- 
perience might  show  that  the  works 
already  done  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
purposes  of  a  harbour. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)  — 
MEDAL  TO  THE  SUAKIN  REOI- 
MENTS,  188$. 

OoLOKEL  KENG-HABUAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet)  asked  the  Secretory  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  can  hold  out 
a  hope  that  the  Egyptian  medal  will 
soon  be  given  to  the  officers  and  men, 
including  the  Indian  Native  Begiments, 
who  served  around  Suakin  in  1885  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  Egyptian  medal  has  already  been 
issued  to  all  British  and  Indian  troops 
who  served  at  Suakin  during  any  part 
of  the  period  from  the  26th  of  March, 
1884,  to  the  14th  of  May,  1 885,  which  has 
been  held  to  be  the  limit  of  the  period 
of  warlike  operations  for  which  the 
medal  ie  granted.  I  am  afraid  I  can 
hold  oat  no  hope  that  the  question  can 
be  reH>pened. 

PALACE  0FWEST1IINSTE&-YE3IT]IjA- 

TIOK  OF  THIS  HOUSE-COOKSON'S 

WHARF,  MILLBANE. 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether,  as  steted  in 
the  Report  of  Mr.  Fletcher,  the  Inspec- 
tor under  the  Alkali  Acts,  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Yentilation  of 
the  House,  there  exists,  a  few  yards 
south  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  at 
Ooolaon's  Wharf,  MiUbank,  a  refuse 
heap,  upon  which  casteway  bedding, 
rags,  bones,  hair,  animalandregetoblere- 
fuse  out  of  Weatoainster  is  burnt  periodi- 
cally at  night,  as  oocanon  requires  ; 
and,  whether,  if  correct,  be  proposes  to 
do  anything  to  mitigate  this  nuisance  ? 

The  PRESID^T  (Mr.  Bitohxb) 
(Tower  Hamlete,  St.  George^s):  Mr. 
Fletcher,  in  his  Report,  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  unpleasant  smell,  re- 
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sembling  that  of  burning  animal  mat- 
ter, experienced  on  the  vest  side  of  the 
Housea  of  Parliament,  early  in  the 
morning  of  July  9,  1884,  arose  from  the 
burning  of  some  refase  material  at 
Cookson's  Wharf,  Millbank.  I  am  in- 
formed by  Mr.  Fletcher  that  subsequent 
inquiry  has  shown  that  this  burning  of 
refuse  was  an  isolated  act,  in  violation  of 
orders,  which  has  not  been  repeated. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked,  whether  the  establishment 
referred  to,  not  being  carried  on  for  the 
ptnposeof  mannfaotore,  was  not  exempt 
from  the  operation  of  the  Factory 
Acts? 

Mb.  KETOHIE  said,  that  was  an  en- 
tirely new  point.  The  Question  put  to 
him  was  as  to  the  nuisance,  end  as  to 
that  he  had  replied  that  it  was  an  iso- 
lated act,  and  had  not  been  repeated. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  BOTAL 
NIGER  COMPANY. 

Me.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  in  the  recent 
ehanges  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
Oovemment  of  the  Niger,  sufficient 
steps  were  taken  to  secure  the  assent  of 
the  natives  to  the  new  arrangements ; 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  Hoase  evidence  to  show  that  the 
natives  wwe  parties  to  the  establishment 
of  the  authority  of  tiie  Boyal  Niger 
Company ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  in- 
formation to  show  whether  the  late  dis- 
tnrbanoes  were  dae  in  any  way  to  the 
natives  resenting  the  imposition  by  the 
Oompany  of  heavy  taxes,  to  which  they 
were  not  accustomed  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FEEOtissoif)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  Oharterto  the  Boyal 
Niger  Oompany  was  granted  after  most 
mature  consideration.  There  is  abun- 
dant evidence  as  to  the  general  assent  of 
the  Natives,  over  230  Treaties  having 
been  concluded  witii  the  Company.  It 
is  not  proposed  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
these  Treaties,  which,  indeed,  would  be 
nusleadiDg,  as  they  contained  clauses 
pving  ^dasiTe  rights  which  have  be- 
come inoperatiTe  imdor  the  Charter. 
Beports  show  that  the  recent  disturb- 
ances arose  from  robberies  by  a  Native 
Chief,  and  not  from  the  imposition  of 
taxes. 

Mr.  £mi0 


EDUCATTON  CODE,  1887— CLASS 
SUBJECTS— WELSH. 

Mb.  W.  ABBAHAM  (aiamorgsn. 
Bhondda)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Coundl  on  Bducatioo, 
Whether  Welsh  will  be  included  among 
the  class  subjects  under  Article  15  it 
the  Education  Code  now  lyings  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wur 
LiAM  Haet  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
The  hon.  Member  is  aware  that  Welili 
is  now  a  "  specific  subject " — that  is,  it 
is  taught  to  individual  scholars,  and 
grants  are  made  in  respect  oi  each  child 
who  passes ;  but  I  am  not  t>repaTed  to 
make  Weldi  a  "class  subjeci,"  and, 
therefore,  to  refuse  all  grants  unlen 
the  language  ia  taught  tnionglioiit  the 
school. 

EDUCATION  DEPABTBIENT— THB  HEW 
CODE,  18S7— FITPIL  TEACHERS  AS 
QUEEN'S  SCHOLARS. 

Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Bhondda)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Cjommittee  of  Council  on  EdacatioQ, 
Whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  so  altering  Article  124  of  the  Educa- 
tion CTode  so  as  to  allow  pupil  teachers 
in  Wales  to  be  presented  for  examina- 
tion as  Queen's  Scholars  who  have  been 
under  instruction  for  the  prescribed  time 
at  one  of  the  three  Universi^  Collies 
of  Caidiflf,  Abeiystwith,  and  Bangor, 
without  reeidenoe  at  the  Training  Col- 
lege? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wn^ 
LiAu  Haet  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
It  would  be  difficult  to  accept  on  the 
part  of  pupil  teachers  in  Wales  instruc- 
tion at  the  three  UniverBity  CoU^fes  of 
Cardiff,  Aberystwitb,  and  Bangor  as 
equivalent  to  residence  in  a  Training 
College,  for  the  syllabus  of  subjects,  the 
study  of  which  it  is  thought  necessary 
to  enforce  on  candidates  for  certificates, 
is  not  adopted  at  those  Colleges,  and 
students  would,  tiierefore,  be  ^aced  at 
a  disadvantage  in  the  examination,  and 
would  be  less  eligible  as  teachers  after- 
wards. 

EDDCATXOlir  SEFARTHBNT— THE  NEW 
CODE,  18S7— WELSH-SFEAKINa  DIS- 
TRICTS. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Yioe  President  of  the  Oom- 
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mittee  of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  "Class  Subjects"  of  Ar- 
ticle 15  of  the  Education  Code,  the 
Education  Department  will  sanction  an 
altematire  scheme  of  English  adapted 
to  schools  in  Welsh-Bpeaking  dietricta  ; 
whether,  in  the  **  Elementary  Subjects," 
bi-ltn^ual  reading  books,  of  the  ordi- 
nary size,  may  be  used  in  Welsh  schools ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  in 
Wales  are  in  a  position  to  suggest  such 
a  Boheme  of  bi-lingual  teaching,  and,  if 
approved,  whether  it  will  be  inserted  in 
Schedules  I.  and  II.  of  the  Code ;  and, 
whether  such  a  scheme  will  be  made 
equally  applicable  to  evening  schools  in 
Wales? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
XJAH  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  hon.  Member  is  aware  that  in 
Welsh'Speaking  districts  it  is  already 
provided  that  the  intelligence  of  the 
children  examined  in  any  elementary  or 
elaas  subject  may  be  tested  by  requiring 
them  to  explain  in  Welsh  the  meaning 
of  passages  read,  and  I  know  of  no  rea* 
son  to  objeot  to  the  use  of  bi-lingual 
reading  books.  Theforthooming(}eneTal 
Beport  on  Wales,  which  will  be  pub- 
lished separately,  will  show  the  attitude 
of  Her  Majesty  s  Inspectors  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  will,  I  hope,  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Department  is  not 
insensible  to  its  importanoe. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 
CODE.  1887— THE  WEUiH  AND  GAELIC 
LANQUAOES-PUPIL  TEACHERS. 

Mb.  T.  £.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Tioe  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther, for  many  years  up  to  1862,  a  grant 
vas  made  by  the  Government  to  the 
pupil  teachers  who  successfully  passed 
in  Welsh  or  Gaelic,  and  who  taught  in 
Bchools  in  Welsh  or  Gaelic-speaking 
districts ;  whether  the  Scotch  Education 
Code  of  1887  allows  pupil  teachers  to 
obtain  marks  in  Gaelic  grammar,  trans- 
lation, and  composition,  in  their  admis- 
eion  examination  to  the  Training  Col- 
leges, and  directs  a  grant  to  be  made  to 
pupil  teachers  employed  in  giving  bi- 
lineual  instruction,  to  Gaelic-speaking 
children ;  and,  whether  the  Education 
Department  will  add  Welsh  to  the  four 
languages  in  Schedule  Y.,  Section  10,  of 
the  JIducation  Code,  and  dii»t  &  grant 
to  be  made  to  pupU  teoohezli  employed 
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in  giving  bi-lingual  instruction  to 
Welsh  children  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAM  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford):' 
A  g^ant  was  formerly  made  to  certificated 
teachers  under  the  circumstances  de- 
scribed in  the  Question;  and  by  the 
Scotch  Code  of  the  present  year  the 
customary  grant  is  made  in  respect  of 
pupil  teachers  employed  for  the  special 
purpose  of  giving  oi-lingual  instruction, 
but  not  required  to  make  up  the  mini- 
mum staff.  I  am  not,  however,  as  at 
present  advised,  prepared  to  make  the 
changes  suggested  in  the  last  part  of 
the  Question. 

ADMIRALTY  —  DRAWINGS  SUPPLIED 
TO  FOREIGN  POWERS. 
Sia  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  there  oreonyRnles 
in  force,  and  what  is  the  practice,  in 
regard  to  the  supply  of  drawings  or 
information  to  Foreign  Powers,  or  in- 
dividuals, of  vessels,  &c.,  constructed  in 
the  Royal  Dockyards,  or  by  firms  or  Com- 
panies outside  of  the  Dockyards;  whe- 
ther such  drawings  or  information  are 
sometimes  supplied  under  the  authority 
of  the  Admir^ty ;  whether  any  moneys 
have  been  received  by  the  Admir^ty 
for  their  supply  ;  and,  whether  any  fur- 
ther steps  will  be  taken  in  regard  to 
designs  which  may  be  considered  to  be 
of  a  more  confidential  character  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Gkohob 
Hauiltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is 
contrary,  both  to  Bales  and  existing 
practice,  for  Government  gmphjfdt  to 
supply  drawings  of  ships  constructed  in 
the  Royal  Dockyards  either  to  Foreign 
Powers  or  to  individuals.  Certain  ex- 
ceptions to  these  Rules  have  at  tim^ 
been  made  with  the  approval  of  the 
Admiralty ;  and  in  these  cases  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  employment  of 
extra  draftsmen  have  been  refunded 
by  the  persons  for  whom  the  drawings 
were  made.  Private  firms  tendering  for 
the  construction  of  ships  and  engines 
are,  of  necessity,  supplied  with  specifi- 
cations and  drawings.  New  Regulations 
are  about  to  be  issued  in  reference  to 
the  publication  of  confidential  designs. 

INDIA-THE  PISHIN  FRONTIER. 
De.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  TTn.lflF  8wiW||ft]7  of  State  far  India, 
Ifthtt^iHMMlibeli  thatt^e  In* 
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dian  OoTdrnment  are  about  to  post  a 
force  of  observation  on  the  Fishin 
Frontier;  if  the  Govemment  propose 
entering  Afghan  territory ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  intend  aflfording  and  material 
or  Bubsidiaxy  support  to  the  Ameer  of 
AfgbauiBtan  in  case  of  a  Bussiau  ad- 
vance? 

Thb  TTNDER  SEOEETART  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jomx  Gobbt)  (Chatham) : 
The  Seoretaiy  of  State  has  no  informa- 
tion which  oorroborates  the  statement 
z^erred  to,  nor  luw  he  any  reason  to 
suppose  that  Bnssia  is  oontomplating 
an  advance  against  Afghanistan  ;l>ut  he 
has  not  authorized  me  to  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  course  he  would  take 
should  such  be  the  case. 

THE  UAGIBTA^OT  (IBELANDj-IBRG- 
GtlLAR  BBTENTION  AT  NEW  BOSS 
POLICE  STATION. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  (for 
Ur.  J.  E.  Beduond)  (Wexford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
'Whether  John  Malone  and  Biohard 
Uagee,  who  were  arrested  and  lodged  in 
New  Boss  Ff^oe  Station  on  the  21st 
February  last,  on  a  charge  of  insubor- 
dination, and  who  wrae  on  the  following 
day  brought  before  a  magistrate,  in  a 
room  of  ue  police  station,  and  by  him 
sentenced  to  three  monttis' imprisonment, 
were  before  sentence  asked  to  give  bail 
for  their  appearance  at  the  then  next 
Petty  Sessions  for  the  district ;  whether 
he  will  state  the  amount  of  bail  required 
by  the  magistrate  in  each  case ;  and, 
whether  the  prisoners  declared  that  they 
were  unable  to  give  such  bail  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tfersity),  in  reply,  said,  the  prisoners 
had  been  inmates  of  the  New  Boss 
Workhouse,  and  had  raised  no  objection 
to  their  being  tried  by  the  magistrate. 
The  charge  against  them  was  not  insub- 
ordination. They  were  oonvioted  under 
the  Vagrancy  Act  for  being  found 
loitering  for  an  illegal  purpose ;  and  the 
fact  fhtit  the  ma^stnto  did  not  ask 
them  could  thcr^  give  bail  did  not  affect 
the  legality  of  the  decision. 

Ms.  SEXTON  asked,  was  not  the 
magistrate  bound,  under  the  22nd 
section  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act,  to  call  upon  the  prisoners  to  find 
bail ;  and,  whether  the  failure  to  do  eo 
did  not  render  the  decision  illegal? 

iV.  AfHMT 


Ma.  HOLMES  said*  the  magistrate 
was  not  required  to  do  so  in  the  case  in 

question. 

DEYELOPKENT  OF  THE  BEROUB0B3 
OF  IRELAND-THE  SOTAL  COM- 
MISSION. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BtrSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Boyal  Oommission  on  the  Development 
of  the  Besouices  of  Ireland  have  con- 
cluded their  inquiries  regarding  arterial 
drainage ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  will 
report  upon  Uiat  subject  prior  to  their 
entering  upon  the  consideratiou  of  the 
other  questions  referred  to  them  P 

Ths  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A 
J.  Bai^ub)  (Manohestar,  E.) :  I  under- 
stand  from  the  Boyal  Oommiseionen 
that  they  have  practically  completed 
their  inquiry  upon  the  subject  of  artorisl 
drunage;  and,  in  accordance  with  the 

Sromise  oonv^ad  by  my  Predecessor  in 
iffice  to  a  deputetion  of  which  the  hos. 
Member  was  one,  they  intend  making  s 
separate  Beport  upon  this  part  of  the 
Beferenoe  to  them.  They  are  now  en- 
gaged on  the  preparation  of  that  Beport 

ORmE  AND  OUTRAOE  (IBELAKD)- 
THE  BIOTS  AT  TOUGHAL-LETTES 
OF  CAPTAIN  PLTJNKETT. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Bughjr) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
police  officer,  to  whom  Captain  Plunkett 
telegraphed  not  to  hesitote  to  shoot  the 
people  of  Toughal  if  it  should  be  necss- 
sary,  was  County  Inspector  Brown^f^ ; 
whether  County  Inspector  Brownrigg 
was  recently    summoned  before  tht 
Youghal  Bench  for  an  assault  upon  l 
local  merchant,  and  fined ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  entrust  this  officer  in  future 
with  such  discretionanr  powra  as  is 
named  in  the  telegram  7 

Thb  CHIEF  SECBETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bai^oub)  (Manchester,  E.^£  The 
telegram  sent  by  Captun  Flunket&  was 
addressed  to  County  Inspector  Brdmii> 
rigg.  With  regard  to  the  ciroumataniSM 
of  the  case  mentioned  in  the  secoiKL 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  have  to^ 
say  what  was  stated  by  my  Predecessor 
on  a  previous  occasion  —that  County  In- 
spector Brownrigg  was  summoood  for  an 
alleged  assault  while  in  the  dischu^ 
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of  his  police  duties,  and  vas  fined  a 
farthing,  without  costs — the  presiding 
magistrate,  in  announcing  the  decision 
of  the  Bench,  stating  thatthe  case  ought 
not  to  have  been  brought  into  Oourt. 

WANDSWORTH  COMMON  —  VICTORIA 
PATRIOTIC  ASYLTTH  FOR  GIRLS. 
3£b.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Seeietaiy  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, prior  to  nanting  a  lease  of  laud 
attached  to  the  victoria  Patriotic  Asylum 
for  Girls  on  Wandsvorth  Common,  held 
in  charitable  trust,  the  I£oyal  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Patriotic  Fund  sought 
and  obtained  the  consent  of  the  Charity 
Oommissioners? 

The  SECRETAET  op  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
I  am  advised  that  the  Oommissioners  of 
the  Boyal  Patriotic  Fund  would  not  be 
required  by  law  to  obtain  the  assent  of 
the  Charity  Oommissioners  to  the  grant 
by  them  of  a  lease  of  land  for  21  years. 

LAW  AND  JTTSTICB  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
OFITOE  OF  CROWN  AGENT  —  MR. 
AULDJO  JAMIESON. 

Db.  OLABK  (Oaidiness)  asked  the 
Lord  AdTocate,  whether  Ux.  Aoldjo 
JamieBOOi  Grown  Aeent  for  Scotland, 
is  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Todds, 
Murray,  and  Jamieson,  who  act  as 
estate  agents;  whether  the  said  firm 
are  agents  for  the  Ardencaple  Estate, 
ArgyUshire,  where  a  deforcement  took 
place  in  connection  with  the  eviction  of 
a  fanner  named  M'Dougal,  and  for 
which  Samuel  U'Bougal  has  been  tried 
and  imprisoned ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  require  that  so  important 
and  responsible  an  official  as  the  Crown 
Agent  shall  act  as  the  servant  of  the 
Crown  alone,  and  not  as  an  estate  agent 
in  cases  that  may  come  before  him  in 
his  pablio  capacity  7 

The  LOBD  ADYOOATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodoitald)  (Edinburgli  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universitie^ :  I  answer  the 
two  first  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  in  the  affirmative.  As 
regards  the  third  paragraph,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Crown  Agent,  in  matters  of 
prosecution  for  crime,  is  solely  an  ad- 
ministrative official,  and  oases  in  no  way 
oome  before  him  in  that  capacity.  They 
are  dealt  with  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
and  his  deputies,  without  consultation 
with  the  Orown  Agent  of  any  kind ;  and 
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it  would  be  quite  out  of  his  province  for 
him  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
proceedings,  and  he  never  does  so.  It 
IS  not  intended  to  make  any  alteration 
on  the  existing  practice. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
PUPIL  TEACHEEIS. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Seoretarrto  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  teachers  of 
national  schools  in  Ireland,  seeking  pro- 
motion from  the  third  to  the  second 
class,  are  required  to  present  at  the  an- 
nual results  examinations  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  their  pupils  in  the  higher 
classes;  whether  by  this  rule  several 
teachers  are  debarred  from  all  hope  of 
promotion,  in  consequence  of  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  their  schools  are  situate 
being  so  thinly  populated,  and  so  poor, 
the  people  in  many  instances  being  un- 
able to  provide  clothes  for  their  children, 
that  it  is  impossible  for  the  teacher  to 
secure  the  required  minimum  attendance 
of  100  days  of  the  requisite  number  of 
pupils  to  qu^ify  for  presentation  at  the 
results  examinations,  while  in  such 
sohodls  tiie  number  of  passes  in  many 
oases  on  the  whole  average  87  per  cmt; 
and,  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  is  prepared  to  recommend  a  modi- 
fication of  this  rule  in  certain  oases 
where  the  diligence  and  efficiency  of  the 
teachers  are  undisputed  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEGBETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bajlvoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Oom- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  every  national  school  teacher 
seeking  improved  status  and  remunera- 
tion is  expected  by  the  Commissioners 
to  have  such  a  fair  proportion  of  pupils 
in  the  higher  classes  as  the  oircam- 
stances  of  his  school — whether  in  a 
thinly-populated  district  or  not— war- 
rant, ana  to  have  both  junior  and 
senior  pupils  carefully  instructed.  While 
there  is  no  absolute  rule  fixing  any  pre- 
cise number  of  pufuls  for  the  higher 
classes,  the  existence  of  such  classes  in 
other  than  infant  sohods  is  always  an 
important  element  in  detormining  the 
admission  of  teaohers  to  examination 
with  a  view  to  promotion. 

POST  OFFIOE— COMMISSION  ON 
POSTAL  OEDEES. 
Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  la  true  that  a  scheme  has 
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been  eubmitted  to  Mm  vbioh  will  in- 
sure a  proportionate  commisBion  on  all 
postal  orders ;  and,  whether  the  Depart- 
ment intends  to  adopt  that  or  some 
Bvatem  founded  on  similar  lines? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikks)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
have  received,  a  few  days  ago,  from  my 
noblo  IVtend  the  Member  for  the  St. 
Alban's  Division  of  Hertfordshire  (Yis- 
oount  Grimston)  a  scheme  snoh  as  that 
referred  to,  and  it  is  now  undergoing  a 
careful  examination.. 

POST  OFFICE— CHARaES  AT 
BHANaHAI. 

Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  British 
merchants  in  Shanghai  can  send  their 
letters  through  the  French  Post  Office 
there  for  conveyance  to  Europe  by  the 
English  steamers  of  the  Feoiosular  and 
Oriental  Company  at  the  rate  of  2^d.  per 
half  ounce,  while  the  same  letters,  if 
sent  through  the  British  Post  Office  at 
Shanghai,  also  for  Europe,  would  be 
charged  bd. ;  and,  whether  be  is  dis- 
posed to  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
apparent  anomaly  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikbb)  (Cambridge  University)  :  Yes ; 
I  am  aware  of  the  circumstance  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  called  attention. 
The  explanation  is  that  the  French  Post 
Office  does  not  avail  itself  of  the  option 
given  by  the  Postal  Union  Convention 
of  oolleoting  additional  postage  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  conveyance  to  distant 
places,  while  the  British  Post  Office  does 
aviul  itself  of  that  option.  In  the  case 
referred  to,  the  French  Office  does  not 
inour  a  loss  in  sending  the  letters  by 
British  panels  for  2^d. :  but  even  at 
the  5d.  rate  a  considerable  loss  is  in- 
curred by  the  British  Office,  because  it 
has  to  pay  heavily,  not  only  for  the  sea 
service,  but  also  for  a  special  train 
service  across  Italy  and  France.  Ob- 
viously, any  reduction  of  the  British 
postage  would  involve  additional  loss  ; 
and  I  am  not  ^pared  at  present  to 
recommend  the  TxwBxay  to  inour  that 
loss. 

INDIA  (UAI>RAB)-FLA1ITATI0NS  OF 
CINCHONA. 

Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 

Mr.  Smmihr  Statm 


State  for  India,  Whether  the  OoTem- 
ment  of  Madras  planted  cinchona  for  tlie 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  febrifuge  for  the 
Native  classes ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
sales  of  Government  bark  are  advertised 
in  London  papers;  that  the  bark  comes 
to  Europe  fox  the  manufacture  of 
quinine ;  and  which  drug  being  retailed 
at  an  average  of  some  SOO  per  cent  above 
the  wholesale  price  (which  to-day  is  2*.  ftd. 
per  ounce  for  the  best)  puts  it  wholly  and 
totally  beyond  the  means  of  the  classea 
the  Madras  Govomment  intended  to 
benefit ;  and,  whether  the  present  method 
of  selling  its  bark  in  the  open  market  in 
Madras  is  contrarv  to  the  understandiDS* 
arrived  at  when  the  Government  ceased 
to  export  bark  on  its  own  account  ? 

The  under  SBOBETABY  ov 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gkmn)  (Chatham) : 
One  of  the  objects,  but  not  the  only  one, 
of  planting  cinchona,  was  that  stated. 
Government  bark  is  advertised  for  sale 
in  London,  and  comes  to  England  for 
the  manufacture  of  quinine.  Govern- 
ment gets  quinine  for  its  Medical  De- 
partments at  wholesale  prices,  and 
makes  the  "Bed  Bark"  into  an  etfeo- 
tive  febrifuge  cheap  enough  to  be  withia 
the  reach  of  all  classes.  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  is  the  "  understanding 
arrived  at "  mentioned  in  the  last  para- 
graph. 

ADUIRALTT-BHAKK  PALUSEB 
80BEW  BOLTS. 

Qaftixh  M'OALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admirally, 
How  many  reduced  shank  Falliser 
screw  bolts  for  armonr  plates  (approxi- 
mately) have  been  used  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Navy ;  whether  they  are  gene- 
rally used  in  ships  now  afloat ;  and, 
whether  they  are  stilt  being  used  to 
fasten  armour  plates  on  ships  now  under 
construction  ? 

Tbe  first  lord  (Lord  Gsorob 
Hakilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  From 
25,000  to  30,000  Palliser  armour  bolts 
with  reduced  shanks  have  been  used  in 
Her  Majesty's  Navy.  They  are  gene- 
rally in  use  in  ships  now  afloat,  and  are 
still  used  for  ships  under  construction. 

Gaftaiv  M'OALMONT  asked  whe- 
ther Captain  t*alUser  had  reo^ved  anj 
pecnniacy  benefit  from  his  discovwy  f 

Lord  OBORGB  HAMILTON  said, 
he  would  like  to  have  Notice  of  the 
Question. 
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0ONTAOI0U3  DISEASES  (ANIUALS] 
AOIS-OTTTBRKAK  OF  ANTHBAX. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafiford- 
ebire,  liohfield)  asked  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Buchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  any 
information  can  be  girea  respecting  the 
numerous  outbreaks  of  anthrax  that 
hare  taken  place  in  various  parts  of 
Ch«atBritain  during  the  past  six  months, 
and  wliether  they  have  been  traced,  to 
the  use  of  railway  tmoka  for  tbe  con- 
Teyance  of  foreign  hides,  the  aame 
trnoks  being  auMequently  used  witb 
cattte  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TEEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said:  An 
inqniiy  in  reference  to  tlifl  recent  out- 
breaks of  anthrax  is  now  being  con- 
ducted by  the  oflEloers  of  Uie  Agricultural 
Department.  There  is  no  reason,  how- 
ever, to  believe  that  the  disease  has  been 
more  prevalent  during  the  last  six 
months  than  previouBly.  The  Anthrax 
Order  of  September  last  imposes  on  the 
owners  of  animals  the  obligation  to  give 
notice  of  tbe  disease,  and  on  the  Inspec- 
tors thednty  of  making  Returns  weekly ; 
hence  public  attention  has  been  called 
to  outbreaks  which  otherwise  would 
have  escaped  notice.  None  of  the  out- 
breaks have  been  traced  to  railway 
trucks  in  which  foreign  hides  had  been 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  asked, 
wluU>  steps  the  Government  were  pre- 
pued  to  take  to  stamp  out  anthrax  in 
Uheahire? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  not 
biouelf  able  to  give  an  answer  to  that 
Question  without  Notice. 

ABMIEALTT— THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE 
CELEBRATION— THE  NAVAL  REVIEW 
—  KOYAL  NAVAL  EESERVE  AND 
ROYAL  NAVAL  ARTILLERY  VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Sm  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth) (for  Mr.  Badsn-Fowbll)  (liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
&e  Admiralty,  Whether  arrangements 
will  be  made  in  order  to  enable  con- 
tingents of  ofBcers  and  men  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  and  Royal  Naval  Artil- 
leiy  Volunteers  to  take  part  in  the 
Jubilee  Naval  Review ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  can  be  arranged  that  these 
oontiDgents  shall  be  represMitatiTe  of  the 


different  districts  of  the  United  King- 
dom? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  Oeobqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Jubilee  is  to  be  celebrated  by  a  Naval 
Review  to  be  held  at  Portsmouth  on  July 
33,  at  which  Her  Majesty  has  signified 
her  intention  to  be  present.  This  Review 
will  embrace  a  large  number  of  battle 
ships,  coast  defence  vessels,  fast  cruisers, 
torpedo  boats,  and  gunboats ;  and,  un- 
like previous  Reviews,  will  not  be  merely 
a  pageant,  but  the  prelude  to  a  series  of 
operations  at  sea  to  test  the  efficiency 
both  of  men  and  ships.  These  operations 
will  comprise  the  defence  of  our  principal 
military  and  commerdal  ports  and  the 
protection  of  our  coasts  from  Uie  Downs 
to  tbe  north  of  Donegal  Bay,  and  also 
tbe  protection  of  our  commerce  near  the 
entrance  of  the  Channel ;  and  in  oanr- 
ing  them  out  all  precautions  will  be 
taken  which  would  be  observed  in  time 
of  war.  We  shall  be  glad  to  associate 
with  these  manceuvres  a  limited  number 
of  Naval  Reserve  men  who  may  wish  to 
volunteer  for  service  on  this  occasion,  to 
be  selected  from  each  district ;  also  a 
certain  number  of  Royal  Naval  Artillery 
Volunteers  could  be  embarked  in  the 
coast  defence  vessels  to  be  employed  for 
the  protection  of  the  commercial  ports. 
There  will,  I  imagine,  be  some  diffloulty 
in  the  men  forming  these  Reserves 
leaving  their  regular  employment  for 
the  time  required  for  the  Review  and 
subsequent  operations,  and  there  will 
also  be  a  certain  expense  in  ccmveying 
the  men  from  their  respective  localities ; 
but  I  hope  these  are  not  insurmountable 
difficulties. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
inquired  whether  Members  of  the  House 
of  Oommons  would  receive  an  invitation 
to  the  Review ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  consider 
what  arrangements  would  be  made  for 
taking  them  to  Portsmouth,  and  for 
their  accommodation  when  there  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  We 
are  still  a  good  way  away  from  the  23rd 
of  July ;  but  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  put 
the  Question  to  me  a  little  nearer  that 
time,  I  have  no  doubt  I  diall  be  able  to 
give  him  a  satisfactory  answer. 

INDIA—RAILWAYS— THE  PI8HIN 
VALLEY  LINE. 

Mr.  BTTOHANAN  (Edtebnrgh,  W.) 
4aked  the  Under  Secrett-i-v  of  State  for 
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India,  Whether  it  is  a  faot  that  "  Rail- 
way material  for  100  miles  of  line  is 
being ooUeoted  in  the  Fiehin  Valley;" 
That  is  the  distanoe  from  the  existing 
termintu  of  the  railway  to  Oandahar; 
is  this  material  ooUeeted  wiUi  a  Tiew 
to  an  extension  of  the  line  to  Oandohar ; 
and,  will  the  Secretary  of  State  promise 
that  information  shall  be  given  to  Par- 
liament before  railway  surveys  or  works 
are  undertaken  beyond  the  British  fron- 
tier? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jomr  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
Yes  ;  100  miles.  So  soon  as  any  designs 
for  extending  the  railway  are  adopted, 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  be  happy  to 
communicate  the  same  to  Parliament, 
should  it  be  oonsiBtent  wiUi  the  interests 
of  the  Fublio  Service  to  do  so. 

WAB  OFriOE— HORSE  AaXILLBBT 
BATTERIES. 

Gasmu,  FBABER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Seoretery  of  State  for  War, 
in  the  event  of  it  becoming  necessary, 
in  sudden  emergency,  to  raise  the  Horse 
Artillery  Batteries  of  the  First  Army 
Corps  to  war  establishment.  From  what 
source  he  proposes  to  obtain  the  neces- 
sary horses  and  men ;  and,  if  from  the 
Second  Army  Corps  Batteries,  in  what 
condition  these  latter  batteries  would  be 
left  as  regards  numbers  of  horses  and 
men  f 

Thh  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Staithopz)  (Lincolnshire,  Hornoastle) : 
No  batteries  of  the  Second  Army  Corps 
would  be  drawn  upon  for  the  First  Army 
Oorpa;  and  in  the  event  of  mobilization 
any  defioienay  in  men  would  be  made 
good  from  the  Reserve.  With  regard 
to  horses,  it  is  the  &ot  that  economy 

firevents  our  maintaining  a  full  estab- 
ishment  either  for  the  Garalry  or  the 
Artillery.  The  question  of  the  best 
mode  of  supplying  the  necessazy  number 
of  horses  is  engaging  my  earnest  atten- 
tion ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  not 
be  solved  by  maintaining  another  bat- 
teiy  of  Horse  Artillery  on  Second  Army 
Oraps  Bfarength. 

COMMtSSIONEBS  OP  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION   (IRELAND)—  MR.  JAMES  A. 
IKWIN,  NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHER. 
Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretaryto  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  WheUier  the 
Board  of  OommiBaionen  of  National 
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Education  (Ireland)  have  yet  concluded 
their  investigation  into  the  alleged  oon- 
neotion  of  Mr.  James  A.  Irwin,  teacher 
of  the  Oarriokawilkin  (County  Armagh) 
National  Sohool,  with  the  Oruige  So* 
ciety ;  and,  what  ia  tiie  result  of  the  in- 
quiry f 

The  CHIEF  8E0RBTARY  (Mr.  A-  J. 
Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  they  were  satisfied,  on  inquiry, 
that  the  teacher  named  had  broken  th^ 
Rules  in  the  manner  alleged,  and  thegr 
have  removed  him  from  their  aervioe. 

00UMI83I0NEBS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION  (IBBLAND)  —  ATTENDANCE 
OF  MEMBERS. 

Me.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretair  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Return 
ordered  of  the  Number  of  Meetings  and 
Attendances  of  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  (Ir^and) 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Baltods)  (Manchester,  £.};  I  onder^ 
stand  that  me  Return  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  within  a  day  or  two. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  ESTATE 
OF  MR.  S.  K  SHIBLE7,  CO.  MONA- 
GHAN. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  haa 
received  any  intimation  that  Mr.  S.  E. 
Shirley  intends  evicting  36  families  on 
hie  Funey  Estate,  in  the  Connljy  Monft- 
ghan,  on  the  22nd  instant ;  whetiier  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  tenants  on  this  estate 
have  served  Mr.  Shirley  with  the  neces- 
sary originating  notices,  preparatory  to 
going  into  the  Land  Court  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed ;  and,  whether  a  police  force 
has  yet  been  applied  for  to  carry  out 
these  threatened  evictions  on  Tuesday 
next ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  pending  the 
decisions  of  the  Land  Court  in  their 
oases,  he  will  withhold  hia  aanotirat  to 
the  Forces  of  the  Crown  being  used  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  eviction 
of  uio  tenantry  of  tms  estate,  whidi 
numbers  2.000.  and  repreeenti  about 
12,000  persons? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J, 
Balfovb)  (Manoheater,  £.):  I  reqoirv 
farther  Notioe  of  this  Qneation. 
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Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
wish  to  ask  him  ia  he  aware  the  erio- 
tions  take  place  to-morrow? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  Question 
only  appeared  on  the  Paper  on  Satur- 
day, and  I  have  not  had  time  to  obtain 
the  neoessary  information. 

Mb.  F.  O'BHIEN  :  In  oonsequenoe  of 
the  unsatisfactoTy  nature  of  we  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman's  reply,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  ahidl  recommend  the  ten- 
ants on  Mr.  Shirley's  estate  to  protect 
themselves  hj  adopting  the  Flan  of 
Campaign. 

X.AND  ACT  (IRBLAND),  1870— TENANT 
PTJB0HASEB3. 

Mb.  ABTHT7B  O'GONKOB  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  tiie  Ohief  Secretary  to 
the  LoTO  lAeutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  indade  in  the  pro- 
visions  of  any  Land  Bill  the  oases  of 
the  tenant  purchasers  under  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  r 

Thb  CHIEF  8ECEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Go- 
vernment propose,  on  an  early  day,  to 
give  their  general  views  on  the  land 
legislation  for  Ireland. 

IiABOCREBS*   (lEELAND)   ACTS— MR. 

JOHN  BOE,  DONAGHMORE  UNION. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
asked  the  Oine£  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lAeotenont  d  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  John  Boe,  s(dioitor  to  the 
lately  dissolved  Board  of  Guardians  of 
Donaghmore  Union,  in  the  Queen's 
County,  has  received  a  sum  of  £S00 
out  of  the  rates  for  fees  under  the  La- 
bourers' Acts;  whether  anything  has 
really  been  done  within  the  area  of  the 
said  late  Union  in  the  way  of  housing  the 
labourers;  and,  what  work  was  per- 
formed by  Mr.  Roe  in  consideration  for 
the  sum  mentioned  7 

Thx  chief  SKOBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (ManoheBter,E.) :  It  appears, 
from  the  minutM  of  proceedings  of  the 
Guardians,  that  when  the  afifairs  of  the 
Union  were  being  arranged  prior  to 
its  amalgamation  with  neighbouring 
Unions,  the  s(dtoitor  of  the  Board  sent 
in  his  bill  of  costs,  which  had  been 
allowed  to  run  on  nnoe  1869,  and 
amounted  to  £86S.  The  Chtardiana 
agreed  to  allow  him  £300,  which  in- 
cluded whatever  may  have  been  due  to 
Itim  nnder  the  Labourers'  Aota.  The 


amount  is  not  distinguished ;  but,  of 
course,  it  could  only  have  formed  a  very 
recent  part  of  the  debt,  which  had  been 
accummating  for  17  years.  The  schemes 
under  that  Act  fell  through,  as,  owing 
to  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Guardians  in 
the  presentation  of  their  petition,  the 
dissolution  of  the  Union  took  efifeot 
before  anything  could  be  done. 

BTIOTIONS  (IRELAND—"  BTOBUT 
EVIOTIONB  IN  UATa*' 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  on  page  8 
of  Th«  Pall  Mall  Gautte  of  Wednes- 
day, 16th  March,  headed  Stormy  Evic' 
iiont  in  Mayo,  or  if  he  has  other  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  referred  to  therein— 
namely,  that  the  Resident  Magistrate 
present  at  the  eviction  stated — 

"  If  the  peopi*  offered  rtwiatance  tiie  police 

mast  shoot  them  down  A  buliff,  named 

Gallagher,  aboaed  br  an  old  woman  when  he 
was  xemoving  her  rarnitare,  drew  a  revolrer 
and  threatsned  to  shoot  her.  ....  A  dving 
lad  eaitied  from  one  of  the  oabhis,  and  last 
ni^t  he  reeaived  the  hut  rites  of  ttu  Boman 
Oatholic  Ohnroh ; " 

and,  if  ha  is  aware  that  the  rents,  for 
inabili^  to  pay  which  those  evictions 
were  carried  out,  varied  from  46  per 
cent  above  the  Talnation  to  twice,  and 
even  in  one  case  four  times,  the  Talna- 
tion ? 

THBOHIEFSECBETABYfMr.  A.  J. 
Bauoux)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  state- 
ments referred  to  are  either  nnfoonded 
or  misleading.  The  evictions  were  not 
stormy ;  there  were  only  a  few  people 
present.  No  mac^stnte  need  any  such 
words  as  are  stated,  nor  did  any  bailiff 
act  in  the  manner  described.  In  one  of 
the  houses  ^ere  was  a  uck  child  in  its 
mother's  arms ;  and  the  Sheriff's  atten- 
tion being  drawn  to  it,  he,  out  of  con- 
sideration for  tiiis  case,  merely  took 
formal  possession,  allowing  the  inmates 
of  the  house  to  re-enter  it  at  once  as 
caretakers,  and  disturbing  none  of  the 
effects. 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  answer 
the  last  paragraph  in  the  Questi<m,  as 
to  the  rents  varying  from  46  per  cent 
above  the  valuation  to  twice  and  even, 
in  <me  case,  four  times  the  valuation? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALEOUB:  I  know  no- 
thing about  that. 


B47  local  Omrnnunt  {CO^I 
coirrAoious  diseases  (akiuals) 

ACTS— EXPOBT  OP  OATTLE  FEOM 
IRELAND— PL  EURO-PNEDMONIA. 
Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Stafford- 
ehite,  Lichfield)  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irehmd, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  a  letter  was 
sent  from  the  Veterinary  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  the  Local  Authority 
of  the  North  Dublin  Union,  to  the  effect 
that  it  is  of  the  highest  importaoce,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  cattle  export 
trade  with  Qreat  Britaiu,  tiiat  every 
possible  step  should  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  and, 
under  the  circumstanoes,  inviting  the 
Local  Authority  to  take  into  considera- 
tion  the  oompolsoj^  slaughter  of  42  head 
of  cattle  that  at  present  remain  in  five 
pleuro-pneamonia  infected  places  in  that 
Union ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Local  Authority  have  resolved  not  to 
cause  their  slaughter ;  and,  seeing  that 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  cattle  export 
trade  wiUi  Great  Britain  is  seriously 
affected  by  the  frequent  outbreaks  of 
that  fatal  disease  amongst  Irish  cattle  in 
Great  Britain,  whether  the  Privy  Council 
will  forthwith  enforce  the  provisions  of 
Clause  6  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Amendment  Act  of  1886  in 
Ireland  7 

Thb  chief  SEORETAItT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated.  It 
appears  from  the  minutes  of  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Local  Authority  that  they 
proposed  to  take  the  matter  into  further 
oonuderation  on  the  6th  of  April ;  but 
Uiey  vill  be  asked  to  do  so  at  an  earlier 
date.  The  question  as  to  bow  far  the 
providous  of  Clause  6  of  the  Act  of  1886 
can  be  enforced  with  the  least  inconveni- 
ence and  expense  is  at  present  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Privy  0>uncu 
Veterinaiy  Department. 

VETERINAET  DEPAETMENT  OP  THE 
PRIVY  COUNCIL  (IRELAND)— OATTLE 
FROM  AHEBIOA  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seeretaryto  Uie  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Yeterina^  Department 
of  the  Privy  Council  in  Ireland  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  that  American 
cattle  arrive  in  Liverpool  and  Glasgow 
in  better  condition  than  Irish  cattle ; 
whether  this  arises  from  defective 
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arrangements  in  the  cross  -  channel 
steamerfl,  and  overcrowding,  or  other- 
wise ;  whether  it  is  the  fault  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  Be^ulations,  or  of  those  of  the 
Privy  Councils  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, that  nothing  is  done  to  remedy  the 
state  of  things  complained  of ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  attitude  of  certain 
Local  Authorities  in  Oreat  Britain,  the 
Government  will  take  energetie  steps  in 
this  matter  ? 

Thk  CHIEF  SEOBETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoitb)  (Manchester,  R):  It  is 
tme  that  sndi  a  statement  as  is  Tofarred 
to  has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Yeterinary  Department  in  Ireland ; 
but  if  the  complaint  agunst  the  condition 
of  Irish  cattle  be  well  founded  it  cannot 
be  traced  to  defective  arrangements  in 
the  cross-channel  steamers,  either  by 
overcrowding  or  otherwise.  TheBegula- 
tions  on  the  subject  are  as  carefully 
devised  as  possible.  They  are  identical 
in  England  and  Ireland,  and  are  the 
same  for  cross-channel  steamers  as  for 
those  carrying  cattieto  Great  Britain  from 
other  countries.  The  shipment  of  animals 
is  superintended  by  officers  of  the  Yeteri- 
nary Department,  who  do  all  in  their 
power  to  prevent  an^  cruelty  or  infringe- 
ment of  the  B^inlaUons ;  and  I  am  afraid 
that  no  fnrUier  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Department  seems  praetioable. 

LOOAIi   OOVEBKMENT    (lEELAND) — 
ELEOnON  IN  MOUNTHELLIOK 
DNION. 

Me.  J.  P.  X.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  fol- 
lowing 10  ratepayers  in  the  townland  of 
Derrygrule,  in  Mountmellick  Union, 
have  for  years  voted  in  all  the  elections 
in  the  electoral  division  of  Mountmel- 
lick until  1885 — namely,  John  Quiglej, 
Mary  Meehan,  James  Brien,  James 
Quigley,  Edward  Jones,  William  Tan- 
ner, John  Conroy,  Btchard  Dickinson, 
Bridget  Bergin,  and  John  Walsh ;  whe- 
ther the  newly- appointed  clerk,  acting 
as  Beturning  Officer,  has  disallowed  t^e 
votes  of  the  ratepayers  mentioned,  al- 
though thejr  have  paid  the  rates  assessed 
on  their  holdings;  and,  whether  the 
Local  Cbveniment  Board  will  take  staps 
to  protect  the  righto  of  the  persons  in 
question  at  the  present  election  ? 

Thb  chief  8ECBETABY  Q£r, 
A.  J.  BALvona)  (Manchester,  E.):  Thia 
Question  cmlj  appeared  on  Batorday, 
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annually  paid  out  of  the  Hiding  for 
what  ia  termed  extra  police;  whether, 
including  the  so-called  extra  police,  the 
regular  force  is  at  present  short  of  the 
number  of  19 ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  fill  up  the  regular  Parliamentary 
quota,  and  relieve  the  ratepayers  from 
tins  tax  for  extra  police ;  whether  he 
will  inform  the  House,  or  give  a  Ke- 
turn,  as  to  the  number  of  persons  at 
present  under  police  protection,  and  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  discharge 
of  protection  duty  in  North  Tipperary ; 
whether  at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes  at 
Nenagh,  where  the  presentment  for  this 
Extra  Police  Tax  was  opposed,  the  pre- 
siding Judge,  Baron  Bowse,  replying  to 
the  txavemer,  made  uao  of  these  woru — 


end  was  at  once  referred  to  the  Local 
Government  Board ;  but  there  has  not 
been  time  for  the  receipt  of  their  Re- 
port, as  tho^  had  to  refer  to  the  country 
lor  ihe  required  information. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— PONDOLAKD. 

Sir  lewis  PELLY  (Hackney,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  WhetUsr  Her  Majesty's 
Government  recognize  Fondoland  as  be- 
longing to  Great  Britain  or  to  any  other 
"Power,  either  absolutely  or  as  a  Pro- 
tected State ;  whether  any  negotiations 
'are  pending  between  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment  and  any  other  Power  con- 
cerning Fondoland ;  and,  whether  Go- 
vernment are  in  a  position  to  give  as- 
surances that  Fondoland  will  not  be 
occupied,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  by 
any  Foreign  Power  ? 
'  The  8E0RETAHT  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hehbt  Hoixahd) 
(Hampstead) :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  asked  me  to  reply  to  the  Question. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  exercise  a 
Protectorate  over  the  whole  Coast  of 
Fondoland,  and  consider  the  country  as 
being  under  their  influence,  and  do  not 
recognize  a  right  on  the  part  of  any 
other  Power  to  interfere  in  its  concerns. 
I  stated,  in  my  answer  of  the  1 5th  in- 
stant, that  in  August,  1885,  in  reply  to 
a  proposal  for  placing  Fondoland  under 
the  protection  of  the  German  Empire, 
-the  German  Government  had  stated  that 
they  were  not  in  a  position  to  entertain 
file  Petition ;  and  the  hon.  Member  has 
probably  seen  in  to-day's  newspapers 
the  statement  from  ue  semi-omoial 
Nwih  Gtrman  QmetU,  which  confirms 
this  view.  No  negotiations  are  pending 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  ana 
any  other  Power  respecting  Fondoland. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  consider  that 
'no  Foreign  Power  could  occupy  Fondo- 
laild  without  their  consent. 

IRELAND  —  00N8TABULART  FORCE 
FOR  THE  NORTH  RIDING  OP  TIP- 
PERARY. 

■  Mb.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  rM;ular  Constabulary  force 
for  the  North  ^ding  of  the  County  of 
Tipperary  stands  at  S09  men ;  vhether, 
oat  of  that  number,  there  are  oit  fOrNent 
Xmtj  266  men  in  actiTe  s«rvios  in  the 
district;  whether  the  sum  of  £1^000  is 


"  It  is  imperatiTe  on  me  to  paea  this  present- 
meot,  otherwise  I  would  be  most  happy  to  con- 
cede to  the  just  application.  You  most  look  for 
redreaa  elsewhere ;  ' 

and,  whether  he  will  explain,  while 
&ere  is  a  comparative  absence  of  mme 
in  the  county,  as  stated  by  Baron 
Dowse,  why  the  ratepayers  are  burdened 
with  this  tax  for  extra  police  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRBTAKT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  full 
force  of  the  North  Hiding  of  Tipperary 
is  309  men — namely,  266  free  force  and 
43  extra  men.  The  number  actually 
serving  is  290,  leaving  19  vacancies, 
which,  according  to  statute,  are  propor- 
tionately divided  between  the  free  and 
extra  men.  It  is  impossible  that  the  full 
force  should  always  be  present  in  any 
county,  as  allowance  must  be  made  for 
occasional  absence,  and  for  recruits 
training  at  the  depot.  I  have  already 
explained,  with  regard  to  extra  police 
generally,  that  the  chief  reason  why 
they  are  required  »  for  tbe  protection 
of  individuals.  In  the  North  Riding  of 
Tipperary  there  are  six  persons  under 
constant  protection,  and  22  imder  pro- 
tection by  patrols — the  number  of  police 
employed  on  this  duty  being  six  and 
27  respectively,  or  a  total  of  33. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  are  3S 
of  the  police  engaged  in  protection 
duty.  Will  he  say  what  the  rest  of  the 
extra  police  are  doing  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  I  have  said 
there  are  4S  extra  men,  and  I  have  ac- 
count   for  83,  thp 

Mb.  J.  0' 
WiU 
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it  was  the  most  peaceable  oonnty  ia  the 

Circuit? 

[No  wply.] 

ABHIAAI/rY  — NAVAL  OFFIOEBS  — 
LmUTENANTS  AJStX)  SUB-ZJEn- 
TENANT8. 

Mb.  be  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid] 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  what  are 
the  exceptional  measures  that  will  have 
to  be  taken  in  time  of  war  to  proride 
the  requisite  number  of  Lieutenants  and 
Sub-Lieutenants  to  serve  as  watoh- 
keroers,  and  to  take  oommand  of  torpedo 
ana  picket  boati^  and  how  many  hours 
watching  out  of  every  24  their  Lord- 
ships consider  to  be  within  the  range 
of  non-injurious  duty  for  the  average 
Naval  Officer  ? 

Thb  FmST  LOBD  (Lord  OBoaoB 
Haioltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
exceptions!  measures  idluded  to  would 
be,  speaking  generally,  to  call  oat  aU 
officers  over  whom  the  Admiral^  had 
control,  and  who  may  be  required — 
whether  in  the  Beserves,  retired,  or 
specidlly  em^tloyed.  It  has  been  gene- 
rally held  in  the  Service  that  three 
watches,  or  eight  hours  out  of  the  24, 
are  the  range  of  non-injurious  watch- 
keeping  duty  which  an  officer  can  be 
oa^d  upon  to  perform  continuoualy. 

AFBIOA  (EAST  COAST)— THE  ETHG  OF 
JOHANNA. 

Mb.  A.  E.  PEASE  (York)  asked  the 
tTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  For^gn 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  has  been  called 
to  the  following  tdegiam  ^t  has  ap- 
peared  in  the  newspapers : — 

"Zaudbar,  March  18.  —  The  King  of 
Johanna,  the  ucond  largest  of  the  ZalandB  of 
the  Comoro  Group,  having  refused  to  receive  a 
Frendi  Reddeot,  the  French  Commandant  at 
Uayotte  prominad  that,  if  he  assented,  the 
Vtmah  Oovarament  woud  cndaaTOtir  to  obtain 
an  amendment  of  the  EQavery  Abolition  Treaty 
with  England.  The  King  peratsUng,  oererthe- 
less,  in  his  refnsal,  the  French  offered  the 
Throne  to  the  King's  brother,  vho,  however, 
declined  to  accept  it.  The  French  corvette 
JfitUy  was  snbeequently  ordered  to  Johanna  to 
bombard  the  pLacQ ;  '* 

and,  whether  he  can  confirm  the  truth 
of  this  report ;  and,  if  eo,  whether  the 
Government  will  make  representations 
to  the  French  Government,  witii  a  view 
of  pwrentlng  any  further  intarCBrenoei 
on  the  part  ol  the  IVenoh,  vith  the  King 

Mr.  J,  &  CtHmr  {Fipfmirp) 


of  Johanna,  and  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  necessary  to  support  the  King  in 
his  adherence  to  the  existing  Slavay 
Abolition  Treaty  with  England  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  8E0EETAET  <a 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fbboussov)  (Man- 
chester, K.E.):  Her  Majes^s  Govern- 
ment, altiioue|h  they  were  aware  tint 
differanccB  existed  between  the  Sniian 
of  Johanna  and  the  Frmoh  Authoritisi 
at  Mayotte,  have  no  information  con- 
firming the  intelligence  conveyed  in  the 
telegram  from  Zanzibar.  Mr.  Holm- 
wood,  Her  Majesty's  Acting  Consol 
General  at  Zansibar,  has,  however,  re- 
ceived instmotionB  to  reprat  on  the 
matter. 

ftOTALIEISHOONSTABtTLABT— DETEC- 
TIVE CONSTABLE  PETER  MONAHAN. 

Db.  tanner  (Oork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liea- 
tonant  of  Ireland,  How  many  previous 
convictions  for  drunkennessi  &c.,  were 
recorded  against  Detective  Oonstable 
Peter  Monahan;  whether  {he  young 
man  Shea,  whom  be  assaulted  in  Kiltar- 
ney,  has  lost  the  eight  of  the  eye  whidi 
was  injured;  and,  whether  it  ia  in  ac- 
cordance  with  the  CJonstabulair  Bulee 
and  Begulations  to  continue  as  detective 
or  policeman  in  plain  clothea  a  man 
who  has  been  oonvieted  of  assault  and 
drunkenness  ? 

Thk  OHIEF  SEORETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Baltoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  there  were 
no  previous  convictions  for  dmnkennees 
recorded  against  the  constable.  As  had 
been  alre^y  stated,  he  was  not  con- 
victed of  assault.  It  was  not  a  fact  tiiat 
Shea  had  lost  the  tight  td  an  eye.  The 
constable  had  not  been  ooiUinued  aa  a 
detective. 

BOTAL  IBISH  CONSTABULART— 8ER- 
OEANTB  JOHNSTON  AND  BEADY. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork  Oo.,  Mid)  asked 
tiie  Ohief  Seoretuyto  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  w  hether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  constable  named  Johnston  was 
stetioned  in  Tuam  from  the  commence- 
ment of  his  service  until  the  year  1885  ; 
whether  he  was  then  promoted  to  the 
rank  of  acting  sergeant,  and  changed 
from  Tuam  to  Oummer;  whether  he  haa 
been  subsequently  promoted  to  the  rank 
of  sergeant,  and  is  now  stationed  again 
in  Taam,  £rom  whence  he  waa  first  pto* 
moted,  ud  whether  ihia  ie  oontraij  t« 
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the  OoDBtabular;  Cules ;  if  it  is  true 
that  another  sergeant  named  Bradv, 
vho  had  been  stationed  in  Tuam  onlj 
for  four  months,  was  ordered  to  another 
station  to  make  room  for  Johnston ; 
and,  what  are  the  reasons  stated  for  the 
alleged  exceptional  method  of  proce* 
dure? 

Thb  chief  SEC3EETABT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Man(diester,  £.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Inspector  General  that 
there  was  nothing  exceptional  or  con- 
trary to  the  BegulationB  of  the  Oon- 
■tabnlaiy  Force  in  the  transfers  and 
promotions  made  in  the  oases  of  these 
men.  The  exchange  of  Bt8ti<ma  effected 
between  the  two  sergeants  was  for  the 
purpose  of  placing  Sergeant  Johnston 
in  a  barrack  where  there  was  aooom- 
xnodation  for  his  family,  a  requirement 
which  does  hot  exist  in  the  case  of  the 
other  sergeant, 

THE   MAGHSTEAOY   (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
JEREMIAH  HEGARTY. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Oork  Go.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  Jeremiah 
Heguty,  lato  of  the  Macroom  Work- 
house, now  of  Millstreet,  has  been 
appointed  to  the  Oommission  of  the 
Peace  in  the  County  of  Oork ;  whether 
Ut.  Hegarty  is  owner  of  a  publio*house 
in  the  town  of  MiUatreet,  and  is  also 
bailiff  to  the  Landlord  Defence  League 
in  Oork ;  whetlier  he  has  heen  for  some 
time  past,  and  still  continues,  ander 
police  protection ;  if  it  is  true  that  his 
police  guard  have  objected  to  the  treat- 
ment tiiey  have  received  at  his  hands ; 
what  reasons  have  been  given  for  grant- 
ing police  protection  to  Mr.  Hegarty ; 
on  how  many  occasions  this  year  has  a 
supplementary  police  patrol  been  sent  to 
surrey  the  route  by  which  Mr.  Hegarty 
was  travelling ;  whether  such  police  were 
supplied  on  Mr.  Hegarty's  application ; 
whether  the  only  people  who  frequent 
his  public* house  are  polioemen  and 
em^^oy  men;  whethw,  in  view  tA 
these  facts,  it  is  his  intention  to  faring 
the  appointment  undmr  the  notice  of  tiie 
Lord  Cfhaoo^or;  and,  by  whom  was 
Mr.  Hegarty  reoommended  for  the  said 
magisterial  position  ?  The  hon.  Member 
desired  to  supplement  the  Question,  and 
to  ask  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  quite 
recentiy  Mr.  Hegarty  compounded  with 
hiBoreditonf 
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The  chief  SEORETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  knew  nothing  about  the  supple- 
meatary  matter.  Mr.  Hegarty  was  a 
Boman  Catholic  genUeman  of  indepen- 
dent position.  He  was  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
County  and  other  local  gentiemen.  It 
was  not  a  fact  that  he  held  a  publican's 
licence,  the  business  formerly  conducted 
by  him  having  been  transferred  to  his 
son.  It  was  not  ^e  that  he  was  the 
bailiff  of  the  Landlord  Defence  League. 
Neither  was  it  a  fact  that  he  was  under 
special  police  protection,  or  that  the 
police  had  oomplained  of  the  treatment 
they  had  received  at  his  hands.  The 
police  gave  him  and  his  property  such 
protection  as  they  thought  he  required ; 
but  he  could  not  say  how  often  they  had 
patrolled  the  roads  in  consequence. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman,  whether  he  thinks 
it  right  to  appoint  as  a  magistrate  a  late 
pauper  of  the  Macroom  Workhouse,  and 
now  a  holder  of  a  publican's  licence; 
and,  whether  he  thinks  such  an  appoint- 
ment will  tend  to  the  preservation  of 
law  and  order  in  Cork  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutoaant  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  app(nntment  of 


TANNEB  t  Can  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  tell  ns  when  the  license  was 
transferred  firom  Hegarty  to  his  son ; 
whether  it  was  not  done  immediately 
before  Hegarty  was  appointed  a  magis- 
trate ;  and  whether,  therefore,  Hegarty 
was  not  practically  a  publican  at  the 
time  of  his  appointment  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAIiFOUB:  The  year 
before  last,  Sir. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  TOUGHAL— COM- 
MITTAL OF  CONSTABLE  BULMBR. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
the  Ohi^  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  baland.  Whether  Ccmstable 
Bulmer,  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabu- 
laryi  vas  oommitted  to  gaol  by  Mr. 
Coroner  Bice  on  Wednesday  last,  for 
refusing  to  answer  questions  tending  to 
discover  the  person  who  bayonetted 
Patrick  Hanlon,  of  Youghal;  whether 
District  Inspector  Smith,  to  whom  the 
Coroner  hamled  the  warrant  finr  exeoa- 
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tton,  has  executetl,  or  made  any  attempt 
to  execute,  the  same;  and,  what  steps 
the  Government  intend  to  take  to  insure 
the  execution  of  the  Coroner's  warrant  ? 

Thk  attorney  QENERAIi  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tersit;)  (who  replied)  said :  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  warrant  was  issued  b; 
the  Ooroner  for  the  committal  of  Con- 
stable Bulmer  for  refusing  to  answer  a 
question  which  the  constable,  by  the  ad- 
vice of  his  solicitor,  declined  to  answer, 
on  the  ground  that  it  mi^ht  tend  to 
oriminate  himself — he  and  hu  oomrades 
having  been  prerioudyoharved  by  coun- 
sel for  next-of-ldn  with  wiuul  murder. 
As  the  warrant  was  oon^ered  by  the 
District  Inspector  to  be  illegal  in  point 
of  form,  and  as  he  would  in  such  case 
have  no  protection  if  he  executed  it,  he 
had  held  it  over  until  he  was  advised  as 
to  its  legality;  but  he  undertook  to 
produce  Constable  Bulmer  if,  and  when, 
required  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  CHANGE :  What  is  the  doubt 
about  the  warrant  ? 

Ma.  HOLMES:  I  hare  given  the 
reply  I  have  received. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answer  the 
■eoond  part  of  the  Question— namely, 
whether  District  Inspector  Smith,  to 
whom  the  Ooronm  handed  the  warrant 
for  exeontion,  has  executed,  or  made 
any  attempt  to  execute,  the  same  f 

Kn.  HOLMES:  I  have  already  an- 
swered that  part  of  the  QuestioQ.  I 
have  stated  the  District  Inspector  was 
in  doubt  as  to  the  legally  of  the  warrant. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne): I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
oompetent  for  an  Inspector  of  Police  to 
decide  for  himself  as  to  the  legality  or 
illegality  of  a  warrant  issued  by  the 
Coroner  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  have  already  stated 
that  it  is  not  competent ;  but,  inasmuch  aa 
a  Coroner's  or  a  Magistrate's  warrant  is 
no  protection  to  the  person  directed  to 
execute  it,  the  District  Inspeofaw  haa  a 
right  to  be  advised  upon  it 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  tell  what  atexw 
have  been  taken  to  see  whether  the 
warrant  was  illegal  or  not  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES :  The  hon.  Genaeman 
must  be  aware  that  the  only  answer  I 
can  give  is  the  information  I  have  re- 
ceived from  those  in  the  looalily;  but, 

ifr.  CAmhv 


of  course,  if  the  District  Inspector's  ad- 
vice is  that  the  warrant  is  legal,  Hie  war- 
rant will  be  executed  in  the  ordinaiy 
way. 

SirWILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  with  reference  to  the  qnea* 
tion  of  the  execution  of  the  warrant  of 
the  Coroner  at  Youghal,  when  the  war- 
rant of  the  Coroner  was  issued  ?  I  am 
informed  l^at  it  was  issaed  last  Wad* 
needay.  He  oan  tell  us,  probably,  whe- 
ther that  is  correct ;  and  now  long  the 
suspsnnon  of  the  execution  of  the  war- 
rant will  be  allowed  to  continue  before 
the  question  is  deraded  ? 

Mb.  holmes  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  was  probably  aware 
that  he,  in  his  capacity  as  Attorney 
General,  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  this  matter,  and  he  had  no  infor- 
mation as  regarded  the  date.  The  an- 
swer he  had  given  was  simply  to  the 
effect  that  the  execution  was  suspended 
for  a  reasonable  time,  an  undertaking 
being  given  that  the  man  would  be 
producM  in  the  meantime,  if  reqoired. 

WAR  OFFICE  — GOVERNMENT  WORK- 
SHOPS AND  ARSENALS— INSFEOTION 
BY  BEPBESENTAT1TE8  OF  FOBBION 
POWERS. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsboiy,  £.} 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trewaxy, 
Whether  it  has  been  the  praotioe,  when- 
ever the  Bepiesentativee  of  faiendly 
Powers  have  made  fbrmal  appUcationa 
to  inspect  Government  woikshops  and 
arsenals,  or  to  obtain  copies  of  drawings 
and  plans  of  warships,  machinery,  or 
armaments,  to  grant  the  facilities  sought 
by  such  persons ;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  Naval  dest^iu  have  been  fur- 
nished to  the  American,  Biusian,  and 
other  Governments? 

Thb  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  The  War  De- 

Sartment  allow  Bepresentativee  of 
iendly  Powers,  whose  appUcationa  am 
forwarded  by  the  Foreign  Office,  to  in- 
i^ect  Bwdi  wOTkshops  as  do  not  oontaia 
secrete  enlusively  held,  or  snppoeed  to 
be  held,  by  Her  Migesty's  Government ; 
and  the  same  mles  apply  to  the  grant  <^ 
drawings  and  plans.  The  Admirmhy 
allow  Foreign  Naval  Attadite  free  aooeaa 
to  inspect  the  Government  Naval  Estab- 
lishments. It  is  not  the  practioe  to  allow 
them  to  obtain  copies  of  drawings  and 
plane  of  waiships,  maohineiy,  or  mid*- 
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ments.  In  exceptional  cases  drawings 
of  deugns  hare  been  given. 

ARMT  AND  NAVY  S8TIUATE8-THE 
SELECT  COMUTTTEE. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
Whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
intended  to  proceed  to-night  with  his 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  to  examine 
into  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and 
to  report  their  observations  thereon  to 
the  House  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  certainly  hoped  that  the  House 
vould  have  accepted  this  Motion  with- 
out debate.  In  the  circumstances,  it 
would  not  be  in  his  power  to  proceed 
with  it  to-night.  It  was  his  intention 
to  have  made  the  Motion,  in  fulfilment 
of  an  engagement  he  made  to  the  House ; 
but  it  was  not  expected  that  a  debate 
woold  arise  upon  it,  seeing  that  full 
powers  would  be  possessed  by  the  Com- 
mittee onder  the  terms  of  the  Motion. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  BaL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Aethue  O'Oonnoh 
(DonegiO,  £.)> 

Tsb  SECRETABY  of  state  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthsws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said, 
the  Bill  was  in  print,  and  would,  he 
hofvi,  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
to-morrow ;  but  the  question  of  when 
he  woidd  prooeed  with  the  second  read- 
ing would  depend  on  the  course  of  the 
other  Business  of  the  House. 

jeroTicB  OF  MOTiosr. 


CBIUINAL  LAW  AUENDHENT  (IBE- 
LAKD)  BILL. 

Thb  CHIEF  SEC3RETARTF0B IRE- 
IiAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  to-morrow  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  mako  bettor  provision  for  the 
prevention  aod  punishment  of  crime  in 
Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  say  that, 
under  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
Notice  just  given  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  tiie  Omef  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
I  i^all  to-morrow,  at  half-past  4,  move 
that  tiie  introduction  and  several  stages 
of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
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(Ireland)  Bill  have  precedence  of  al 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion, including  the  Rules  of  Procedure, 
whenever  it  ^11  be  set  down  by  the 
(Government  as  the  6rst  Bnuness  of  the 
day.  And,  Sir,  with  reference  to  the 
inquiry  addressed  to  me  on  l^ursday 
night  last  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  I  beg  to  say  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Oovemment  to  proceed 
with  this  Motion  to-morrow,  and,  I 
hope,  with  tho  consequent  Motion  of 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  tho  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
given  Notice.  In  the  event  of  the  Bill 
being  brought  in  to-morrow,  or  Wed- 
nesday, it  will  be  printed  at  once,  and 
the  second  reading  will  be  taken  on 
Monday  next.  We  hope  to  proceed 
with  the  Rules  of  Procedure  on  Thurs- 
day and  Friday. 

MB.JOHNMORLEY(Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) :  Sir,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  to- 
morrow, when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  makes  the  Motion  that  he 
has  just  announced,  I  shall  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

"That  this  House  declines  to  set  aside  the 
Busineas  of  the  Nation  in  favour  of  a  measure 
for  increasing  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland,  while  no  offectual  security  has 
bem  taken  against  the  abns»  of  the  lav  by  the 
•zaotion  of  watnAi^  tmU^* 


FARLIAMEXT— ORDER— BUSINESS  OF 
THE  HOUSE— ORDER  OF  THE  DAY 
FOR  COMMITTEE  OF  SUPPLY— EX- 
CLUSION OF  MOTIONS- 
Ma.  T.  P.  GILL  (Louth,  8.) :  I  wish, 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  put  a  Questt(m  to  you 
upon  a  point  of  CJrder.  I  see  that  there 
are  two  Notices  standing  upon  the  Order 
Book  in  the  names  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  North  and  South  Antrim  (Mr.  0.  E. 
Lewis  and  Mr.  Macartney)  for  Tuesday, 
the  5th  of  April,  a  date  when  the  House 
will  probably  be  in  recess  for  the  Easter 
holidays.    One  of  them  is  for  the  ap* 
pointment  of  a  Select  Oommittee  to 
inquire  into  the  alleged  system  of  jury- 
packing  in  Ireland,  while  the  other  ex- 

Sresses  approval  of  the  action  of  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  in  reference  to 
the  tolegram  of  instructions  to  the  police 
sent  by  Oaptain  Plunkett  to  the  District 
Inspector  at  Yoi^^haL  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
have  your  ruling,  as  a  matter  of  Order, 
upon  both  of  those  Notices,  having  re- 


Digitized  by 


869  Supply — 


{OOKMONSl  mvy  Ssiimaiei,  860 


gard  to  your  ruling  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  who  desired  to  raise  a  debate 
upon  jury-paoking  when  the  Address  in 
reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech  was  under 
discussion.  You  then  ruled  that  it  was 
not  competent  for  my  hon.  Friend  to 
allude  to  the  queatioa  of  jury-packing 
so  long  as  there  was  a  Notice  standing 
on  the  Paper  in  reference  to  the  subject. 
Now,  Sir,  one  of  these  Notices  refers  to 
the  question  of  jury-packing,  and  the 
other  to  the  instruotions-  of  Oaptaia 
Hnnkett  to  the  police  of  Yooghal  to  fire 
U]^n  the  people  if  neoeasaiy.  What  I 
wish  to  know  is,  whether  your  ruling 
extends  to  tbeprMslusion  of  Amendments 
to  the  Motion,  "  That  you  do  leave  the 
Ohair,"  for  the  purpose  of  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply  upon  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates ;  and  whether  your 
ruling  will  extend  further  to  tho  preclu- 
sion of  any  debate  upon  the  subjects  to 
which  these  Notices  apply  in  Committee 
of  Supply  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  cannot  presume 
to  settle  cases  before  they  arise.  I  must 
see  and  hear  what  is  said  in  debate 
before  I  can  give  an  opinion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  also  wish  to  ask  a  Question, 
Sir,  on  a  point  of  Order.  The  right 
htm.  Oentlnnan  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  just  announced  that  he 
will  take  tiie  second  reading  of  a  par- 
ticular Bill  on  Monday  next.  But  that 
Bill  has  not  yet  been  printed,  seeing 
that  permission  has  not  been  given  by 
the  House  to  read  it  a  first  time.  There- 
fore, I  wish  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  contravening  the 
Order  of  the  House  which  prevents  a 
subsequent  stage  from  being  put  down 
before  the  previous  stage  uas  been 
taken? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  presume  that 
before  the  Motion  is  put  down  for  the 
second  reading  the  Bill  itself  will  have 
been  printed. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  have  put  the  Question 
quite  clearly.  At  present  the  House  has 
not  given  periniesi(m  for  the  introduc- 
tion and  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  nor 
has  it  been  printed.  Nevertheless,  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  has  announced 
that  he  will  put  down  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  second  reading  next  Mon- 
day. What  I  wish  to  know  is,  whether, 
in  doing  bo,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 

Mr.  2*.  P.  m 


is  not  directly  contravening  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  f 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Of  course,  I  pre. 
Bume  that,  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  being 
read  a  first  time,  it  will  be  printed  in 
the  interval  between  that  stage  and  the 
second  reading  on  Monday. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  In  reference  to  your  ruling, 
Sir,  as  to  the  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill) 
relating  to  two  Motions  standing  in  the 
Order  Book  in  the  names  of  the  two 
hon.  Members  for  Antrim,  relating  to 
jury  -  packing  and  the  telegram  of 
Captain  Flunkett,  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther, supposing  it  is  necessary  to  discuss 
the  question  of  jury-packing — 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  I 

fave  no  ruling  on  the  Question  raised, 
declined  to  give  any  ruling. 
Me.  CONYBEARE:  I  was  only  going 
to  ask  yonr  ruling,  Sir,  in  connection 
with  a  Bill  of  which  Notice  haa  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  we 
shall  be  precluded  from  discussing  tiie 
Question  relating  to  jury  packing  in  con- 
nection with  that  Bill,  owing  to  the  Notice 
of  Motion  which  is  already  standing 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  cannot  see  that 
any  objection  arises  as  a  point  of  Order. 

IBI8H  LAND  BILIi. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
May  I  ask  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Government  can  give  any  intimation  as 
to  the  probable  date  on  which  they  will 
introduce  their  Irish  Land  Bill  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  is  the  intention  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  make  a  statement  on  this 
aubjeot  almost  immediately. 

0RDSB8   OF  TMS  DAT, 


SUPPLT-NAVT  BSTIUATES. 
BuvvLT—eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Mr.  Oovbtubt  in  the  Ohair.  [5.15  p.k.^ 

(1.)  Motion  mad^  and  Question  ^o- 

posed, 

"That  s  snm,  not  exceeding  £992,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^esty,  to  d^ray  the  Expense 
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of  VicttulB  and  Clothiog  for  Seamen  and 
Ifarinei,  which  will  come  in  conrte  of  paymeat 
dniing  tiie  year  ending  on  the  31ii  of  lurch, 
1888.*^ 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  The  disoussioa  which  took 
place  on  Thoradaj  night  in  respect  of 
the  Navy  was  almost  entirely  confined 
to  the  special  subjects  of  which  Kotice 
had  been  given  by  Amendment  on  i^ing 
into  Oommittee  of  Supply  on  the  Navy 
Votes ;  audit  was  not  possible,  therefore, 
to  enter  into  a  general  diseusrion  upon 
naval  qneations  and  the  policy  indi- 
cated in  the  Memorandum  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton).  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  has  done 
veil  in  giving  an  opportunity  on  this 
ocoadoa  for  raising  a  further  discussion 
upon  the  general  questions  connected 
with  the  Navy  on  the  Victualling  Vote. 
In  opening  mat  discuaaion,  I  am  pre- 
pared fully  to  subscribe  to  all  that  was 
sud  by  other  hon.  Members  on  Thurs- 
day ni^t  in  regard  to  the  Statement  or 
Memorandum  submitted  to  the  House 
by  tiie  noble  Lord,  both  aa  to  its  ability 
and  completeness ;  and  I  hope  that  tJie 
examjde  whioh  has  now  been  set  will  be 
followed  in  snoceeding  years,  and  ^t 
hereaAer  a  printed  Statement  will  be 
submitted  to  the  House  in  substitution 
oi  the  personal  explanation  whioh  has 
hitherto  been  made  oy  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  At  the  same  time,  it 
appears  to  me  that  an  annual  Statement 
of  this  kind  will  have  much  more  per- 
muient  interest  than  a  mere  formal 
speech  in  introducing  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates; and, therefore,  it  is  mostdesirable 
that  such  Statements  should  be  perfectly 
impartial,  and  not  of  a  partizan  charac- 
ter. I  regret  to  say  that  much  evil  has 
been  done  in  past  times  in  consequence 
of  mixiog  up  partisan  statements  in  re- 
gard to  the  Navy  and  questions  of  policy 
in  the  discussions  upon  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates. Such  a  praottoe  is,  in  my  opi- 
nion, much  to  be  depreoa^;  and  I 
should  have  hoped  that  in  a  Statement 
of  this  kind  it  would  hare  been  most 
carefully  avoided.  I  have  to  complain, 
however,  that  the  Statement  made  by 
ihe  noble  Lord  in  some  respects  appears 
strongly  to  partake  of  a  partisan  charac- 
ter, and  to  ne  specially  directed  against 
the  shipbuilding  policy  of  bis  Prede- 
cessors, and  especially  of  Lord  North* 
brook,  who  was  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 


miralty for  four  or  five  years.  The  parts 
of  the  Statement  which  I  take  objec- 
tion to  in  this  Memorandum  are  two- 
fold. In  the  first  place,  the  Memoran- 
dum, 80 far  as  it  deals  witharetroapective 
history  of  the  Navy,  contains  this  asser- 
tion.  The  noble  Lord  says  that — 

•'Daring  the  yean  from  18S1  to  1886,  while 
erery  other  Naral  Power  in  Europe  was  increas- 
ing its  Kaval  Expenditure,  England  alone 
etioditiU." 

The  noble  Lord  further  goes  on  to 
say  that  during  that  time  England  has 
been  the  only  Power  not  to  recognise 
the  necessity  of  important  changes  in 
naval  construction  being  brou^t  to 
bear,  with  a  view  of  obtaining  thicker 
armour  for  ships  and  greater  speed. 
It  appears,  he  says,  that  other 
Powers  have  been  lai^ely  eugaged  in 
producing  vessels  of  greater  power  and 
speed ;  and  that  we  alone  have  stood 
still,  England  having  been  the  last 
Naval  Power  to  recognize  the  new  con- 
dition of  affairs.  The  other  statement 
to  whioh  I  desire  to  call  attention  is  oon- 
tained  in  pages  14  and  15  of  the  Memo- 
randum, which  ji^ives  a  valuation  of  the 
vessels  comprising  the  Fleet,  and  also 
an  estimate  of  the  amount  required  to 
replace  vessds  which  have  become  obso- 
lete from  old  age  or  wastage.  Ilho 
noble  Lord  arrives  at  an  estimate  that 
£1,800,000  is  required  annually  for  re- 
placing the  Fleet,  and  he  ends  by  saying 
that  the  expenditure  for  the  years  imme- 
diately preceding  1885  was  very  much 
less  than  that  amount.  Now,  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  that  both  of  the 
Statements  to  which  I  have  referred  are 
untrue,  and  have  no  foundation  in  fact ; 
and,  further,  that  they  are  exactly  the 
oppoeite  of  the  real  state  of  a£fairs.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  made  a  wilful  misstatement,  but  he 
has  assorted  a  fact,  probably  on  the 
authority  of  others,  without  sufficient  con- 
sideration. If  the  noble  Lord  had  Kone 
a  little  further  back  in  his  historiosT  re- 
trospect and  had  indnded  the  three 
years  before  1881,  he  would  have  then 
found  himself  in  conflict  with  some  of 
his  own  Oolleagues,  and  especially  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
and  who  at  that  time  was  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  regard  to  whose  admi- 
nistration some  of  uie  allegations  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  may  with  great  truth 
be  said.  I  hare  no  desire,  however,  to 
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enter  into  a  recriminatory  diecuBsion  with 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  have 
not  mentioned  the  matter  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  charges  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  simply  to  show  what 
was  the  condition  in  which  Lord  North- 
brook  found  the  Navy,  and  the  changes 
during  his  administration  which,  were 
made  in  it.  I  find  that  the  expenditure 
for  new  ships  during  the  three  years 
which  preceded  1 881  amounted  to 
£1,430,000  a-year,  which  is  very  con- 
siderably below  the  point  the  noble 
Lord  estimates  as  the  proper  average 
expenditure  on  new  ships,  and  verycon- 
eiderably  below  what  it  was  in  past 
times  and  what  it  has  been  since.  The 
Ghinnery  Tote  had  been  reduced  to  loss 
than  £400,000.  That,  again,  was  the 
period  in  which  special  exertions  were 
made  by  the  Froncn  for  reconstruct ing 
their  Navy.  Their  increased  expendi- 
ture commenced  in  1876,  and  it  reached 
its  maximum  in  1S79 ;  and  for  the  three 
years  he  had  alluded  to  it  amounted  to 
exactly  the  same  sum  as  that  expended 
in  England— namely,  £1,430,000  a-year. 
When  my  noble  Friend  Lord  North- 
brook  came  into  Office  in  1866,  he 
recognized  the  fact  that  the  Ship- 
building Vote  had  been  brought  down 
to  a  dangerously  low  point,  as  compared 
with  France.  I  was  a  Colleague  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  Admiralty  at  the 
time,  and  I  well  recollect  pointing  out 
to  him  what  I  had  frequently  urged  in 
this  House  during  the  naval  administra- 
tion of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — 
that,  having  regard  to  what  was  being 
done  in  France,  the  expenditure  of  the 
past  few  years  in  regard  to  the  Ship, 
building  Vote  for  the  English  Dock- 
yards and  by  contract,  especially  that 
fur  iron-clads,  had  been  brought  to  a 
very  low  point.  I  further  expressed  an 
opinion  that  unless  a  considerable  addi- 
tion was  made  to  the  Shipbuilding  Vote 
there  was  likely  to  be  great  alarm  in  the 
country  on  the  subject,  and  probably  a 
scare  would  arise  which,  in  the  end, 
would  involve  a  much  larger  expendi- 
ture. I  always  recognized,  for  my 
part,  that  there  were  special  reasons 
for  the  great  increase  which  took  place 
in  the  expenditure  in  the  French  Dock- 
yards. Their  vessels  were  built  of  wood, 
aimour-plated,in8teadofbeingcomplet6ly 
constructed  of  iron.  They  were  perish- 
ioff  away,  and  would  not  stand  the  wear 
ami  tear  to  which  they  were  tabjeeted. 


It  was,  therefore,  found  necessary  to  make 
great  exertions  to  bring  up  the  French 
Fleet  to  a  proper  condition ;  but  yet  the 
fact  remained  that  in  these  three  years 
the  expenditure  in  the  French  Dockyards 
upon  shipbuilding  was  exactly  the  same 
as  the  expenditure  in  the  English  Dock- 
yards and  by  contract.  My  noble  Friend 
fully  admitted  the  necessityof  doing  con- 
siderably more  in  the  direction  of  butldlog 
new  ships,  and  during  each  of  the  next 
four  years  he  added  largely  every  year  to 
the  Shipbuildiug  Tote,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  the  average  expenditure 
for  the  next  four  years  during  Lord 
Northbrook's  administration  amounted 
to  £1,900,000,  or  £500,000  above  the 
average  of  the  previous  three  years,  and 
£100,000  a-year  above  the  amount 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  the 
Statement  presented  to  the  House,  as- 
serts to  be  necessary  for  the  annual  re- 
placement of  old  vessels.  Lord  North- 
brook  brought  up  the  annual  ex^ndi-' 
tura  upon  new  ships  from  the  point  at 
which  he  found  it— £1,400,000— to  the 
sum  of  £3,240,000  in  the  year  1884-5, 
and  the  average  for  the  whole  period 
was  £1,900,000,  showing  an  increase  of 
40  per  cent  on  the  average  of  the  pre- 
vious three  years.  This  increase  was 
almost  wholly  devoted  to  iron-clads  and 
the  larger  class  of  cruisers.  The  ex- 
penditure on  iron-clads  has  been  brought 
up  from  £700,000  to  £1,300,000,  or  90 
per  cent.  Therefore  I  say  it  is  not  true 
that  during  the  years  from  1881  to  1885 
the  naval  administration  in  this  oountry 
.  stood  still.  The  fact  is  that  during  the 
same  time  the  French  Qovemment  mado 
no  further  increase  in  their  Navy  Tote, 
and  the  expenditure  in  their  Dockyards 
during  four  years  averaged  precisely  the 
same  amount  at  which  it  stood  in  the 
previous  throe  years.  Therefore,  it  is 
exactly  the  opposite  of  the  truth  to  say 
that  the  shipbuildiog  in  the  English 
Dockyards  stood  still  while  there  was  a 
rapid  increase  in  the  French  Dockyards. 
Precisely  the  reverse  was  the  case — 
namely,  that  this  country  increased  ita 
expenditure  by  40  per  cent  during  the 
four  years  and  by  90  per  cent  upon  iron- 
clads, while  the  expenditure  of  the 
French  Dockyards  upon  the  same  class 
of  vessels  remained  stationary.  During 
that  period  Lord  North  brook  commeuced 
eight  iron-clads  a^inst  four  laid  down 
by  the  French.  Six  of  these  vessela  can 
tun  17  knots  an  how,  whereu  the 
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average  speed  of  the  four  vessels  laid 
down  in  the  French  Dockyards  is  onlj 
15  knots,  showing  an  advantage  in  the 
case  of  the  English  vessels  of  no  less 
than  two  knots  per  hour  per  vessel. 
Then,  again,  five  of  the  English  vessels 
are  constructed  to  oarrj  guns  of  67  tons, 
whereas  the  French  vessels  only  carry 
gUDB  of  50  tons;  and  as  to  the  ooal- 
canying  capacity,  I  fiud  that  six  of  our 
vessels  have  been  constructed  to  carry 
1,200  tons  of  coal  each,  whereas  the 
French  Teasels  can  only  carry  600  tons, 
— tiina  showing^  that  the  English  vessels 
are  provided  with  double  the  amount  of 
coal-carrying  capacity  which  the  French 
vessels  possess.  Lord  Northbrook  also 
laid  down,  during  the  same  period, 
several  very  large  and  fast  cruisers  of 
the  Meruy  type,  faster  and  better  vessels 
than  the  French.  All  these  vessels  were 
either  completed,  or  will  be  completed, 
within  the  present  year,  while  none  of 
the  French  vessels  are  within  two 
years  of  completion.  I  think  I  have 
shown  that  the  statements  contained  in 
the  noble  Lord's  Memorandum  are  not 
inTOspeot  of  the  vears  1881-4  justified 
by  the  facts  of  uie  case ;  and  I  with 
ereat  oonfidenoa  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  altn  his  Statement,  becanse  I 
am  quite  sore  he  does  not  desire  that  a 
Memorandum  of  this  kmd,  which  gives 
a  retrospect  of  the  history  of  the 
Navy,  should  contain  inaccurate  asser- 
tioDS,  especially  when  this  Memorandum 
will  hereafter  in  all  probability  be 
-looked  upon  as  an  authentic  record.  I 
trust  the  noble  Lord  will  realize  the  fact 
that  his  Statements  are  not  correct,  and 
that  he  will  rectify  them  so  as  to  bring 
them  in  accordance  with  the  true  facts 
of  the  case.  In  1885  unquestionably 
Lord  Northbrodc  agreed,  under  the 
pressure  of  public  opinion,  to  propose 
to  the  House  a  special  Programme,  in- 
volving a  further  expenditure,  which 
was  to  be  spread  over  five  years,  of 
£3,100,000.  This  alarm  was,  I  think, 
oocauoned  by  public  opinion  not  fully 
understanding,  as  I  believe,  the  enor- 
mous accession  of  strength  which  is  gra- 
dually being  attained.  The  alarm  had 
its  ongin,  I  believe,  in  the  fear  as  to 
our  relations  with  France  arising  out  of 
that  ifaMfWM  htnditat — Egypt.  Lord 
Northbrook  had  always  said,  that  while 
he  believed  that  the  rate  of  expenditure 
on  new  ships  which  he  had  attained 
would,  if  continued  for  a  few  years 
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longer,  have  been  quite  sufficient,  jet  he 
was  not  unwilling  to  avail  himself  of 
public  opinion  to  hasten  the  building  of 
ships  by  a  special  Programme  ;  and  he 
therefore  applied  to  Parliament  for  the 
special  Yote  I  have  mentioned  of 
£3,100,000  to  be  spread  over  five  years. 
The  expenditure  was  subsequently  in- 
creased to  £3,600,000,  and  was  spread 
over  three  years  only  instead  of  five; 
with  this  additional  money  two  addi- 
tional iron-clads  and  five  belted  ornisers 
— which  are,  in  fact,  second-class  iron- 
dada — are  biaing  built.  The  result  was 
that  a  very  large  addition  was  made 
to  the  Navy,  ana  whatever  credit  is  due 
for  that  is  entirely  due  to  Lord  North- 
brook, and  not  to  the  Board  over  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  now  presides. 
Let  me  point  out  that  none  of  the  ships 
provided  under  the  special  Programme 
of  1865  areyetcompleted;  and,  therefore, 
if  it  is  really  the  case,  at  this  moment  that 
the  provision  of  the  ships  in  the  first 
reserve  of  the  British  Navy  is  more  full 
and  ample  than  it  had  ever  been  before. 
The  noble  Lord  has  claimed  credit  for 
the  Navy  of  England  being  stronger 
than  the  Navy  of  any  three  other 
Powers. 

Th>  FEBST  LOBB  of  thb  ADMI- 
BAI/TY  (Lord  OnoBOB  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  No ;  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  correct 
him,  what  I  said  had  reference  to  the 
number  of  ^ps  on  oommission. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  Then  the 
noble  Lord  said  that  the  number  of 
English  ships  on  commission  were  equal 
to  tiie  strength  of  the  three  most  power- 
ful Navies. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  No; 
I  said  nettling  about  the  strength  of  the 
Navy ;  bat  I  said  that  the  number  of 
ships  on  commission  of  the  iron-clad 
dan  was  larger  than  those  on  oom- 
mission of  any  three  other  naval 
Powers. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFETBE:  At  all 
events,  we  had  three  times  the  number 
cemmissicmed ;  and  I  think  if  the  noble 
Lord  compares  the  strength  of  the 
vessels  he  will  make  a  similar  admission 
in  regard  to  that  point.  I  think  he  will 
also  he  prepared  to  make  this  further 
admission  that  at  this  moment  inuMid 
to  the  vessels  which  are  now 
reserve,  and  are  coming  intojHbtt* 
course  of  the  present  jear, 
England 
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other  na^ee  m6nitely  Iratter  than  it  hae 
done  with  the  Davies  of  Foreign  Powers 
for  many  years  past.  If  that  be  so,  it 
seems  that  the  vessels  being  built  under 
the  special  Programme  of  Lord  North- 
brook  are  not  yet  completed ;  is  it  not 
clear  that  this  satisfactory  provision  has 
been  made  out  of  the  normal  Votes  for 
the  Navy  from  1881  to  1885?  The  noble 
Lord  has  attempted  to  throw  discredit 
upon  the  special  Programme  of  Lord 
Northbrook  in  two  ways.  First,  he  said 
that  the  adoption  of  it  tended  to  throw 
the  Dockyards  into  confumon ;  and, 
secondly,  that  it  by  a  sudden  increase 
led  to  waste.  I  think  he  ought  to  have 
remembered  that  all  the  ve^els  which 
came  under  the  Vote  of  Credit  were 
ordered  to  be  built  by  contract,  and  not 
one  of  them  in  the  Dockyards.  Th«e- 
fore  it  cannot  be  tiie  ease  that  any  of 
the  vessels  bi^din^  in  the  Dockyards 
were  interfered,  with  by  the  special 
Programme,  or  that  the  work  of  the 
Doi»yards  was  thereby  placed  in  con- 
fusion. The  noble  Lord  says  it  would 
have  been  far  better  if  some  of  these 
ships  had  been  built  at  an  earlier  period. 
Now,  if  the  seven  big  vessels  contracted 
for  in  1885  had  been  contracted  for 
three  years  earlier,  we  might  have  got 
some  of  them  earlier ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand  they  would  have  been  inferior  in 
many  respects  as  to  speed  and  other 
qualities.  We  have  certainly  got  much 
more  powerful  vessela  and  vessels  of 
much  greater  speed.  In  fact,  the  im- 
rovements  in  naval  construction  have 
een  80  rapid  that  three  or  four  years 
make  a  great  difference,  and  there  can 
be  no  donbt  that  the  vessels  bought 
under  that  Programme  are  much  better 
and  more  powerful  than  if  they  had  been 
ordered  three  or  four  years  earlier. 
Then  as  to  the  cost,  it  is  no  doubt  cer- 
tain that  in  consequence  of  the  depres- 
sion in  the  trade,  the  vessels  have  been 
bought  at  a  far  more  reasonable  cost 
than  they  could  have  been  if  contracted 
for  sooner.  I  do  not,  however,  wish  to 
make  much  of  that  point,  and  I  only  put 
it  agunst  the  attempt  of  tiie  noble 
Lord  to  discredit  the  special  Programme, 
and  to  assert  that  it  would  have  been 
far  better  if  the  vessels  had  been  con- 
structed earlier.  I  have  now  done  with 
this  part  of  the  case,  and  there  is  o^ 
one  other  point  I  wish  to  mention.  It 
has  reference  to  the  contract  for  the 
engines  of  tite  Rtnoum  and  the  8an$' 
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pareil.    Lord  KorOibrook  is  in  Italy 
at  this  moment,  and  unable  to  make 
a  personal  explanation.    I  have,  how- 
ever,  received  a  letter  from  him, 
in  which  he  says  that  he  assumes 
full  and  entire  personal  responsibili^ 
for  what  has  been  done  in  connection 
with  these  vessels.    In  the  course  of  his 
letter  he  expresses  surprise  in  regard  to 
two  points.    One  is,  that  the  hon  Mem- 
ber for  the  Gtovan  Division  of  Lanark* 
shire  (Mr.  Pearce)  should  have  been 
included  in  the  reference  with  respect  to 
a  case  in  which  he  himself  had  been 
one  of  the  tenderers.   The  noble  Tjord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
very  hastily  assumed  that  because  the 
engines  of  the  IfiU  and  JVa/aJyar  con- 
tracted for  1^  the  same  firm  a  year  later 
were  at  a  somewhat  lower  price,  there- 
fore there  must  necessarily  have  been  a 
mistake.   That  shows  very  little  know- 
ledge of  business.   The  engines,  though 
for  larger  ships,  were  of  the  same 
size,  horse-power  and  pattern,  and  that 
very  fact  alone,  undoubtedly,  enabled 
the  contractors — ^Messrs.  Humphrys — 
to  offer  a  lower  price.    The  other 
point  is,  that  Lord  Northbroolc  should 
never   have   been   informed    that  a 
special  inquiry  was  taking  place  by 
a  Oommittue  of  which  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Forwood)  was  a  member,  and  tbat  he 
should  have  been  afforded  no  opportu- 
nity of  making  an  explanation  on  the 
subject.   I  tiliink  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  agree  with  the  surprise  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Northbrook  upon  these 
two  points.   I  have  felt  it  my  du^  to 
make  this  statement  in  regard  to  Lord 
Northbrook — I  will  not  say  in  his  de- 
fence, but  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
himself  personally,  cmd  his  policy  and 
that  of  ail  of  his  Colleagues.   I  believe, 
myself,  that  the  naval  administration  of 
Lord  Northbrook  during  the  period  I 
have  adverted  to  will  bear  full  investiga- 
tion, and  will  stand  against  any  of  the 
somewhat  carping  criticisms  which  have 
been  made  upon  it  by  the  First  Lord. 
Lord   Northbrook's   fame   has  been 
mainly  achieved  as  an  administrator; 
and  I  believe  that  the  present  Gbvem- 
ment  showed  their  appreciation  of  it  by 
offering  him  a  seat  in  their  Cabinet.  I 
diould  like  to  know  what  form  the  state- 
ment the  First  Lord  would  have  as- 
sumed if  Ltnrd  Northbrook  had  been  one 
of  his  Colleagues  at  this  moment  ?  I 
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cannot  think  that  any  reference  to  Lord 
Northbrook  would  have  appeared  in  this 
document  in  so  damaging  and  deroga* 
tory  a  form  with  regard  to  Lord  North- 
"brook  during  the  time  he  was  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  Turning  from  these 
matters  to  the  Estimates  now  before  the 
Oommittea,  I  find  that  the  Estimates  for 
the  coming  year  show  a  reduction  of 
£793,000  as  compared  with  last  year.  I 
confess  that  -when  I  saw  that  amount 
I  was  Bomewhat  surprised,  especially 
whoa  I  recollected  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  had  left  the  Go- 
vernment, because,  as  be  told  ne,  he 
could  not  induce  his  Colleagues  at  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  to  assent 
to  a  reduction  of  even  £500,000.  It 
will  be  recollected  that  the  noble  Lord, 
in  the  explanation  which  he  made  at 
the  beginmog  of  this  year,  told  the 
House  that  he  had  had  a  discussion  with 
his  two  Colleagues  at  the  War  OfBce 
and  the  Admiralty  with  reference  to  a 
reduction  of  their  Estimates.  He  said 
ha  would  have  been  quite  prepared  to 
remain  in  Office  if  he  could  have  in- 
duced them  to  make  a  reduction  of 
£1,000,000.  He  said,  farther,  that 
£100,000  or  £200,000  less  than  that 
would  have  satisfied  him,  and  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  he  would  not 
hare  remained  in  Office  if  a  reduction  of 
£500,000  only  could  have  been  promised. 
He  did  not,  however,  find  that  either  of 
his  Colleagues  was  prepared  to  meet  him 
in  that  respect;  and  therefore  he  was 
bound  to  send  in  his  resignation.  Cer- 
tainly, in  the  face  of  that  statement,  I 
was  surprised  to  see  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  claimed  credit  for  a 
reduction  of  £700,000  in  the  Estimates 
of  the  year  as  compared  with  last  year. 
I  shall,  however,  be  prepared  to  show 
that  this  reduction  is,  in  fact,  of  an 
illusory  character,  and  will  not  bear  ez- 
smination.  There  ia  an  inoreaae  in  the 
Gunnery  Vote  for  naval  purposes  of 
£292,000.  The  effect  of  the  Statement 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  is  that  there  has  been  that 
increase  in  the  Vote  as  compared  with 
last  year.  However,  the  comparison  of 
the  noble  Lord,  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  point  of  view,  should 
be  made  with  the  Estimates  of  last  year, 
only  including  the  addition  of  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates. 


LoED  GEORGE  HAMIl/TON :  That 
is  always  done. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFETEE :  No,  it  is 
not — at  all  events,  not  for  financial 
purposes.  The  noble  Lord  knows  well 
that  there  will  be  further  Supplementary 
Estimates  in  the  coming  year,  as  there 
havo  been  in  the  past;  and,  in  order 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
may  deal  with  the  matter  financially, 
he  should  make  a  comparison  with  the 
Original  Estimates,  and  not  with  the 
Estimates  including  the  addition  of  Sup- 
plementary Estimates.  Now,  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  were  £272,000 ; 
therefore,  deducting  these  two  items,  the 
real  diminution,  as  compared  with  the 
Original  Estimate  last  year,  &om  the 
point  at  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  look  at  the  matter,  is 
only  some  £240,000  lower;  and  I  am 
not  sure  that  that  sum  is  not  also  illu- 
sory, because  the  Supplementary  Esti* 
mates  have  been  caused  by  hastening  oa 
the  contract  work,  and  enabling  more 
money  to  be  spent  in  the  current  year. 
If  that  work  had  not  been  hastened,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  all  the  money  paid  under 
the  SupplementaiT  Estimates  to  the  con- 
tactors would^fallupon  the  coming  year; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  noble 
Lord  if  that  haa  been  done  which  was  so 
much  complained  of  by  the  Auditor  and 
Comptroller  General,  and  whether  the 
money  was  advanced  to  contractors  for 
work  in  hand,  or  whether  the  work  hasnot 
been  hastened.  At  all  events,  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  if  this  contract  work  had 
not  been  hurried  so  as  to  bring  it  within 
the  present  year  what  is  due  to  the  com> 
ing  year  would  have  been  included  in 
the  Estimates  of  this  year,  and  the  result 
would  have  been  exactly  the  same. 
There  has  been  a  benefit  to  the 
coming  year  at  the  expense  of  the 
next  year  to  the  extent  of  £240,000. 
Taking  the  two  Estimates  together — the 
Army  and  the  Navy  Estimates — there  is 
a  saving  only,  I  think,  of  £260,000. 
I  cannot  understand  why  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  saving  a  Col- 
league so  valuable  to  them  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington,  might  not  have  advanced  a 
little  further  and  made  a  further  reduc- 
tion of  the  sum  of  £240,000.  That  would 
have  been  very  easy  to  do,  especially  as 
the  noble  Lord  pointed  out  that  the 
liabilities  at  the  end  of  the  comiog 
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year  would  be  rery  mnch  reduced  from 
what  thOT  vere  at  the  bef^ning  of  the 
year,  llterefore,  I  think  the  Qovem- 
ment  might  easily,  by  postponing  the 
contract  work  for  three  or  four  months, 
have  arranged  that  the  payments  should 
be  made  to  come  into  the  fioancial  year, 
and  then  the  further  reduction  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
asked  for  would  have  been  eflEected,  and 
in  that  way  the  Government  would  have 
•aved  a  valuable  Colleague.  I  can  only 
surmise  that  there  was  some  other  motive 
on  the  part  of  the  Colleagues  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  getting  rid  of  him  than 
the  difference  that  existed  between  them 
of  £240,000.  The  programme  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  in  regard  to  new  work  is  of  a 
very  moderate  character.  It  provides 
f(nr  five  protected  cruisers  of  2,500  tons 
each  and  a  few  smaller  vessels.  Looking 
at  the  very  large  increase  which  has  been 
made  duriue  the  last  few  years,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  hound  to  go  further,  but  at  fdt  events 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  somewhat  out  of 
harmony  with  the  noble  Lord's  demands 
last  year  when  ho  supported  the  views  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  East 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
that  an  expenditure  of  £5,000,000  to 
be  provided  by  terminable  annuities 
ought  to  be  spent  upon  cruisers.  The 
demand  made  by  the  noble  Lord  last 
year,  was  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
construct  immediately  no  less  than  20 
large  cruisers,  and  some  20  smaller  ones 
at  a  cost  of  £5,000,000.  I  congratulate 
the  Qovernmeat  at  the  concmsion  at 
which  they  have  now  arrived.  I  think 
they  are  right  in  muking  a  more  mode* 
rate  demand;  and  I  congratulate  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty in  having  succeeded  in  restraining 
his  noble  Colleague,  and  in  having 
brought  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  so  mucli  within  his 
demand  of  last  year.  One  of  the  most 
interestiog  parts  of  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty has  reference  to  the  futuro.  There 
is  one  statement  to  which  I  have  already 
adverted  shortly— namely,  the  valuation 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  already  made 
in  regard  to  the  effective  ships  in  the 
Navy,  and  also  the  annual  sum  required 
for  supplying  the  waste  in  the  Navy. 
But  I  would  observe  that  the  statement 
contained  in  the  Ueoioranduoi  iit  (t  very 
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different  statement  indeed  to  that  which 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  the  course 
of  the  Beoeas  at  a  meeting  in  Lancashire. 
In  the  course  of  that  speech,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  estimated  the 
effective  ships  of  the  Fleet  to  be  of  the 
value  of  £50,000,000  ;  and  he  gave  them 
an  averse  life  of  only  IS  years,  bring- 
ing out  the  fact  that  an  annual  sum  of 
£3,000,000  was  required  in  order  to  re- 
place the  Fleet — in  other  words,  he 
considered  that  £3,000,000  should  be 
expended  eveiy  year  on  new  ships  in 
order  to  keep  up  the  Navy  to  its  normal 
amount  of  value — ^namely,  £50,000,000. 
He  wound  up  in  the  manner  usual  with 
the  present  Board  by  making  a  fierce 
attack  upon  his  Predecessors.  He  aaid 
that  whereas  £3,000,000  were  annually 
required.  Lord  Northbrook  had  only 
provided  £1,800,000,  and  hence  the 
neglect  of  the  Navy.  When  I  read  that 
statement  I  looked  upon  it  as  a  very  ex- 
aggerated one,  and  1  thought  there  were 
some  extraordinary  fallacies  connected 
with  it.  I  had  in  past  times  made  cal- 
culations of  this  kind,and  I  had  brought 
out  far  different  results.  I,  therefore, 
proceeded  at  once  to  make  a  valuation 
for  myself  from  the  information  I  had 
before  me.  My  calculations  brought 
out  that  the  fair  value  of  the  exist- 
ing vesselB  belonging  to  the  Fleet 
was  £85,000,000.  I  thought  that  15 
years  was  a  very  short  lifo  to  g^ve  to 
our  iron-dada.  I  find  that  out  of  the 
56  iron-clada  we  now  have  of  an  effec- 
tive character,  no  leas  than  20  have  had 
a  longer  life  than  15  years,  including 
the  IStreuUt  and  the  Sultan,  and  there 
are  22  others— such,  for  instance,  as 
the  Monareh  and  the  Audacious — all  ex- 
cellent vessels  which  have  had  a  good 
deal  more  than  20  years*  life.  They  are 
still  valuable  vessels  with  many  years 
before  them.  We  have  not  yet  had 
sufficient  experience  of  the  cruisers  of  a 
larger  type  to  allow  us  to  form  any  data 
with  regard  to  them,  because  it  is  only 
within  the  last  few  years  that  iron-clada 
have  been  substituted  for  wooden  ves- 
sels; but  the  ActiM  and  Voiag$t  built 
18  yean  ago,  are  stiU  very  vaiuable 
vessels.  In  regard  to  our  troop-ahips,  I 
may  mention  three  of  tiioaa  Teasela. 
The  Uimalai/a  was  purohaaed  S3  yean 
ago,  and  is  as  good  as  she  was  on  the 
first  day  she  vas  constructed.  The  other 
two — the  Tamar  and  the  Or«fl^»— were 
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both  of  them  bnilt  morn  than  32  years 
ago.    Therefore,  I  think  it  is  a  mistake 
to  assign  bo  short  an  average  of  life  as 
15  years  for  our  iron-dads;  and,  under 
these  oircumstanoes,  I  found  that  the  sum 
required  annually  for  the  replacement 
of  effective  ships   amounts   only .  to 
£1,800,000,  instead  of  the  £3,000,000 
put  down  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiridty  (Mr.  For- 
wood).    I  was  vei^  nearly  writing  to 
the  Press  to  oomplain  of  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Oentfeman  the  Seoretary  to 
the  Admiralty  on  this  subject,  and  to  give 
my  version  of  the  value  of  the  Fleet, 
and  the  annual  oost  of  replacement  j 
but  I  refrained  from  doing  so  believing 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  renew 
his  attack  in  this  House.   I  was  rather 
surprised,  therefore,  when  I  looked  at 
the  Memorandum  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
find  that  he  had  completely  thrown  over 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty ;  that  he  had  abandoned  alto- 
gether the  hon.  Gentleman's  valuatioD, 
and  had  brought  out  a  result  almost 
identical  with  ^t  which  ^  as  an  ama- 
teur, had  arrired.  Instead  of  taking  die 
Talue  of  the  vessels  at  £50,000,000,  he 
brought  them  down  to  the  point  of 
£39,000,000  only,  including  the  ship- 
building, and  he  conceives  tnat  15  years 
is  too  short  a  limit  to  assign  as  the 
average  life  of  our  vessels.    The  result 
he  brings  out  is  precisely  similar  to  that 
which  Ihad  done — namely,  £1,800,000 
compared  with  the  £3,000,000  his  Col- 
league the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
proposed  in  the  Becesa.   I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  some  explanation  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  upon  this 
point,  and  to  ask  vhsthor  he  concurs 
witb  the  valuation  now  made  by  the 
noble  Lord.   If  so,  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  apology  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  attack  which  he  made 
upon  his  Predecessors,  and  which  he 
founded  on  this  mis-statement.    It  is 
clear,  then,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  is 
right,  and  he  believes  himself  his  Esti- 
mate is  a  very  fair  one,  and  is,  if  at  all, 
in  excess,  we  may  look  forward  to  a  con- 
siderable reduction  in  our  expenditure 
on  new  ships  in  coming  years,  when  the 
special  programme  of  1881  iscompleted. 
We  are  expending  this  year  £3^SI>0,QOO 
on  new  ships,  or  £1,000,000  in  excees  of 
the  noble  Lord^s  Estimate.  This 
invcdves  a  corresponding  irn 
Vote  for  sBQgjnft  giui- 


feel  little  doubt,  therofore,  that  we  may 
look  forward  to  a  reduced  expenditure 
of  £2,000,000  in  the  total   Votes,  in- 
cluding the  Gunnery  Vote.   Turning  to 
another  point,  I  have  observed  with 
pleasure,  on  reading  the  Memorandum 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Admiralty 
are  making  efforts  for  the  reform  of  the 
Admiralty  organization,  both  in  the  Ad- 
miralty itself  and  in  tibe  Dockyards.  I 
can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  on  this 
side  of  the  House  we  heartily  sympathize 
with  him,  and  are  prepared  to  do  our 
very  best  to  assist  him  in  carrying  out 
any  reforms  he  may  make.    I  say  this 
because  I  can  recollect  the  time  when  it 
was  veiy  much  otherwise.   The  last  at- 
tempt to  reform  the  Dockyard  adminis- 
tration was  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Souu  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Childers)  in  1870,  and  at  that  time 
a  most  tremendous  political  opposition 
was  raised  against  the  proposed  reform, 
which  did  not  confine  itself  to  this 
House,  but  was  experienced  in  the 
Dockyards  themselves,  and  within  the 
walls  of  the  Admiralty  also.    The  result 
was  that  every  kind  of  obstruction  was 
interposed  in  every  way  to  the  reform  of 
the  Dockyard  administration,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  in  the  end  things  went 
very  much  to  the  bad,  especially  under 
the  rigima  of  Mr.  "Ward  Hunt.   I  attri- 
bute much  of  what  has  taken  place  since 
in  regard  to  the  Dockyards,  to  tho  un- 
fortunate way  in  which  this  attempt  to 
reform  the  Dockyard  administration 
was  received.    I  can  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  none  of  bis  reforms  will  be 
treated  by  us  in  that  spiri^  but  we 
shall  endeavour  to  assist  him  to  the 
best  of  our  ability  in  carrying  them 
out.     I  am  certainly  afraid  that  he 
is  sttempting  too  much  at  once.  ^  Dock- 
yard reforms  can  ou\j  be  carried  out 
slowly  and  with  the  greatest  care,  and 
the  noble  Lord  will  find  that  it  is  not 
eo  much  the  system  that  is  at  fiuUt 
as  the  men.   It  is  difficult  to  find  good 
men  to  place  in  responsible  positions  in 
oi^er  to  see  t^at  the  reforms  you  pro- 
pose to  introduce  are  properly  carried 
out.   The  present  system  of  Dockyard 
responsibility  is  such  as  to  prevent  the 
growth  of  Dockyard  reforms.   There  is 
one  change  wliU:h  the  noble  Lord  has 
mada  wbifh  T  tliink  ia  in  the  right 
i    iinnot  say  that  I 
r  iiough.  The 
ibu  rospwt  of  the 
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appointmeDt  of  civil  assistants  to  the 
jfaval  Superintendents  of  Dockyards.  I 
say  that  these  appointments  are  in  the 
right  direction,  but  they  are  only  a  yery 
small  step  in  the  right  direction.  Let 
me  point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
House  what  has  really  been  done.  The 
Admiralty  have  appointed  a  highly-paid 
o£B.oer  in  each  of  the  Dockyards  as  a 
civil  assistant  to  the  Naval  Superin- 
tendent. This  officer  has  a  salary  of 
£1,000  a-year,  vhich  is  more  than  is 
attached  to  the  post  of  Ohief  Oonstractor 
in  the  Doi^yaraa.  At  the  same  time, 
the  civil  assistant  baa  no  direct  responsi- 
bility of  any  kind.  He  is  not  able  to 
give  a  simple  command  or  order  to  any 
one  single  man  in  tiie  Dockyard ;  he  is 
merely  the  assistant  of  the  Naval  Super- 
intendent, to  advise  the  Naval  Super- 
intendent, and  to  act  the  part  of  an 
aide-de-camp  or  a  kind  of  a  spy 
going  about  the  Dockyard  seeing 
if  there  is  anything  that  ought  to 
be  done,  and  then  advising  the  Naval 
Superintendent  upon  the  matter.  Per- 
haps even  the  discharge  of  this  duty 
may  do  good,  and  I  believe  it  has  done 
good  in  finding  out  evils  of  various  kinds, 
and  bringing  them  under  the  attention 
of  the  Navid  Superintendent.  But  the 
reform  is  one  which  I  maintain  does 
not  go  far  enough,  and  I  think  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  impose  responin- 
bilily  upon  these  mwi,  and  to  give  them 
some  definite  function  topenormwith 
fuU  command  over  others.   I  look  with 

£reat  alarm  at  divided  responsibility. 
i8t  me  suppose  a  case.  There  might 
happen  to  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  Chief  Constructor  of  the 
Dockyard  and  the  civil  adviser  of  the 
NavEU  Superintendent— say  in  regard  to 
some  important  point  of  naval  construc- 
tion. Divided  responBibitity  in  such  a 
respect  would  be  a  most  serious  matter, 
and  might  lead  to  a  naval  disaster. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
noble  Lord  will  have  at  a  very  short 
date  to  go  much  further,  and  to  give 
these  important  officers  some  teal  and 
direct  responsibility  in  the  Dockyards. 
That  ought  to  be  the  true  end  and  aim 
of  any  real  Dockyard  reform,  and  I  do 
not  b^eve  that  any  saUsfaotory  reform 
can  be  carried  out  in  the  I^oekyarde 
unless  you  are  able  to  build  up  a  com- 
plete system  of  management  and  control 
under  one  supreme  civil  Head  under 
the   Naval   Superintendents.  When 
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yon  have  done  that,  the  Naval  Super- 
intendents in  the  smaller  yards,  sach 
as  Pembroke  and  Sheemess,  will  be 
found  redundant  and  may  be  dispensed 
with.    With  respect  to  all  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  said  about  stores,  I 
fully  concur.   I  recollect  well  that  when 
those  doctrines  were  upheld  by  the  right 
hon.  Iklember  for  South  Edinburgh  and 
Mr.  Baxter,  they  were  denonnced  as 
tending  to  reduce  the  s^ngth  of  the 
Navy  by  depleting  the  storehouses.  In 
regard  to  reforms  in  the  Admiralty 
itself,  I  listened  with  some  interest  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  far  East  Maxylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  upon  that  suDject, 
especially  in  reference  to  the  duties  of 
the  Naval  Lords,  in  regard  to  which  be 
said  that  great  changes  are  taking  place. 
He  said  that  all  of  them  in  future  would 
be  consulted,  and  that  they  will  all  have  to 
write  minutes  in  regard  to  their  own 
Department,  and  that  nothing  will  be 
done  without  their  approval.    I  listened 
to  the  noble  Lord  attentively,  but  I  could 
detect  no  real  change  as  having  taken 
place.    Therefore,  I  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  to  point  out  distinctly  what  change 
has  been  effected.    The  Order  in  Counm 
distinctly  lays  down  the  responsibility  of 
each  Naval  Lord  ;  and  in  my  time  the 
Naval  Lords  signed  the  "Estimates." 
The  noble  Lord  was  obliged  to  admit  in 
his  speech  that  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
flung  at  bis  head  without  his  having  been 
allowed  to  see  them  before  they  wwe 
presented,  and  that  ho  was  asked  to  put 
his  signature  to  this  important  document 
without  having  been  consulted  in  the 
matter.    I  should  like  to  know  if  that 
is  the  result  of  these  new  Sules  ?   Is  it 
the  outcome  of  the  new  Bules  that  tbe 
Naval  Lord  is  required  to  sign  his  name 
to  the  Estimates  without  ever  having 
seen  them?    If  so,  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  very  singular  arrangement ;  but 
I  would  venture  to  say  that  the  refusal 
of  the  Naval  Lord  to  sign  the  Estimates 
is  an  unprecedented  occurrence,  full  of 
danger  in  regard  to  the  future.  The 
nobM  Ijord  cannot  absolve  himself  &om 
the  general  tenor  of  these  Estimates  even 
by  refusing  his  signature  to  them,  be- 
cause every  Naval  Lord  is  practically  re- 
sponsible for  the  Estimates  as  a  whole, 
and  if  he  does  not  care  to  be  respon- 
sible for  them  his  proper  course  is  to 
^ve  up  his  post.    Although,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  sign  the  Eati- 
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mates  he  is  responsible  to  the  House  and 
the  cotmtry  for  them,  and  if  he  fails  to 
do  that  he  ought  not  to  be  there.  Bos 
only  altematire  ia  to  resign.  There  is 
one  other  point  to  which  I  desire  to 
allude.  The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  gave  an  explanation  of 
what  is  to  occur  in  the  future  when  new 
Bhips  are  under  cooBtruotion.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  each  Naval  Lord  is 
to  be  asked  what  he  wants  in  a  new  ship 
—each  Naval  Lord  ia  to  lay  down  his 
requirements— and  then  the  Admiralty 
are  to  oall  upon  the  Constructors  to  build 
a  ship  in  accordance  with  their  demands. 
If  that  is  to  be  the  new  plan  of  the  Ad> 
miralty  in  regard  to  new  ships  I  do  not 
know  where  it  ma^  lead  us.  Certainly 
not  to  the  oonstmotion  of  a  good  vessel. 
I  hold  that  one  of  the  most  important 
and  responsible  dutira  of  die  Admiralty 
is  that  of  determining  the  designs  of  the 
larger  vessels.  Ithasoeenmyfottohave 
been  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  on  seve- 
ral occasions  when  vessels  of  an  impor- 
tant type  have  been  agreed  upon,  and 
I  know  of  no  more  responsible  and 
di6Bcult  duty  than  that  of  arriving  at 
such  a  conclusion.  On  all  occasions  the 
Naval  Lords  have  been  fully  consulted ; 
but  so  also  was  the  Scientific  Department 
of  the  Admiralty,  remesented  by  the 
Chief  Oonsbuctore.  There  has  often 
been  a  divergenoe  of  opimon  between 
those  two  branches  of  the  Navy ;  but  I 
have  never  known  a  case  where  agree- 
ment was  not  finally  arrived  at  between 
the  Boimtific  element  and  the  naval  ele- 
ment of  the  Admiralty.  I  think  I  may 
■ay  that  the  great  changes  whidi  have 
taken  place  in  the  designs  of  vessels 
during  the  last  20  years  have  not  been 
due  to  naval  officers,  but  that  they  have 
been  forced  on  the  Naval  Service,  in  a 
great  measure,  by  the  Scientific  Depart- 
ments of  the  Admiralty,  and  by  the 
Scientific  Departments  of  other  countries 
— especially  of  France.  If  uaval  offi- 
cers' advice  alone  had  been  taken  we 
should  have  made  very  little  advance  in- 
deed. Eventually  an  agreement  has 
been  come  to  between  the  scientific  de- 
partment and  the  leading  naval  officers 
representing  the  Admiralty.  As  a  gene- 
ral rule,  the  object  of  ^e  naral  pro- 
fession is  a  veiy  conservative  one  on 
these  sttltjeota,  and  perhaps  rightly;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  most  eminent 
naval  men  would  stand  by  that  conserva- 
tive feeling  unless  they  wwe  eg^ed  on 


by  tho  scientific  branches  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. The  consequence  has  been  that 
the  deugns  of  our  vessels  have  been  the 
result  of  a  combination  between  the  best 
scientific  and  the  best  naval  opinion.  A 
big  ship  must  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
compromise  in  which  various  elements 
of  strength  are  oombiced,  as  to  which 
there  is  room  for  great  difference  of 
opinion.  As  a  general  rule,  it  has  been 
possible  to  bring  the  Naval  and  Scientifio 
authorities  into  harmony  by  some  con- 
cessions on  either  side.  The  importance 
of  this  has  already  been  brought  imder 
the  notice  of  the  House  in  the  case  of 
the  Nile  and  Trafalgar.  The  facts  of  that 
case  have  not  been  disputed  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Their  importance  oonsists  in  this, 
that  for  the  first  time  the  scientific  con- 
structors were  not  consulted,  but  were  di- 
rected what  to  design  upon  tihe  sole  advice 
of  the  Firat  NavaTLora.  An  order  was 
given  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  con- 
struct these  two  vessels  on  certain  con- 
ditions laid  doff-n  by  the  advice  of  naval 
officers.  The  consl^uotors  objected,  and 
reported  that  the  vessels  were  not  what 
they  ought  to  be  for  the  enormous 
expenditure  devoted  to  them,  and 
that  they  were  very  deficient  in  cer- 
tain qualities,  especially  in  speed. 
The  constructors  entered  their  protest, 
and  asked  that  a  Boyal  Commission 
would  be  appointed  similar  to  that 
presided  over  by  Lord  Dufferin.  I 
am  not  going  into  the  whole  subject 
of  the  designs  of  these  two  vessels ;  out 
I  confess  that  the  result  of  the  debi^on 
Thursday  last  was  to  impress  me  with 
the  higEsst  importance  of  the  demand 
which  has  been  made  for  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission. That  step,  I  believe,  would 
result  in  reassuring  public  opinion  as  to 
the  ressela  already  constructed  after  the 
attacks  which  have  been  made  upon 
them  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Keed),  which  seem  to  me 
to  be  exaggerated,  and  most  unfair  to 
Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby  and  Mr.  White. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  the 
course  which  he  has  pursued,  has  pro- 
moted distrust  in  regard  to  some  of 
the  vessels  which  have  been  built,  and 
that  he  has  not  stood  up  for  the  officials 
of  the  Admiralty  as  he  oup;bt  to  have 
done.  I  cannot  help  bearmg  in  mind 
what  the  noble  Lord  stated  lut  year  as 
to  the  construction  of  the  Aa^ranon 
and  the  Ajas,  ^^^u>»'-  "^'^^ 
regard  to  the  ^W^^- 
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ouBdon  on  Thursday  it  would  be  wise*  at 
the  present  moment,  to  appoint  a  Oom- 
mission  of  dmgn,  not  with  a  view  of 
altering  any  of  the  vessels  now  under 
oonstruotion,  becaase  that  could  not  be 
done,  but  to  reassure  the  public  mind  as 
to  the  character  of  the  vessels  now  being 
construoted,  and  also  with  a  view  of 
laying  down  the  conditions  which  are  in 
future  to  be  followed  when  new  vessels 
are  to  be  built.  It  is  quite  certain  that 
before  ver^  long  there  will  be  a  new 
departure  in  the  case  of  vessels  of  large 
t(mnage.  I  bdUere  that  the  French 
Qovwnment  are  not  commencing  any 
new  vessels  of  large  tonnage,  nor  are 
they  engaged,  at  the  present  moment,  in 
laying  down  any  large  iron-dad  at  all. 
It  is,  therefore,  evident  that  we  are 
approaching  some  other  line,  and  in 
view  of  that  I  think  it  would  be  well 
that  a  Committee  of  DesigD,  similar  to 
that  presided  over  by  Lord  Dufferin, 
should  be  appointed  again  for  the  pur- 
pose of  considering  the  designs  on  which 
the  future  construction  of  vessels  should 
be  based.  I  make  this  remark  in  no 
carping  spirit.  I  think  the  programme 
of  uie  noble  Lord,  for  the  coming  year, 
is  a  wise  and  moderate  one,  and  that  it 
will  afford  an  opportunity  of  considering 
what  should  be  the  character  of  our 
vessels  in  the  future.  It  is  quite  evident 
that  the  days  of  iron- dads  of  the  ^rpe  of 
the  Colcuui  and  oUiers  are  numbered, 
and  it  ia  right  that  the  Qovemment 
should  be  fiilly  advised  before  taking  a 
new  departure.  With  regud  to  ano^er 

Ct,  I  entirely  agree  with  what  has 
I  stated  as  to  the  education  at 
naval  officers,  and  the  results  of  the 
inquiry  of  the  Bavensworth  Oommis- 
eion.  I  regret  what  the  noble  Lord 
said  about  it ;  but  I  do  not  propose  to 
refer  to  that  matter  now,  uthough  I 
shall  certainly  take  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  my  views  upon  it  at  greater 
length  on  some  otiier  Vote.  There  is 
only  one  other  point  I  desire  to  allude 
to.  I  read  with  pleasure  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  with  regard  to 
the  ptrtotmel  of  the  Fleet.  He  said  Uiat 
the  waste  of  men  is  far  less  than  formerly, 
and  that  the  service  has  become  more 
popular.  Ireioioeatthat,f(»afteralltbe 
ptrtonn$l  of  the  Fleet  is  by  far  the  most 
important  part  of  it.  We  can  improvise 
in  time  of  war  to  a  g^at  extent  the 
matirid  of  the  Fleet,  but  we  cannot 
improvise  officers  and  men  of  the  highest 
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quality.  That  must  always  be  a  work 
of  time  witii  respect  to  the  mtUirid  of  the 
Fleet.  No  one  can  foretell  what  would 
be  the  requirements  of  the  nert  naval 
war.  My  own  opinion  ts  that  something 
very  much  more  simple  than  the  cum- 
brous and  costly  constructions  of  the  last 
few  years  will  be  the  platform  on  which 
our  men  will  have  to  fight,  and  that 
science  will  discover  something  appro- 
priate to  the  time,  which  will  be  im- 
provised quicker  than  the  iron*clads. 
What  it  may  be  we  cannot  foretell,  but 
whatever  it  may  be  it  will  require  hearts 
of  steel  to  man  our  vessels.  But  having 
the  greatest  confidence  in  the  ptr^mim 
of  the  Fleet ;  knowing  that  our  officers 
and  seamen  will  be  men  of  great  courage 
aud  of  the  highest  intellect,  I  feel  tut 
they  will  be  adequate  to  any  duty  that 
may  be  imposed  upon  them,  and  that 
they  will  maintain  the  iuterMts  of  the 
Service,  and  of  the  Empire  whoerer 
they  may  be  called  upon  to  act. 

Oaptaih  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.) :  The  right  hon.  GenUeman 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Shaw  liO- 
fevre)  stated  that  he  is  not  quite  sure  the 
next  Secretary  to  the  Aamiralty  will 
know  the  form  of  vessel  in  whidi  the 
seamen  of  our  Fleet  will  have  to  fight 
He,  perhaps,  thus  explains  his  own  posi- 
tion when  Secretary  to  the  Admiral^ 
himself.  Atthebennningofhis  speew 
the  right  hon.  Qenueman  alluded  to  the 
fact,  as  being  geuerallv  recognised,  that 
questions  routing  to  the  Navy  were  not 
Party  questions.  Yet  the  gist  of  the 
whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  was  that  of  a  Party  politician. 
Now  I  am  afraid  that  it  is  this  Party 
spirit  which  has  injured  the  efficiency 
of  the  Navy  in  the  post,  and  that  if  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy  is  really  to  be 
restored  on  a  firm  basis,  it  will  be  as 
well  to  discard  any  partisan  feeling 
when  discussing  matters  in  which  the 
Admiralty  are  concerned,  and  by  hon. 
Members  dropping  their  politics  for  the 
time.  The  right  hon.  Oentieman,  in 
praising  the  policy  of  Lord  Northbrook, 
quite  forgot  to  tell  us  which  policr  of 
that  noble  Lord  he  was  praisinff.  Was 
it  the  policy  of  March,  1884,  whan  this 
House  brought  a  oonsiderabls  amount 
of  pressure  to  bear  on  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Oovemment,  when  it  was 
demanded  that  an  inquiry  should  be  in- 
stituted into  the  condition  of  the  Navy, 
when  it  was  asserted  that  the  House  and 
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country  were  dissatisfied  with  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things,  and  when  the  pro- 
I>osal  was  resisted  by  the  Bepresenta- 
tires  of  the  Admiralty  in  this  House, 
and  especially  by  Mr.  Brassey— now 
Lord.  Brassey — on  behalf  of  the  Gx>- 
vemment?  He  said,  in  March,  1884, 
that  the  Admiralty  were  satisfied  that 
"  the  addition  they^  were  maltizig  for  the  Fleet 
was  BoffideDt  to  maintain  our  naval  Bupremacy, 
and  that  it  would  1w  imijolitio  to  propose  the 
sensational  Estimates  which  the  critics  of  the 
Government  poUoy  detnanded." 

The  right  bon.  Member  for  Stirling  (Mr. 
Oampoell-Bannennan)  maintained  that 
it  was 

**  impossible  for  the  Gtovenunent  to  aUov  an 
inquiry  to  he  institated  into  the  state  of  the 
flart  on  the  eappontion  that  its  oomdititm  was 
nnastisfaetory." 

That  was  what  Lord  KorthbrooVs 
Administration  stated  in  March,  1884; 
but  in  the  month  of  November  in  the 
same  year  they  came  down  to  this 
House  and  asked  for  an  additional 
expenditure  of  over  £3,000,000,  be- 
cause they  were  then  altogether  dis- 
satisfied with  the  condition  of  the  Fleet. 
Which  of  these  two  policies  of  Lord 
Northbrook  is  it  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  has  been  referring  r  I  think 
he  ought  to  have  specified  whether  it 
was  the  policy  of  Lord  Northbrook  in 
March,  1884,  or  the  totally  opposite 
pdicy  which  he  advocated  seven  months 
later.  I  trust  that  the  Oommittee  will 
hear  from  the  noble  Lord  at  tiie  head  of 
tiifi  Admiralty  a  somewhat  dear  state- 
ment as  to  the  responsibility  whidi 
attaches  to  naval  individuals  in  the  Ad- 
miralty. I  confess  that,  after  the  debate 
which  occurred  the  other  night,  I  have 
been  more  confused  upon  that  point 
than  I  was  before.  I  have  never,  since 
1 869,  been  able  to  understand  Uie  re- 
sponsibility which  attaches  to  Naval 
iLords.  It  was  stated  the  other  night 
that  the  ImpMeuM  and  the  Wartpiit  are 
frightful  examples  of  the  bad  system 
prevailing  at  the  Admiralty.  It  was 
then  pointed  out  that  the  case  of  the 
JStnbow  was  an  example  of  blunders 
owing  to  the  goodness  of  the  system*  but 
badly  applied.  In  one  of  these  cases  it 
-was  alleged  that  the  system  was  bad,  but 
in  the  other  that  it  was  good.  The  hon. 
aAd  gallant  Member  for  the  Eastboonie 
XMvision  of  Sussex  (Admiral  Pield)  said 
that  under  the  Order  of  Oonnoil  in  1869 
the  whole  posittcm  of  the  Naval  Monbers 


of  the  Admiralty  has  become  most  un- 
satisfactory. That  was  contradicted  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Ohilders), 
who  issued  that  Order  in  Council.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was 
perfectly  satisfactory,  because  it  throws 
individual  responsibility  on  Naval  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  he  emphasized 
that  fact  by  saying  that  he  made  each 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  sign  the  Esti- 
mates, in  order  to  show  that  he  was 
directly  responsible  for  his  own  Depart* 
ment.  The  next  thing  which  happened 
was  that  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  who  is  so  distin- 
guished an  ornament  of  the  Admiralty 
and  the  Naval  Profession,  stated  that  he 
had  refused  to  sign  the  Estimates  be- 
cause he  knew  nothing  about  Uiem,  and 
had  not  had  time  to  study  them.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  right  that  the  House 
and  the  country  should  not  be  able  to 
attach  some  responsibility  to  particular 
men  for  particular  failures ;  and  I  can- 
not see  how  that  provision  is  to  be  made 
while  the  civil  element  —  what  I  may 
call  the  clerical  element — controls.  I 
cannot  conceive  how  it  is  possible  to 
say,  in  regard  to  the  defence  of  this 
great  Empire,  involving  as  it  does  many 
critical  questions,  which  only  experts  can 
deal  with,  that  you  should  spend  so  much 
larger  a  sum  every  year  in  the  clerical 
department  of  the  Amniralty  than  on  the 
expert  staff.  I  cannot  conceive  anything 
more  adverse  to  the  establishment  of  a 
hotter  state  of  things  in  regard  to  the 
naval  administration.  So  long  as  naval 
officers  are  few  at  the  AdmiriUty,  and 
until  you  organize  your  Admiralty  into 
departments  under  responsible  naval 
men,  with  adequate  naval  staff,  kept 
there  long  enough  to  know  their  business, 
I  cannot  see  how  you  can  get  that  buu- 
ness  efficiently  done.  We  must  also  have 
the  guarantee  which  is  provided  by  the 
American  system — that  not  onl^  shall 
the  Admiralty  and  the  naval  administra- 
tion be  divided  into  departments,  but 
that  there  shall  be  a  Naval  Lord  at  the 
head  of  each  department  Unless  that 
is  done,  you  will  never  have  that  proper 
consideration  devoted  to  the  wider  ques- 
tions of  policy  which  is  aMassary  in 
order  to  secure  the  due  adiDif||^|^(Hi  of 
the  Navy.  I  want  to  ^  *he 
noble  Lord  at  flw 
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for  the  Estimaiea,  how  it  is  that  they 
did  not  sign  the  Memorandum ;  how  is 
it  that  it  comes  as  a  Memorandum  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
alone,  while  the  Naval  Estimates,  whioh 
are  necessary  in  order  to  carry  out  his 
policy,  are  signed  by  a  majority  of  the 
Naval  Lords  ?  If  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  other  Lords,  are  responsible  for 
the  Naval  Estimates,  they  should  be  re- 
sponsible for  tibe  policy  that  is  involved 
in  them ;  and,  therefore,  they  should 
have  been  called  upon  to  sign  thisMemo- 
randnm.  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  next  Memo* 
random  will  be  a  Beport  hY>m  each  Naval 
Lord  at  the  head  of  each  departmeati 
stating  that  he  is  satisfied  that  the  !Eteti- 
mates  are  suffldent  imd  neceasuy  for  the 
department  with  whioh  he  is  connected, 
and  then  let  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  sigu  generally  for 
himself  that  the  Estimates  are  correct. 
That  is  a  question  of  some  importance, 
because  if,  under  the  Order  of  1869, 
each  Lord  is  responsible  for  his  depart- 
ment, I  cannot  understand  why  the 
Memorandum  appears  as  if  it  were  the 
sole  production  of  the  First  Lord. 
There  is  not  one  single  word,  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  in  that  Memorandum  as 
to  the  requirements  of  our  ooaling  stations. 
I  know  the  noble  Lord  will  tell  me  that 
that  is  not  in  his  Department ;  but  I 
think  it  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  the 
safety  of  the  coals  for  the  Navy  in  a 
time  of  war  should  not  be  vested  in  the 
Boaid  of  Admiralty,  instead  of  resting 
with  the  War  Department.  It  can  easily 
be  understood  tnat  the  Navy  will  be 
helpless  and  powerless  unless  adequate 
stores  of  coal  are  secured,  and  yet  there 
is  not  one  word  about  the  ooaling  sta- 
tions in  this  Memorandum.  If  the  noble 
Lord  cannot  guarantee  an  adequate  pro- 
vision for  the  ooaliog  stations,  I  main- 
tain that  there  is  little  use  in  spend- 
ing money  on  ships.  There  is  another 
point  in  connection  with  this  Memoran- 
dum which  has  sun>riBed  me  still  more. 
Hon.  Members  wilt  have  read  a  very  in- 
teresting paragra^  about  the  pntonntl 
of  the  Fleet ;  but  I  think  it  is  somewhat 
astounding  that  in  these  days  t^e  noble 
Lord  should  have  omitted  to  mention 
the  10,500  Marine  Infiralry  and  2,500 
Marine  Artillery  under  his  oontrol.  It 
is  astonishing  to  me  that  so  la^  an 
Infantry  and  Artillery  Force  would 
bo  regarded  as  so  minor  a  detail  in 

lagttiin  CtUmh 


the  defence  of  the  country  as  not  to 
be  wor^y  of  menticm  in  this  Memoran- 
dum, "^^o  is  responsible  for  this  omis- 
sion ?  Still  less  can  I  make  out  why,  in 
these  circumstances,  we  should  have  the 
House  of  Oonunons  dissatisfied,  and  the 
country  agitated,  because  the  Secretary 
of  State  tor  War  proposes  to  break  up 
fire  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  in  order 
to  provide  garrisons  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  coals  required  by  the 
Navy  in  different  parts  oi  the  world.  I 
cannot  conceive  why  it  should  be  con- 
sidered at  all  necessary  to  break  up 
five  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  in 
order  to  meet  naval  requirements,  and 
to  provide  Artillery  for  garrisoning 
naval  stations.  But  it  will  be  found 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  or,  at 
all  events,  the  Naval  Dqtartments,  have 
2,500  Marino  Artillery  pUuied  abso- 
lutely at  their  disposal.  Nevertibetess, 
the  noble  Lord  has  not  even  considered 
it  necessary  to  mention  them  in  this 
Memorandum.  As  an  officer  who  has 
spent  15  or  16  years  of  his  life  in  that 
Foroe,  I  think  I  ought  to  know  some- 
thing about  its  value.  Yet  my  opinion 
is  that,  although  the  country  is  spend- 
ing a  great  sum  of  money  in  order 
to  secure  an  eflicient  body  of  Artillery, 
the  Admiralty  are  misusing  and  mis- 
applying it.  I  challenge  contradio- 
tion  to  that  assertion.  I  find  that  there 
is  a  mention  of  the  Marine  Service  in 
the  Menunandum ;  but  it  is  txalj  this — 
that  B  certain  number  ol  Mannea  are 
about  to  be  turned  into  butchers  and 
bakers.  I  admit  that  that  may  be  right ; 
but  I  do  not  know  why  we  should  break 
up  a  number  of  batteries  of  Horse  Artil' 
lery,  while  it  is  proposed  to  turn  the 
Marine  Artillery  into  butohers  and 
bakers.  I  think  our  naval  defences  in 
a  time  of  war  is  too  serious  a  matter  to  be 
trifled  with  in  that  manner.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  there  has  been  any 
communication  whatever  between  the 
War  Office  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
as  to  the  application  of  the  Marines  and 
the  Marine  Artillery  to  the  defence  of 
the  coaling  stations  f  There  is  not  ono 
word  about  that  matter  in  the  Memo- 
randum, nor  any  alludon  whatever  to 
tiie  nnptoyment  of  the  Marines,  esoept 
as  bnteners  and  bakers.  What  I  want 
to  know  is,  whether  the  question  of  de- 
fending the  ooaling  stations  under  the 
Admiralty  with  a  Marine  Foroe  has  ever 
been  put  by  the  Admiralty  to  .the  Wai 
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Office?  If  that  had  been  done,  the  whole 
matter  could  have  been  fairly  inquired 
into,  and  the  defence  of  these  coaling 
stations  would  have  been  carried  out  at 
a  cost  infinitely  lesR  and  in  a  far  more 
efficient  and  satisfactory  manner.  The 
noble  Lord  must  admit  that  when  the 
Horse  Artillery  is  broken  up,  the  War 
Office  will  come  to  the  Admiralty  and 
call  upon  them  to  provide  transport  for 
the  Arallery  and  their  stores  to  coal  depots 
all  over  the  worid,  backwards  and  for- 
wardsi  and  the  country  will  have  to  pay 
for  it.  Uarine  Artillery  would  go  out 
as  supernumeraries  in  warships,  and 
transport  expense  would  thus  be  saved. 
There  is  another  interestine  point 
touched  upon  in  this  Memorandum.  I 
am  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  the  If  embei 
for  East  Marylebone  is  the  last  person  to 
give  credit  to  any  Department  which 
does  not  deserve  it.  One  of  the  most 
interesting  portions  of  the  Memorandum 
is  the  statement  with  regard  to  the  Naval 
Intelligenoe  Department.  I  most  cor- 
dially approve,  and  I  warmly  thank  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  for,  the  step 
they  have  taken.  It  has  been  too  long 
d^erred  already,  and  I  think  that  the 
promotion  and  extension  of  that  Intelli- 
gence Department  is  the  wisest  step  the 
Admiralty  have  ever  taken  in  its  history 
in  modem  times.  BotI  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  cannot  give  the  Board  any  credit 
for  the  idea  of  tbis  Naval  Intelligence 
Pepartment.  The  facts  are  uiese. 
The  Naval  Intelligence  Department  ap- 
pears first  in  the  Estimates  of  1884  for 
the  sum  of  £500.  Lord  Northbrook 
does  not  deserve  credit  for  that,  nor 
does  Lord  Northbrook's  Administration. 
It  was  a  totally  inadequate  Estimate, 
and  merely  a  sop  towards  satisfying 
public  opinion.  The  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  are  taking  a  further  step  in 
this  direction,  and  I  believe  they  are 
pursuing  a  wise  ptdioy — one  of  the 
wisest,  indeed,  which  hu  distinguished 
the  Admiralty  for  many  years.  More 
than  20  years  ago  I  pointed  to  the  neces- 
sity of  establishing  a  Naval  Intelligence 
Department ;  and  I  remember  hariug 
bad  a  bad  time  of  it,  on  one  occasion,  at 
the  hands  of  a  Naval  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  because  I  dared  to  advocate 
certain  views.  At  length  the  United 
Service  Institution  asked  me  to  put  all 
my  arguments  together  and  deliver  a 
lecture  upon  the  subject.  I  remember 
talking  to  a  dtsttngnished  friend  of  mine 


— who  has  since  left  the  Admiralty — 
upon  the  matter,  and  he  implored  me 
not  to  deliver  the  lecture,  because  the 
Admiralty  did  not  want  such  a  De- 
partment. My  lecture,  however,  was 
given  in  1881,  and  Lord  Northbrook  came 
down  afterwards  and  said  that  it  was 
very  interesting,  and  that  something 
should  be  done  in  the  matter.  Never- 
theless, it  was  not  until  1884  that  Lord 
Northbrook  produced  the  Votefor£500; 
and  he  might  just  as  well  have  asked 
for  500  pence  for  all  the'good  a  sum  like 
that  was  calculated  to  do.  My  estimate 
was,  and  still  is,  that  the  Naval  Intelli- 
gence Department  should  cost  at  least 
£20,000  a-year.  It  has  leaked  out  how 
this  question  of  the  Naval  Intelligence 
Department  has  been  dealt  with  in  an 
Admiralty  Minute ;  but  it  is  somewhat 
like  the  performance  of  the  play  of 
BamUt  with  Hamlet  left  out.  There 
is  not  a  single  word  in  the  Admiralty 
Minute  which  requires  the  Naval  Intel- 
ligence Department  to  make  itself  ac- 
quainted with  the  vast  and  complicated 
operations  of  sea  commerce.  It  is  sup- 
posed that  our  commerce  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  always  the  same  on  the  ocean, 
and  there  is  not  a  Binj^e  word  said  about 
the  naval  arrangements  for  the  |>roteo- 
tion  of  that  commerce,  to  the  vuiations 
and  tendencies  of  which  these  arrange- 
ments must  conform.  The  natural  laws 
which  influence  commerce  are  the  keys 
to  our  ocean  defence,  and  therefore  I 
feel  emboldened  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
what  is  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
in  the  event  of  war  ?  Are  we  ready  to 
maintain  a  blockade,  and,  if  so,  is  the 
Admiralty  prepared  to  keep  up  a  force 
sufficient  for  blockading  all  the  war 
ports  of  probable  enemies,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent their  iron-olads  from  getting  out  ? 
In  addition,  to  watch  the  great  com- 
mercial ports  of  the  enemy,  are  they  in 
a  position  to  guard  the  IS  great  junc- 
tions of  our  vaaanmw  on  the  ocean  ? 
Are  we  prepared  to  maintain  a  suffi- 
cient naval  force  to  hold  those  13  junc- 
tions?— because,  if  we  are  not,  we 
might  just  as  well  try  to  keep  pos- 
session of  the  line  of  railway  from 
the  Victoria  Station  to  Dover,  and 
allow  the  enemy  to  take  possession  of 
Clapham  Junction.  Have  we  an  ade- 
quate force  for  this  purpose  ?  Have  we 
an  adequate  foroe  to  watch  neutral  ports 
so  as  to  deny  the  enemy  ooal  ?  The 
whole  question  of  naval  warfare  is  the 
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coaling  of  our  own  cruisers,  and  the 
position  we  may  be  in  to  deny  coal 
to  the  enemy.  I  am  satisfied,  and  I 
challenge  contradiction,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty are  not  prepared  and  hare  not  a 
aufficient  force  at  command  to  do  them 
things ;  and  I  vant  to  know  what  is  to 
become  of  the  commerce  of  this  country 
in  the  case  of  war,  if  you  are  not  ?  I 
hope  the  noble  Z^rd  will  understand 
that  in  speaking  strongly  on  this  matter 
I  am  not  saying  that  he  is  to  blame,  or 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  is  to  blame,  or  even  Lord 
Northbrook.  I  blame  no  individual; 
but  I  say  that  the  system  is  to  blame, 
and  I  contend  that  you  are  imperilling 
the  whole  of  your  commerce  oy  con- 
tinuing to  pursue  this  absurd  course. 
Just  one  word  more.  It  is  important  for 
this  House  and  the  country  to  nare  some 
standard  by  which  it  is  to  measure  its 
naTal  requirements.  It  is  of  no  use  to 
say  that  we  are  equiU  in  ships  to  three 
Foreign  Powers,  and,  therefore,  we  need 
spend  no  more.  That  would  be  just  as 
reasonable  as  to  say  that  Sir  Oharles 
Warren  has  got  more  police  than  bur- 
glars, and  therefore  the  Estimates  for 
the  Metropolitan  Police  ought  to  be  out 
down.  In  this  Metropolis  do  you  mea- 
sure the  strength  of  your  police  by  the 
number  of  criminals  ?  Do  you  not  in- 
crease your  police  in  proportion  to  the 
growth  of  wealth  and  uie  area  over 
which  it  is  spread?  We  are  told  that 
the  growth  of  the  Metropolis  necessi- 
tates the  increase  of  the  Police  Force 
by  150  police  constables  annually.  So 
also  in  the  Navy — ^it  is  not  a  question  of 
money  primazity,  but  <d  the  necessities 
of  the  case.  There  ought  to  be  some 
standwd  by  which  the  requirements  of 
the  case  can  be  measured.  Abstraot 
comparisons  with  theNavalForoe  of  other 
countriesareworthless.  OurNavaJ  Force 
must  be  measured  by  our  requirements, 
and  it  certainly  seems  to  me  that  the 
strength  of  our  Navy  has  not  been  de- 
veloped in  the  same  ratio  as  our  respon- 
sibiUties.  It  may  be  ^uite  true  that 
the  number  of  Her  Miyesty's  ships  in 
commission  may  exceed  those  in  oom- 
mission  of  any  three  other  Naval 
Powers.  That,  however,  means  no- 
thing. I  trust  that  in  connection  with 
the  next  Naval  Memorandum  we  shall 
have  a  map  issued  showing  by  oeean 
districts  Uie  amount  of  Britida  oommeroe 
compared  with  that  of  Franoe^  Bnssia, 


Germany,  and  other  Foreign  Powers; 
also  the  number  of  ships  and  guns 
which  England  has  on  each  ocean,  and 
the  number  of  ships  and  guns  which 
foreign  nations  have.  That  would  pro- 
bably educate  Parliament  and  the  ooua- 
try  as  to  the  extent  of  our  rec^KmsibUi- 
ties,  and  the  task  which  is  imposed  npon 
the  Navy  of  this  ooQutry.  Abstraot  eom- 
parisons  do  nothing  but  blind  people. 
The  question  of  coal  is  all-important 
in  these  days,  and  it  is  regrettable  to 
hear  that  Singapore  is  not  adequately 
defended.  I  can  say  that  the  same 
statement  applies  to  the  C^pe,  notwith- 
stroding  the  fact  that  the  Oape  is  to  us 
of  the  very  utmost  importance  as  a 
coaling  station.  Foreign  fleets  can  coal 
at  Madeira  and  at  St.  Vincent ;  and  the 
moment  a  war  breaks  out,  unless  you 
have  a  sufficient  squadron  off  these  places 
to  stop  Tessels  from  gcnng  in  there  to  get 
supidies  of  coal,  ^u  would  find  it  im- 
possible to  maintain  the  oeean  notes  for 
your  commerce  to  the  other  side  of  the 
world,  and  your  oommeroe  would  be 
absolutely  paralyzed.  Thus  the  neglect 
of  the  War  Office  as  regards  coaling  sta- 
tions increases  Admiralty  responubuities. 
If  that  happens,  who  are  you  to  hang? 
The  noble  Lord  says — "  I  will  not  be 
hanged ;  I  have  nothing  to  do  vrith  the 
coals ;  they  are  not  in  my  Department" 
I  tnut  that  in  next  year  s  Memorandum 
the  noble  Lord  wiU  not  almost  apolo- 
gize for  ^e  expense,  and  hold  out  hopes 
of  a  reduction.  I  myself  hope  to  see 
a  greater  increase  of  efficiency,  and 
also  a  still  larger  expenditure.  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  it  is  nothing 
but  moonshine  to  see  your  eommeree 
grow  and  grow,  and  to  expect  to  cut 
down  your  expenditure.  At  Singapore, 
for  instance,  where  you  import  annually 
800,000  tons  of  coal,  the  station  is  in- 
adequately defended ;  and  unless  it  is 
properly  defended  and  maintained  in 
time  of  war  it  would  mean  the  stoppa^ 
of  nearly  the  whole  of  your  Mercantile 
Marine.  Surely  it  is  most  unsatiafactory 
that  a  station  like  that  should  be  left 
without  proper  def«ice,  especially  when 
we  know  that  in  that  reiy  fort  of  Singa- 
pore a  ffreater  arerage  amount  of  ton- 
nage is  cleared  and  entered  annually  than 
in  the  whole  of  the  Ports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  during  the  year  Her  Majesiy 
oommeneed  her  Beim.  We  are  told  to 
out  down  our  Ex^ditare ;  but  perhaps 
the  Oommittes  will  allow  me  to  mention 
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the  faot  that  when  Her  Majesty  began 
her  Reign  the  total  sea  commerce  of  the 
Empire  was  only  one-fifth  of  what  it  is 
now.  The  tonnage  entering  and  clear- 
ing British  Ports  is  now  ten  times  as 
great,  whereas  our  Naval  Estimates  are 
not  three  times  as  great  as  at  that  time. 
Take  the  tonnage  of  the  National  Mer- 
cantile Marioe  entering  and  clearing 
the  national  ports,  and  compare  the 
Naval  Expenditure  of  this  country  with 
that  of  the  other  great  Naval  Powers. 
It  will  be  found  that  Germany  spenda 
7f .  upon  her  Navy  per  ton  of  national 
tonnage  entering  and  clearing  national 
pOTta ;  Ital^  pays  15«.  per  ton  for  Italian 
ships  entering  and  (bearing  Italian  ports; 
Russia  £2  10«.  per  ton  for  ships  entering 
and  clearing  Russian  ports ;  and  France 
£1  1«.  for  her  ships  entering  and  clearing 
French  ports.  Thus  you  have  Germany 
paying  7».,  Italy  15<.,  Russia  £2  10a., 
and  France  £1  la.,  while  the  British 
Empire  pays  2^d. 

Me.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport):  I 
h&venot  risen  for  the  purpose  of  making 
any  comments  upon  tiie  able  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Oaptain  Colomb),  but 
rather  to  answer  some  of  the  observa- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Uember  for  Oentral  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Iiefevre),  eqE»ecially  where  he  re- 
flsRed  to  the  policy  of  Lord  Northbrook 
while  at  the  Boud  of  Admiralty.  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men said  as  to  the  pressure  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Admiralty  was  quite  true. 
It  must  not,  however,  be  forgotten  that 
before  that  pressure  of  public  opinion 
was  placed  upon  Lord  Northbrook, 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  if  the 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  which  was 
then  adced  for  was  granted  by  Parlia- 
ment, he  would  not  know  how  to  use  it, 
or  what  to  do  with  it.  I  think  I  am 
very  nearly  quoting  the  actual  wcmls  of 
Lord  Northbrook  at  the  time.  The 
noble  Lord  found  it  necessary,  snbse- 
qne&tly,  to  g^ve  in  to  the  public  opinion 
of  &e  nation  at  large,  and  that  public 
o[^mon  was  not  certainly  always  in 
accord  wiUi  that  of  the  right  hoo.  Mem- 
ber for  Oentral  Bradford.  Both  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  round  to  it,  however,  very 
quickly  at  last,  and  they  passed  Totes 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  the  Navy 
in  a  proper  state  of  effioienoy.  Lord 


Northbrook,  in  the  speech  which  he 
made  on  that  occasion,  declared  his 
readiness  to  reverse  his  previous  de- 
cision, and  said  that  the  money  might 
be  used  with  great  advantage  to  the 
Navy  and  to  the  country.  Therefore, 
I  think  that  to  qnotn  what  was  said 
and  done  under  the  administration  tA 
Lord  Northbrook  is  not  saying  very 
much,  when  we  take  these  inoonsistendes 
into  consideration.  I  am  Bony  th&tany 
reference  at  all  has  been  made  to  Lord 
Northbrook'e  administration,  beoauee  I 
believe  that  the  question  oag;ht  to  be 
diseuBsed  on  its  own  merits,  and  in  a 
manner  befitting  the  importance  and 
efficiency  of  the  Navy,  as  well  as  the 
great  interests  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  devoted  a  large 
portion  of  his  speech  to  the  political 
side  of  the  question,  and  to  some  views 
expressed  by  the  late  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington.  I  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  should  hare  devoted 
so  large  a  portion  of  his  speech  to  a 
political  retrospect  instead  of  discuss- 
ing the  real  merits  of  the  question. 
I  do  not  desire  to  give  any  credit 
to  <me  Party  more  Uian  another  tat 
the  steps  which  have  been  taken  to 
reorganise  the  naval  administration  of 
the  county ;  and  the  Memorandum  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
ascribes  no  credit  either  to  a  Conserva- 
tive or  a  Liberal  Government,  but  de- 
cidedly and  emphatically  refers  to  the  de- 
sirability of  the  policy  of  continuity.  The 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  rC' 
gret  expressed  by  Lord  Northbrook 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Govan 
Division  of  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Pearce) 
was  placed  on  the  recent  Committee 
over  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  preuded,  on  account  ox  the  faot 
that  the  firm  with  which  he  is  connected 
had  tendered  for  the  coaefcruotion  of  the 
ships  which  were  to  form  the  subject  of 
inquiry.  I  have  nothing  to  say  about 
that;  but  the  countey  either  requires 
technical  knowledge  to  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  an  inquiry  into  these  subjects, 
or  it  does  not.  For  my  own  part,  I 
think  it  was  of  the  highest  consequence 
to  have  such  knowledge  as  — 
Friend  possesses,  just  as  it  w 
the  knowledge  which  rn*  ' 
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opposite  (Mr.  Sutherland)  possesses  as 
the  head  of  one  of  the  largest  Steamship 
Oompanies  of  the  country.    My  hon. 
Friend  the  Uemher  for  Govan  has  great 
experience  in  the  building  of  large 
ships;  and  what  we  want  and  mnat  liave 
is  the  experience  which  he  and  gentle* 
men  like  himself  can  bring  to  bear  upon 
these  technical  qaeetions.    Such  experi- 
ence, however,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  obtain  if  we  are  to  rule  out  every 
person  who  has  an  interest  in  the  actual 
work.  We  must  either  adopt  tbeone prin- 
ciple or  the  other;  and  if  we  say  that  we 
require  the  knowledge  in  these  matters 
whiuh  a  shipbuilder  alone  possesses, 
then  the  argument  of  Lord  Northbrook 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  quoted 
falls  entirely  to  the  ground.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred,  in  con- 
nection with  the  improvement  and  the 
reorniaization  of  the  JDockjards,  to 
the  difficulty  of  finding  good  men.  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  a  difficulty 
which  really  exists,  or  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  has  found  to  exist. 
I  question  whether  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman, when  he  was  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  discovered  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  find  good  men.   I  think  it  is 
always  possible  to  find  good  men  in  the 
Dockyards,  and  if  necessary  to  tind  good 
men  who  will  be  willing  to  go  there  when 
they  are  wanted.  I  was  surprised,  there- 
fore, that  such  a  statement  should  have 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, seeing  that  he  has  himself  had 
considerable  experience  at  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  that  he  has  always  taken 
a  deep  interest  in  these  matters.  Nor 
oan  I  agree  with  the  farther  statement 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made, 
that  we  ahoiud  praottofUly  disestablish 
all  the  naval  control  in  the  Dockyards, 
and   establish  in  its   place  a  civil 
control. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVflE:  I  did  not 
say  that.  I  said  that  the  business  should 
be  under  Naval  Superintendents,  with 
a  complete  civil  control. 

Mr.  FULESTON:  That  is  just 
the  same  thing,  and  we  have  gone  as 
far  as  that  in  the  arrangements  made 
by  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty.  I 
quite  concur  that  £1,000  a-year  is  a 
large  salary  to  give  to  a  civil  assistant, 
aad  I  hare  said  that  I  could  not  concur 
in  having  on  officer  so  largely  salaried 
for  doing  the  work  which  is  now  per- 
formed     the  NoTol  Superintendent's 
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civil  assistant  in  the  Dockyards.    But  I 
think  it  would  be  carrying  the  principle 
to  a  grievous  exeess  indeed  in  the  wrong 
direction,  if  we  were  to  give  greater 
power  to  this  gentleman,  and  place  him 
practically  over  both  the  Admiral  Super- 
intendent and  the  Ohief  Constructor.  J 
admit  that  the  position  he  now  occupies 
is  a  very  anomalous  one,  because  he 
has,  in  reality,  no  power  whatever;  and, 
worse  than  that,  he  takes  away  a  oon< 
siderable  amount  of  responsibility  from 
the  Chief  Constructor,   the  Admiral 
Superintendent,  and  others  upon  whom 
the  real  responsibility  ought  to  rest. 
Now,  I  think  that  is  a  serious  con- 
sequence arising  from  the  appointment 
of  civil  assistants.    I  trust  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  when  he  rises  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  will  reply  to  some  of  the 
remarks  which  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  make 
on  a  previous  evening.    In  addition, 
I  hope  to  get  some  information  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  about  the  Naval 
Barracks.   I  think  it  is  necessary  to 
understand  what  is  the  use  they  are  to 
be  put  to.  Some  £70,000  or  £80,000  has 
been  spent  upon  them,  and  I  understand 
that  ottlyabout  £3,000  or  £4,000  isneces- 
sary  to  complete  them.  It  would  appear 
that  their  non- completion  is  due  to  a 
desire  to  put  off  the  matter,  because  only 
about  £1,000  is  appropriated  for  these 
barracks  this  year.   It  has  been  stated 
that  the  Marines  are  to  occupy  theoi 
when  complete,  and  that  the  Marine 
Barracks  at  Stonehouse  are  to  be  sold 
to  the  Kulway  Company ;  but  I  believe 
there  is  no  foundation  for  that  assertioa. 
It  is  a  veiy  valuable  property,  and  I 
think  it  will  be  of  some  interest  to  kmnr 
what  the  real  facts  of  the  case  are. 
Therefore,  I  hope  the  noble  Lord,  or 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  will  give  the  Committee 
such  information  in  reference  to  these 
matters  as  happens  to  be  in  their  poe- 
sessioD  ut  the  present  moment.   There  ia 
one  item  to  which  I  now  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee— namely, 
the  sum  of  £12,000  for  armour-piercing 
projectiles  paid  by  the  Admiralty  this 
last  year.    That  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  mixing  up  in  these  Estimates  of  what 
ought  to  be  paid  by  the  War  Office. 
I  do  not  understand  why  this  item 
should  be  in  the  Naval  Estimates  tA 
last  year,  and  I  think  that  such  as 
arrangement  will  lead,  or  rather^  boa 
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led,  to  oonfUBion  in  the  aooounts.  I  hope 
the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  the 
Admiralty  will  hare  full  control  over  its 
own  expenditure;  because  I  believe  that 
is  a  matter  of  importance,  so  far  as  the 
e£Qoiency  of  the  Navy  is  concerned ;  and 
because  I  believe  that  much  of  the  delay 
and  difficulty  which  have  taken  place 
would  have  been  avoided  if  the  Navy 
Departments  had  the  control  of  their 
own  armaments.  With  reference  to  the 
reorganization  of  the  Admiralty  in  re- 
speok  to  Dockyard^  to  which  reference 
has  been  made.  I  cannot  help  referring 
Inwdentally,  before  I  sit  down,  to  the 
fact  that  every  reoi^anization  in  the 
arrangements  of  the  Dockyards,  and  in 
the  Department  of  the  Admiralty,  neces- 
sarily entails  great  expenditure.  It  is, 
no  doubt,  quite  necessary  that  a  number 
of  clerks  and  others  should  be  pen- 
sioned aSj  and  that  the  pay  of  men 
who  take  their  place  should  have  in- 
ereased  the  charge  by  £8,000  for  the 
coming  year ;  but  I  want  to  impress  on 
the  Admiralty  that,  while  we  are  making 
economies  in  the  Dockyards,  and  cutting 
down  the  wages  of  men  and  discharging 
men  too,  we  must  not  forget  that  a 
keen  intraest  is  taken  by  these  people, 
by  their  friends,  and  the  country  gene- 
rally, in  the  fignree  which  show  an  in- 
erease  in  the  higher  Departments,  and 
that  eeonomies,  if  they  are  to  produce 
oontentmntt,  should  proride  for  redac- 
tion at  the  top  as  well  as  at  the 
bottom. 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  dis- 
pose of  the  questions  which  have  been 
raised  by  hon.  Members  who  have  al- 
ready spoken,  and  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friends  who  wish  to  speak  on  the  Esti- 
mates will  pardon  me  for  intervening  at 
tiiis  stage  of  the  discussion.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr. 
Fnleston)  has  pointed  out  that  there  is 
a  certain  chaive  for  armour-piercing 
projectilM,  ana  he  asked  w%  that 
item  is  indnded  in  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates.  The  umple  explanation  is  tiiat 
the  Vote  for  whion  the  War  Office  is  re- 
sponsible was  already  so  high  that  it 
waa  thought  impossible  to  include  this 
sum ;  and,  for  that  reason,  and  rather 
than  leave  out  a  provision  for  these  pro- 
jectiles, we  have  included  the  chaise  in 
the  Navy  Estimates.  In  the  same  way, 
.with  regard  to  the  armaments  on  which 
these  projectiles  are  to  be  tried,  al- 


though, under  the  present  system,  the 
War  Office  must  provide  the  great  bulk 
of  the  money  necessary  for  the  arma- 
ment of  the  Navy,  yet  I  hold,  un- 
doubtedly, that  it  is  the  right  of  the 
Navy,  if  they  cannot  get  sufficient  Sup- 
plies from  the  War  Department,  to  get 
it  under  their  own  Vote.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport  also 
spoke  of  the  Dockyard  reorganization, 
and  seemed  to  doubt  the  necessity  of 
discharging  a  certain  number  of  men 
from  those  establishments.  We  found 
last  year  Uiat  it  was  necessary  to  make 
a  change  which  placed  upon  us  the  un- 
pleasant task  of  having  to  discharge,  at 
different  times,  a  certain  number  of 
men ;  but  a  review  of  all  the  considera- 
tions brought  home  to  the  minds  of  the 
Board  the  absolute  necessity  for  this. 
It  was  said  at  the  time  that  it  was  our 
duty  to  find  work  for  these  men ;  but 
that  doctrine  is  one  to  which  I  cannot 
assent,  because  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Dockyards  exist  for 
the  Navy  of  the  country,  and  not 
for  the  men  who  are  employed  in 
them ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, therefore,  to  administer  the  Naval 
Department  as  efficiently  and  ec<momi- 
cally  as  possible,  even  though  it  may 
happen,  and  as,  I  fear  in  certain  cases, 
it  has  entailed  more  or  less  hardship  on 
individuals  and  distress  upon  localities. 
It  is  the  desire  of  the  Admiralty  to  put 
the  Dockyards  in  a  firm  and  impreg- 
nable position,  so  far  as  their  work  is 
concerned  ;  but  when,  under  the  various 
alterations  and  reforms  which  are  being 
pressed  forward,  the  Dockyards  become 
more  efficient,  and  as  soon  as  they  are 
able  to  hold  their  own  with  private 
yards,  there  will  be  no  opposition  to 
asking  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  work 
required  by  the  Navy  shall  be  done  in 
them.  With  regard  to  the  relations  of 
the  Admiralty  Superintendent  and  the 
civil  assistant,  the  principle  on  which 
we  have  endeavoured  to  proceed  with 
regard  to  the  Dookyaids  and  the  diffe- 
rent Departments,  is  to  make  one  man 
responsible  for  all  that  goes  on  there. 
If  he  wants  more  assistance  we  are  will- 
ing that  he  should  have  it ;  but  I  am 
convinced  that  many  of  the  undoubted 
blunders  which  have  occurred  in  the 
past  were  owing  to  the  system  under 
which  no  one  man  was  held  thoroughly 
responsible  for  what  occurred  in  a  De- 
partment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  says  that  he  approves  of 
this  appointment  of  civil  assistant;  but, 
if  so,  I  think  it  is  uofortunate  that  he 
should  have  spoken  of  his  work  as  that 
of  a  spy.    The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  made  use  of  a  most  unfortunate 
epithet ;  it  is  one  which  I  think  is  not 
oaloulated  to  assist  that  officer  in  the 
diCftcuU  work  which  he  has  to  do  in  the 
Backyards.   How  is  it  possible  that  any 
man  can  discharge  the  duty  of  super- 
vising labour  at  the  Dockyards  if  a  dis- 
tinrnisbed  Idberal,  one  of  the  Members 
of  this  House,  characterizes  his  work  as 
that  of  a  spy?   The  rery  word  illns- 
tratea  the  way  in  which  the  right  hon. 
(Jendeman  approaches  the  discussion  of 
naval  questions.    He  looks  on  the  ques- 
tion from  a  Party  point  of  view,  and 
anything  which  is  not  associated  with 
himself,  or  his  Party,  he  feels  bound  to 
disparage  and  depreciate.    He  com- 
menced his  speech  by  saying  that  I  have 
made  a  statement  which  is  not  true,  and 
which  is  unfair  to  Lord  Northbrook,  and 
to  the  Board  of  which  Lord  Northbrook 
was  the  head.   I  have  great  respect  for 
Lord  Northbrook,  and  I  should  be  very 
aorry  to  say  anything  that  was  unfair  of 
him,  or  of  the  Board  over  which  he  pre- 
aided.   What  are  the  statements  whioh 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oharaoterized 
as  natme,  but  which  he  did  not  prove 
to  be  so  ?   I  stated  in  my  Eeport  that 
"  in  the  period  between  1881  and  1885 
every  Naval  Power  in  Europe  save  Eng- 
largely  increased  its  naval  expenditure." 
Well,  that  is  true.   The  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  could  not  deny  that  it  was 
true.    But  he  says — "  You  onght  not  to 
have  made  that  statement,  because  in 
the  period  antecedent  to  1881  the  Con- 
servatives were  in  power."   What  on 
earth  has  that  do  with  my  statement  ? 
I  submit  that  what  must  to  a  great  ex- 
tent influence  the  expenditure  of  this 
country  is  the  expenditure  of  foreign 
nations.   We  cannot  help  noticing  what 
foreign  nations  do  in  this  respect,  and  it 
is  aj^arent  that  during  the  period  I 
have  named,  Fraooe  and  Germany  had 
enormously  increased  their  navu  ez- 
penditnre. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  stated 
that  between  1881  and  1885,  France 
had  not  increased  her  naval  expenditure, 
and  I  called  attention  to  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  position  of 
Eogland  during  that  time. 

Zord  Otorgt  Hamilton 


Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
showed  the  other  day  that  while  the  ex- 
penditure of  France  had  increased  30  or 
40  per  cent,  our  expenditure  had  only 
increased  16  per  cent  for  the  period 
1876-1886  ;  audit  is  the  fact  that  be- 
tween 1881  and  1885  the  total  expendi- 
ture of  France  largely  increased,  and  I 
went  on  to  say  that  "  England  was  the 
last  Naval  Power  to  recognize  these  new 
aondttions."   That  is  true ;  and  it  was 
because  of  that   the  large  Yote  was 
brought  forward  by  Lord  Norttibrook, 
All  I  asserted  was  that  if  that  expendi- 
ture  had  been  spread  over  a  lai^er 
number  of  years,  greater  care  would  have 
been  taken  in  disbursing  it,  and  the 
nation  would  have  derived  greatw 
benefit  from  the  outlay.  The  Statemoai 
which  I  drew  up  and  whioh  ia  laid 
before  the  country,  presents  an  accurate 
view  of  the  naval  affairs  of  the  nation. 
If  it  happens  to  reflect  on  any  particular 
Administration,  what  does  that  matter 
to  the  country — if  it  is  true  ?   I  do  not 
believe  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  a 
hard  master,  in  the  matter  of  expendi- 
ture on  the  Navy,  provided  the  Qovem- 
ment  take  the  House  into  its  confidence, 
and  make  a  full  and  frank  statement. 
Every  Government  is  liable  to  make 
blunders,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  those 
who  succeed  them  to  seek  to  bmiefit  by 
past  experience,  in  ordrato  remedy  those 
blunders.   If  the  Board  wifii  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  be  assooiatftd  should 
commit  blunders,  is  it  to  be  supposed 
that  a  succeeding  Government  is  to  be 
deterred  from  commenting  upon  the 
faults  of  onr  Administration  ?  What 
was  the  Admioistratiou  up  to  188S, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  cham- 
pions ?   Was  it  a  satisfactory  Adminis- 
tration ?   Does  the  Report  in  any  way 
strain  the  facts  ?   Why,  one  hon.  Gen- 
tieman, who  is  perhaps  the  gp^eatest 
authority  on  shipbuilding  in  the  House, 
the  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward 
Reed)  fell  foul  of  me  the  other  night, 
because  he  said  I  made  far  too  favour- 
able defence  of  what  he  calls  the 
blunders  of  that  Administration.  What 
are  the  fiscts?  In  the  Memorandum  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  lefen, 
he  will  find  tiie  following  passage : — ■ 

*'  With  the  important  exception  ot  bwng 
more  deeply  immersed  thaa  was  anticipate^ 
the  Imperieuae,  in  her  trials,  fully  realized  the 
expectation  of  her  desi^er,  and  Dotwitbstand* 
io^  her  deep  draft,  she  is  now,  Uldng  the 
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essenUala  of  speed,  armament,  and  armoar  into 
consideration,  if  not  actually  the  most  powerful, 
one  of  the  most  powerfiU  iron-clad  cruisers 
afloat  of  her  tonnage." 

And  that  is  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man calls  undue  depreciation  of  the 
Tossel.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
which  oooupied  itself  in  laying  down 
Tossels  of  the  ImpirietuSf  Wanpite, 
Admw^al,  and  belted  cruiser  class.  Th^re 
is  a  great  dispute  as  to  whether  or  not 
those  belts  were  deep  enough.  Into 
that  dispute  I  will  not  now  enter ;  but  the 
Committee  will  understand  that  where 
there  is  a  narrow  belt  of  armour  over 
the  rital  part,  so  to  speak,  of  the 
ship,  it  is  essential  that  the  draught 
of  the  vessel  should  be  what  was  antici- 
pated when  she  was  laid  down.  Every 
one  of  those  ships  was  more  deeply 
immersed  than  she  ought  to  have 
becm.  'Why  was  that  ?  Becanse,  at  the 
time  they  were  laid  down,  proper  co- 
operation did  not  exist  between  the  dif- 
ferent Departments  relative  to  their  com- 
plement and  armour-plates.  What 
happraed  with  reference  to  the  Beniotc  ? 
8he  is  a  vessel  which  was  to  carry  two 
67-ton  gans;  but  the  armament  was 
suddenly  changed  to  two  UO-ton  guns ; 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  she  had 
to  carry  additional  weight  on  that  ac- 
count, and  also  on  account  of  shot  and 
ammunition.  The  Rodney  was  designed 
to  carry  43-ton  guns,  and,  after  she  was 
laid  down,  that  was  altered  to  63-ton 
guns.  In  the  case  of  the  belted  cruisers, 
the  complement  of  men  was  put  down 
at  850 ;  but  it  was  found  that  the  crew 
necessary  to  work  the  guns  was  421 
men.  Every  one  of  these  mistakes  could 
have  been  prevented.  I  allude  to  this 
matter,  not  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
fsnlt  with  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty, 
but  in  order  to  show  to  the  country  that 
the  present  Board  have  made  an  uterap 
tion  which  we  believe  will  be  bene- 
ficial. It  consists  in  this — that  when  a 
design  of  a  ship  is  approved  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  each  single  officer — 
the  First  Lord,the  Comptroller,  and  Chief 
Engineer — should,  in  consultation  with 
the  designer,  fix  the  weight  of  the 
engines,  the  number  of  the  complement, 
and  the  exact  nature  of  the  armament, 
that  they  should  estimate  the  exact 
weight  neceesary  to  supply  that  comple- 
inent  and  armament;  and  then  mat 
they  should  attach  their  signatures  to 
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the  contract,  after  which  no  alteration 
shall  be  made.  I  have  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  these  ships  were  more  deeply 
immersed  than  they  ought  to  have  been, 
because  that  is  a  very  great  blunder, 
and  because  everyone  of  them  will  have 
a  belt  of  much  less  utility  than  it  was 
intended  to  be.  [An  hon.  Uembxb: 
Are  any  of  the  belts  under  the  water  ?] 
That  depends  much  on  the  quantity  of 
coal  on  board.  The  second  mistake  in 
the  action  of  the  late  Board  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  high  speed,  the  designer  was 
in  the  habit  of  associatiog  the  trial  of 
vessels  with  what  are  called  legend 
weights.  The  statements  made  in  this 
House  with  reference  to  trials  were  tho- 
roughly misleading.  They  were  mis- 
leading because,  if  the  vessel  has  her 
full  supply  of  coal  on  board,  it  is  evident 
that  she  cannot  attain  such  a  high  rate 
of  speed  as  when  she  has  not  her  ta\\ 
quantity  on  board.  Having  detected 
this,  it  was  my  duty  to  show,  as  dearly 
as  I  could,  what  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty unanimously  decided  upon  to  pre- 
vent its  recurmtoe.  The  right  non. 
Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  I  wrote 
this  Memorandum  for  the  purpose  of 
causing  pain  to  those  who  held  Office 
before  us.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objects  to  that  Statement,  let  him  read 
the  evidence  laid  before  several  Com- 
mittees, and  the  Reports  made  by  the 
Select  Committee  as  to  the  state  of 
things  existing  at  the  Admiralty  in  1885. 
Let  liim  read  the  evidence  of  General 
Graham  on  the  Dockyards,  and  he  will 
see  that  the  language  used  is  far  stronger 
than  anything  I  have  said  in  this  Memo- 
randum, for  1  knew  how  much  Party 
feeling  entered  into  the  discunion  on 
the  Navy  Estimates  in  this  House,  and 
I  was  anziona  to  start  with  no  tuoh  em- 
barrassment The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  that  the  prognunme  of 
work  proposed  to  be  laia  down  is  (tf  a 
very  moderate  character.  What  is  the 
position  in  which  we  find  ourselves? 
There  is  provision  made  for  additions  to 
the  Navy  which  have  never  before 
been  made  in  one  year.  We  found 
that  we  were  able  to  produce  this  re- 
sult by  placing  all  the  power  we  could 
on  the  vessels  that  were  building ;  and 
we  felt,  until  that  was  done,  it  was  not 
advisable  to  launch  into  a  more  exten- 
sive pn^ramme.  But  there  vas  another 
consideration.  If  we  had  hud  down  % 
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large  number  of  sloopi  and  gunboats, 
we  Bbould  have  been  compelled  largely 
to  increase  the  Dockyard  Establish- 
ments ;  but  next  year,  when  we  have 
finished  the  iron-clads  now  building, 
there  will  be  a  oonstderable  reduction  in 
the  Establishments.  When  we  came 
into  Office,  there  were  in  the  Dockyards 
86,000  to  100,000  tons  in  iron  clads  per- 
fectly us^eae  to  the  country.  They  were 
all  near  completion ;  and  the  lesson  we 
I»Te  learned  la  this— if  you  want  to 
turn  th(»e  vessels  out  of  the  Dockyards 
rapidly,  you  must  lay  them  down  at 
such  interrala  that  you  can  afford  full 
and  continuous  employment  for  each 
branch  at  the  Doo^ardc.  The  policy 
which  we  have  pursued  is  to  complete 
all  the  vessels  in  hand  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible ;  and  then,  when  they  are  finished, 
to  fill  up  tbe  gaps  by  laying  down  fresh 
vessels.  The  right  faon.  Gentleman  says 
there  has  been  no  alteration  in  the  law 
which  constituted  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. But  there  has  been  an  alteration 
in  the  system.  Under  the  present  law, 
and  under  the  Order  in  Oouncil,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  primarily  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  and  the  country 
for  the  Navy  and  the  expenditure  con- 
nected with  it.  The  other  nigUt  I  stated 
tiiat  the  two  Orders  in  Council  of  1869 
and  1 872  illustrated  the  different  manner 
in  which  the  Admiralty  has  been  worked. 
Under  the  Order  in  Oouncil  of  1869.  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Soutb  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  speaks  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  as  his  "  assiatants ; "  his 
object  being,  as  he  practically  admitted, 
to  reduce  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
the  same  condition  as  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which  has  very  little  to  do. 
Then  the  second  Order  was  passed  wbich 
nsoinded  the  Order  in  Council  of  1869. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
into  Office,  and  he  passed  a  second  Order 
in  Council,  which  rescinded  that  of  1 869, 
striking  out  that  objectionable  word '. 
"assistants,"  and  patting  the  Naval 
Lords  in  their  proper  position — thai  of 
Colleagues  of  the  First  Lord.  Since  I, 
myself,  havo  been  at  the  Admiralty  I 
have  endeavoured  —  and  Lord  Bipon 
worked  on  the  same  lines— I  have 
endeavoured  to  pve  as  muek  autho- 
rity as  posdUe  to  the  Naval  Lords, 
each  in  his  own  Department  The 
first  object  of  our  desire,  therefore, 
is  to  give  the  Naval  Lords,  as  far  as 
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their  own  Departments  are  concOTued, 
as  much  power  as  possible;  and  the 
second  object  is  to  ensure,  so  far  as  tbe 

general  question  of  policy  goes,  that 
lere  should  be  full  and  adequate  dis- 
cussion at  the  Board.  The  question  is 
raised  in  another  sense  by  the  omission 
of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend's  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  name  from  the 
Estimates.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bow  (Captain  Colomb) 
seems  to  think  it  would  be  better  if  in 
future  the  names  of  all  the  Ijords  of  the 
Admiralty  were  attached  to  the  Memo- 
randum Lud  before  the  House.  I  do 
not  think  that  is  posdble.  If  yon  have 
a  large  number  of  people  to  draw  np  a 
Seport.  the  probability  is  that  the  Be- 
port  will  not  be  very  satisfactory.  It  is 
a  curious  fact  that,  previous  to  1869, 
when  the  powers  of  the  Junior  Lords 
were  greater  than  they  are  now— and 
when  nearly  all  the  business  of  tbe  Ad- 
miralty was  transacted  before  a  full 
Board — it  was  not  the  practice  of  all  the 
Lords,  although  they  were  responsible 
for  the  Estimates,  to  sign  them.  It  was 
then  insisted  that  all  the  Lords  should 
sign  the  Estimates,  and  I  find  that  tiie 
signatures  came  to  be  given  as  a  matter 
of  course.  I  thought  that  a  somewhat 
objectionable  practice;  and,  therefore, 
bwore  these  Estimates  were  presented, 
I  asked  m^  Colleagues  whether  tiiey 
had  any  objection  to  sign  tiiem,  and  my 
noble  and  gallant  Fri^d  (Lord  (Ataries 
Beresford)  said  that,  inasmuch  as  he  was 
not  cognizant  of  all  tbe  Estimates  and 
their  details,  he  thought  it  was  better 
he  should  not  attach  his  name  to  them, 
although  he  fully  agreed  with  the  policy 
embodied  in  them.  It  is  a  matter  for 
consideration  whether  anyone  should 
attach  his  name  to  any  document  of  this 
kind  unless  he  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  going  through  the  whole  it.  It  is 
perfectly  evident  to  the  House,  as  busi- 
ness men,  that  the  mass  of  complicated 
figures  such  as  this,  comprising  100 
pages,  cannot  well  go  before  each  in- 
dividual Member  of  the  Board  in  that 
manner,  What  can  be  done  waa  done 
in  the  present  instance.  The  poUcrfr 
which  is  embodied  in  the  Estimates  was 
fully  discussed,  the  shipbuildings  pro- 
gramme waa  agreed  to,  and  then  it  was 
left  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ormskirk  (Mr.  Forwood)  and  mys^  to 
go  through  the  Estimates  and,  in  con- 
nection with  the  Naval  Lords,  who  are 
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reBponaible  for  each  individual  -  Depart- 
ment, put  the  figures  into  shape.  I 
think,  however,  it  is  a  proper  matter 
for  consideration  whether,  in  subsequent 
years,  it  would  not  be  better  to  go  back 
to  the  old  practice,  aod  for  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  to  sign  the  whole 
document,  or  whether  each  of  them 
should  only  attach  his  name,  so  that 
each  Lord  may  sign  those  Estimates  for 
which  he  is  personally  responsible. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  subject  of  the 
Intdligence  Depaiftment,  which  has  be^ 
refnred  to  ia  the  discussion,  I  am  glad 
to  say  we  haTe  secured  the  services  of 
about  10  of  the  ablest  jouug  officers  in 
the  Navy,  and  I  believe  they  will  be 
able  satisfactorily  to  perform  their  duties 
not  at  a  cost  of  £20,000,  as  an  hon. 
Member  has  suggested,  but  at  a  cost  of 
something  like  £4,000  or  £5,000  a-year. 
It  will  be  seen  at  once  that,  as  the  offi- 
cers I  have  mentioned  are  on  The  I^avy 
liiit,  their  employment  in  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  does  not  involve  any 
additions  charge,  so  far  as  pensions 
are  concerned.  Well,  then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  approved 
of  the  proposal  to  estimate  the  value  of 
the  Navy  by  giving  a  capital  sum,  as 
represenung  the  value  of  the  Navy,  and 
appropriating  an  annual  Sum  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  depreciation  and 
waste.  I  believe  that  the  figures 
which  are  contained  in  my  Memo- 
randum will  stand  the  test  of  time; 
but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
draws  a  comparison  between  the  figures 
in  my  Memorandum  and  the  statement 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Becretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  Lanca- 
shire some  time  back,  it  is  only  right  I 
should  say  that  this  idea  and  the  figures 
are  those  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  and  I  am 
sure  both  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and 
the  House  are  madi  indebted  to  him 
for  the  ability  and  energy  with  which 
he  has  worked  out  the  idea.  I  believe 
he  puts  before  the  House,  in  a  plain 
and  intelligible  way,  what  is  the  sum 
which  ought  to  be  spent  annually  to 
heap  our  Navy  up  to  the  requisite 
strength.  My  experience  is  that  it  is 
no  use  placing  before  the  Committee 
an  enormous  mass  of  figures ;  what,  I 
presume,  hon.  Members  would  like  to 
nave  is  a  simple  EU«onnt  which,  at  one 

t lance,  will  tell  them  what  we  are 
oing,  what  we  propose  to  do,  and  what 


ought  to  be  done.  There  are  many 
business  men  in  the  House,  and  I  be- 
lieve this  idea  of  annually  voting  a  sum 
neither  more  or  less  than  that  which  we 
consider  to  bo  requisite  to  make  good 
the  waste  and  depreciation  of  our  Fleet 
is  one  which  will  commend  itself  to 
their  minds.  There  is  a  considerable 
difference  between  the  total  of  the 
capital  account  in  this  Memorandum 
and  that  which  my  hon.  Friend  gave  in 
Lancashire;  but  his  estimate  in  Lanca- 
shire included  a  number  of  things  which 
are  excluded  in  the  Memorandum.  My 
hon.  Friend's  estimate  included  all  the 
gun-mountings  and  armamoits ;  and  if 
we  take  into  consideration  the  total  cost 
of  the  armaments  and  gun-mountings, 
which  amounts  to  something  over 
£10,000,000,  there  is  practically  only 
a  dight  difference  between  my  hon. 
Friend's  eetimate  and  the  estimate  in 
my  Memorandum  of  about  £200,000. 
The  estimate  my  hon.  Friend  gave  in 
Lancashire  was  not  an  estimate  worked 
out  by  actuaries  as  that  contained  in 
the  Memorandum  is,  but  it  was  a  rough 
estimate  made  from  the  materials  which 
he  had  during  the  time  at  his  command. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  drew 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood)  arrived 
at  the  estimate  of  £3,000,000,  and  that 
then  he  stated  that  the  late  Board  had 
only  provided  £1,800,000.  The  latter 
figure  certainly  did  not  include  either 
armaments  or  gun-monntinga. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  I  am 
not  myself  cognizant  of  all  the  details 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Forwood's) 
speech ;  he  is  quite  able  to  take  care  of 
himself,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that,  later 
on,  he  will  satisfactorily  explain  any 
statement  that  ho  made.  Then,  allusion 
was  made  to  the  speech  I  delivered  at 
the  Mansion  House  on  Lord  Mayor's 
Day.  Now,  Sir,  what  distresses  me  very 
greatly  is  that  it  is  the  habit  of  certain 
writers  in  the  Press  to  constantly  de- 
preciate everything  connected  wi^  the 
Navy,  and  the  result  is  that  a  wholly 
false  estimate  of  the  naval  strength  of 
this  countnr  is  conveyed  to  the  minds  of 
people.  I  believe  there  are  persons 
in  this  country  who  believe  we  have  got 
the  worst  Navy  in  the  world ;  ana  I 
believe  it  to  be  a  great  advantage  to 
this  country  that  there  are  here  compe- 
tent nav^  attachia,  representing  various 
I  foreign  Govwoments,  who  are  ab^ 
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represent  to  their  QoTernments  what 
our  real  naval  strength  is.  Therefore, 
on  the  occasion  in  question,  I  was 
anxious  to  lay  before  the  country  and 
the  world  a  clear  statement  of  the  oon> 
dition  of  things.  I  pointed  dnt  that  we 
had  aa  many  ships  in  commission  as  any 
three  naval  Powers ;  but  I  never  im- 

Slied  that  we  wished  to  fight,  or  consi- 
ered  ourselves  a  match  for  any  three 
naval  Powers  that  were  in  a  thoroughly 
satisfaoton  condition.  On  the  contrary, 
the  views  I  then  laid  down  were  in  fml 
aooordance  with  those  expressed  in  this 
Memorandum  before  the  Oommittee. 
We  have  made  great  progress  with  onr 
iron-clads;  we  have  now  coming  on  a 
large  number  of  efficient  cruisers;  but 
all  naval  officers  will  agree  with  me 
when  I  say  that  a  great  portion  of  our 
sloops  and  gunboats  are  obsolete  and 
quite  unsuited  to  the  requirements  of 
modem  naval  warfare.  There  is  one 
remark  I  must  make  with  reference  to 
these  gunboats  and  slcopa.  I  find  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  these  gua- 
boate  and  sloops  are  in  their  first  com- 
mission, but  that  they  are  quite  obsolete 
in  respect  to  speed.  I  do  hope  that, 
whoever  may  be  at  the  Admiralty,  they 
will  take  care  that,  when  small  veesels 
are  laid  down,  they  are  of  the  requiute 
speed  and  have  sumoient  power  in  them. 
Every  year  speed  is  becoming  a  more 
essential  fact  in  naval  warfare,  and  it  is 
ponible  for  a  vessel  of  comparatively 
limited  displacement  to  attain  a  high 
speed.  I  am  sorry  I  have  detained  the 
Oommittee  at  so  considerable  a  length. 
I  have,  I  think,  ehown  that  this 
Memorandum  of  mine  was  drawn  up 
in  no  partizan  spirit,  but  with  an 
anxious  desire  to  secure  efficiency 
without  undue  expenditure.    When  the 

S resent  Board  of  Admiralty  accepted 
>ffice,  all  of  us  wore  determined  to  do 
our  best  to  attain  that  object.  We 
were  conscious  we  might  have  diffi- 
ouUiea  to  contend  with.  We  knew  we 
mu;fat  come  in  contact  with  some  of  the 
ola  usages  of  the  Service,  and  have  to 
oonfiront  local  prejudices  and  doss  pre- 
judices ;  but  we  felt  that  the  duty  im- 
posed upon  ua  was  one  from  which  we 
ought  not  to  ahrink.  I  am  confident 
that  if  Boards  of  Admiralty  will  frankly 
lay  their  case  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons without  exaggeration — if  they 
point  out  what  has  been  done,  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  has  been  done,  and  what 


is  required  to  be  done — I  believe  this 
House  will  always  give  a  most  patient 
and  attentive  consideratiou  to  any  such 
appeal.  I  believe,  moreover,  that  no 
difficulty  will  be  experienced  in  obtain- 
ing the  money  required  to  put  the  Navy 
in  efficient  condition,proviaed  that  there 
are  guarantees  that  the  money  will  not 

Mb.  0.'  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) : 
Mr.  Ghurman,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  Statement  of  the  noUe  Lord  (Lord 
Geoi^  Hamilton)  is  of  a  very  melan- 
choly character,  because  what  does  it 
mean  ?  It  means  that  the  British  Ad- 
miralty is  only  now — in  the  year  1 887— 
learning  a  very  elementary  portion  of  its 
duty  in  the  administration  of  the  Nary. 
We,  who  are  connected  with  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  of  this  counti?,  have  been 
brought  up  to  do  exactly  what  the  Ad- 
miralty now  propose  to  do.  In  building 
ships  for  the  Mercantile  Navy  it  has 
been  our  custom  to  study  every  point — 
to  consider  what  work  particular  ships 
hare  to  do,  what  speed  they  are  to  go, 
and  what  weights  tney  have  to  carry — 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  building  of 
ships  for  the  British  Navy  has  been  nry 
much  a  matter  of  chance.  Why  has  that 
been  so  f  Because  of  the  system  hitherto 
prevailing  that  ships  hkrs  been  laid 
down,  and  instead  of  b^ng  built  as 
speedily  as  possible^  the  time  of  con- 
struction has  varied,  and  in  some  cases 
has  been  as  long  as  seven  or  eight  years. 
I  believo  I  am  correct  in  saying  that,  at 
present,  the  capabilities  of  the  country 
are  snch  that  the  very  largest  iron-clod 
could  be  bnilt  within  two  years,  and 
even  in  two  years  there  are  certain 
alterations  which  could  not  be  avoided, 
on  account  of  the  strides  now  made  in 
mechanical  science.  But  these  altera- 
tions ought  to  be  allowed  for  in  the 
Estimates.  Instead  of  that,  everything 
is  drawn  down  to  the  very  finest  point, 
and  there  is  no  marg^  l^t  for  any  con- 
tingency. What  is  the  oonseqnenoe  f 
Even,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord,  vary  few  of  our  reoeatly 
constructed  vessws  of  war  ore  up  to  the 
requirements  for  which  were  in- 
tended. During  the  late  war  scare  lorn 
sums  of  public  money  were  expendM, 
but  still  the  old  reckless  system  prevails. 
Now-S'days  ships  are  ordered  by  the 
half-dozen ;  but  when  they  ore  com- 
pleted, it  is  found  there  are  great  defi- 
ciencies in  them.   If  (me  vesMl  were  to 
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be  buiU  at  a  time  as  speedily  as  pos* 
Bible,  we  should  be  able  to  find  out 
exactly  what  that  reseel  could  do,  and 
what  improTemeuts  could  be  made.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  we  have,  in 
this  country,  ffreat  private  shipbuilding 
yards,  owned  by  gentlemen  who  are  very 
competent  to  be  of  great  serrioe  to  the 
State  in  giving  advice  in  the  designing 
and  the  canstruotion  of  vessels  for  the 
Navy.  Although  we  are,  after  all, 
gna^j  indebted  to  the  professional 
gentlemen  cooneoted  with  the  Navy,  we 
cannot  blind  ourselves  to  the  fact  that 
their  profession  prompts  them  to  take  a 
■omewhat  shortsighted  view,  compels 
them  to  run  in  too  narrow  a  groove. 
Now,  if  the  Admiralty,  when  they  have 
onee  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the 
class  of  vessel  they  think  suited  for 
certun  services,  would  consult  with  the 
different  private  builders,  I  feel  sure 
great  improvements  could  be  made  in 
the  designs  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  of 
war.  Having  sat  in  tms  House  for  a 
great  many  years,  I  have  noticed  the 
repetitions  of  the  same  old  stories.  We 
have  had  hon.  Members  rising,  gene- 
rally from  the  Conservative  Benches, 
and  telling  us  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  has  to  be  sprat.  Their  ex- 
cuse is  ^t  the  expenditure  is  neces- 
sary for  the  defence  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Navy  of  the  country.  The 
Mercantile  Navy  wants  defending, 
but  the  tu^ayers  of  the  oountir  wuit 
defending  a&o.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bow  (Oaptain  Golomb)  made  me 
wonder  whether  the  world  was  so  big 
that  there  were  so  many  British  interests 
to  defend.   According  to  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman's  view,  it  is  not 
12,000,000  of  money  that  is  required  to 
protect  our  interests  in  the  different 
parts  of  the  world,  but  I  should  imagine 
It  must  be  something  like  £100,000,000 
of  the  money  of  the  British  taxpayers. 
["  No! "]  I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that,  if  all  the  requirements  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  were  complied 
with,  that  not  much  short  of  an  expendi- 
ture ot  £100,000,000  would  be  requisite 
annually.  But  I  rose  more  espeasUy  to 
call  attention  to  the  peculiar  agreement 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Admiralty, 
sanctioned  by  the  Treasury,  for  what  is 
called  the  subvention  of  merchant 
steamers  for  State  purposes.  Looking 
through  the  noble  L(nw8  Memorandum, 


I  find  that  the  excuse  for  that  subvention 
is,  that  £600,000  of  the  British  tax- 

flayers'  money  was  wasted  during  the 
ate  war  scare  in  hiring  fast  merchant 
vessels.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  every  penny  of  that  £600,000  was 
wasted.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  every  penny  that  is  going  to  be 
spent  on  this  subvention  of  merchant 
steamers  for  State  purposes  will  be  also 
wasted.  Although  I  do  not  like  to  bring, 
what  may  appear,  mere  Party  politics 
before  the  Oommittee,  there  have  been 
some  whisperings  that,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen)  stood  as  a 
candidate  for  the  representation  of 
one  of  the  Divisions  of  Liverpool,  a 
feeling  prevailed  in  Liverpool  that  the 
people  were  had  been  badly  treated  by 
the  present  Government  in  the  taking  of 
the  mails  away  from  Liverpool  and 
giving  them  to  the  North  German  Lloyd 
steamers  sailing  from  Southampton. 
That  may  or  may  not  have  been  the  fact ; 
but,  any  way,  we  do  know  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not  re- 
turned for  Liverpool.  Well,  now,  shortiy 
afterwards  we  find  that  this  agreement 
has  been  made  with  the  White  Ster  Com- 
pany and  the  Cunard  Company,  by 
which  a  certain  price  has  been  fixed  for 
the  hire  of  certain  of  their  vessels. 
Knowing  whatldo  of  merohautsteameTB, 
I  am  prepared  to  say  that  the  price  fixed 
for  the  White  Star  steamers — which 
are  not  modem  steamera,  which  have 
an  (dd  class  of  engines,  and  which,  in 
other  ways,  are  not  suited  for  the  pur- 
pose intended — is  utterly  unreasonable 
and  extravagant.  The  price  fixed  for 
the  Britannic,  for  instence,  is  £180,000. 
If  the  vessel  were  put  in  the  market  it  is 
very  likely  it  would  be  impossible  to  get 
half  that  sum  for  it.  A  new  vessel  of 
the  same  class  with  modem  machinery, 
could  be  built  for  a  considerably  less  sum 
than  the  price  named  for  the  Britannie, 
But  in  addition  to  the  price  of  £130,000 
fixed,  if  the  vessel  is  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment, 10  per  cent  is  to  be  added  to 
that  price,  which  makes  another£l3,000; 
so  you  give  £143,000  for  a  merchant 
steamer  which  is  supposed  to  be  of  some 
service  to  the  conntz^  as  a  fast  cruiser, 
but  which,  I  fear,  will  not  be  found  to 
be  the  case.  Now,  let  us  consider 
what  is  the  arrangement  with  the 
Cunard  Company.  The  vessels  of  this 
Company  to  be  taken  are  tiiese  — 
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the  Umhria,  the  Etruria,  and  tbe 
Aurania.  The  price  of  the  Etruria 
is  fixed  at  £310,000.  I  am  act  prepared 
to  make  the  statement  as  a  fact,  out  I 
am  under  the  impression,  having  made 
acme  engines,  that  a  now  vessel  of  the 
Mtruria  class,  also  with  modern  engines, 
could  be  built  for,  from  £220,000  to 
£250,000.  But  in  the  case  of  the  Etruria 
you  also  add  10  per  cent,  which  makes 
£30,000,  or  a  total  of  £340,000.  In 
addition  to  that,  you  are  going  to  give 
to  the  White  Star  and  Ounard  boats 
what  a  barrister  would  call  a  retaining 
fee  of  15«.  a-ton,  making  £5,400  a-year 
for  each  ship.  What  ^es  that  mean  7 
It  means  that  to  a  Company  that  is 
running  in  competition  with  other  Oom- 
panies,  you  are  giving  out  of  the  tax- 
payers' money  a  subsidy  which  places 
them  at  an  advantage  over  others  who 
are  competing  with  them  in  the  same 
trade.  Then  you  fix  the  hire  of  these 
vessels  at  20«.  a-tou  per  month.  Any 
shipowner  in  the  countty  would  only  be 
too  glad  to  get  20«.  per  ton  per  month  for 
bis  vessels.  The  fleet  of  the  Peninsular 
and  Oriental  Company  is  about  200,000 
tons;  so  a  retaining  fee  of  Us.  per  ton 
per  annum  would  sum  up  to  £150,000 
per  annum.  During  the  late  scare, 
when  transport  vesseU  were  wanted,  and 
when  so  much  money  was  wasted  by  the 
late  Gtovemment,  the  hire  of  menuiant 
steamers  was  down  as  low  as  lOf.  and 
ll<.  per  ton  per  month.  And  when 
you  have  got  these  vessels,  when  you 
have  spent  this  money  on  them,  my 
own  opinion  is  they  will  be  utterly 
useless  as  armed  oruisOTS,  and  that  this 
agreement  will  result  in  a  gross  waste 
of  public  money.  Another  point  in  this 
subvention,  but  to  which,  perhaps,  my 
remarks  do  not  apply  as  strongly,  is, 
that  when  new  vessels  are  built  which 
come  up  to  I3ie  Admiralty  requirements, 
they  are  to  come  under  the  terms  of  the 
subvention,  and  they  are  also  to  have  a 
retaining  fee.  I  am  very  doubtful,  in- 
deed, as  to  the  wisdom  of  this  arran|fe- 
ment ;  but,  anyhow,  the  last  provision 
of  the  subvention  I  have  mentioned  is 
very  much  better  than  that  by  which 
you  take  old  unsuitable  vessels^  fix  ui 
enormous  price  upon  them,  give  them  a 
retaining  fee,  and  also  fix  what  is  a  very 
large  and  profitable  price  upon  them  for 
their  hire.  Those  of  us  ^o  are  con- 
nected with  steam  shipping  know  that, 
every  now  and  then,  the  country  gets 

Mr,  C.  U.  mUw 


into  a  state  of  alarm,  merchant  steamers 
are  takea  .up  in  a  somewhat  reckless 
manner,  large  hire  is  paid,  and  in  some 
cases  it  has  been  a  godsend  to  Com- 
panies to  have  their  vessels  taken ;  in 
more  than  one  case  it  has  saved  the 
Company  from  premature  bankruptcy.  I 
do  not  apply  this  remark  to  this  agree- 
ment; but  what  has  happened  ought  to 
be  a  warning  to  this  Government,  and 
to  any  Government,  not  to  make  such  a 
foolish  agreement  as  this— a  totally  un- 
necessary agreement— and  not  to  waste 
money  in  uie  way  saggested.  If  the 
Government  of  this  country  think  they 
have  £50,000  a-year  to  spare — althou^ 
I  am  now  perhaps  entering  upon  a  dif- 
ferent subject — let  them  grant  that  as 
an  annual  subsidy  to  the  distress  in  the 
Metropolis,  and  we  may  excuse  them ; 
but  as  things  stand,  I  unhesitatingly  eay 
that  this  is  an  agreement  that  ought  not 
to  be  ratified  by  the  Hoiise  of  Commons, 
and  if  there  is  an  opportunity  when  the 
Vote  comes  forward  of  pronouncing 
against  it,  I  shall  certainly  do  so,  either 
in  Committee  or  in  the  House. 

Colonel  H0GHE8-HALLETT 
(Rochester) :  I  should  not  have  inter- 
vened in  this  discussion  to-night  had  it 
not  been  for  two  Questions  asked  in  the 
House  (his  afternoon  by  tiie  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  tat  Great  Yarmouth 
(Sir  Henry  Tyler)  and  the  hon.  Gentie- 
man  the  Member  for  East  Fiosburj  (Mr. 
J.  Rowlands).  These  Questions  indoce 
me  to  ask  the  Committee  to  allow  me  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  in  them.  It  will  be  fresh  in 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that  a 
short  time  ago  some  rather  painful  dis- 
coveries were  made  as  to  the  sale  of  de- 
signs of  ships  of  war  at  Chatham  Dock- 
yard ;  and  I  am  reminded  by  what  has 
occurred  to-day  of  a  Question  I  put 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
asked  whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  in 
the  American  Press,  that  the  United 
States  Government  had  managed  to  ob- 
tain confidential  plans  and  apeinfications 
of  some  of  our  dups  of  war.  The  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  think  that  the  Question 
imputed  rather  a  breach  of  trust  to  some 
of  our  officials.  Well,  I  happen  to  have 
with  me  the  extract  from  the  American 
Press  upon  which  I  based  my  question  \ 
— having  provided  myself  with  it  to-day 
on  seeing  in  the  Paper  the  Notices  of 
th  Questions  to  whi^  I  have  lUlnded,  < 
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7**  Army  and  Navy  ItegiaUr,  of  Wa»h- 
ingtoQ— a  journal  occupying  in  America 
a  position  similar  to  oar  Army  tmd  Navy 
Oatettt,  says— 

"  Secretary  Whitney  "—that  is  the  official  at 
the  head  of  tbe  American  Navy — "has  deter- 
mined to  indade  in  the  list  of  new  cmiserB  for 
wbich  |ffopoMla  an  to  be  innted,  tbe  large  nn- 
armonrad  omiier  mthoriced  by  tbe  Bill  passed 
two  weeks  ago  to  increase  the  oaral  establish- 
ment, and  has  directed  that  for  this  vessel  the 
ploos  prepared  by  Chief  Constructor  White,  of 
England,  for  tbe  ship  known  as  No.  27,  be  used. 
These  plans  contemplate  a  vessel  of  greater 
power  aad  speed  than  any  cmiser  now  uoat — 
m  bet,  tbe  verv  bigheet-powered  vessel  of  tbe 
Idnd  in  the  world  at  tbe  time  of  completion." 

Then  follow  the  details  and  dimen- 
fiions  of  the  ship,  wit^  which  I  will  not 
trouble  the  Committee.  I  think  hon. 
Oratlemen  will  agree  with  me  that  I  had 
some  reason  for  asking  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  the  Question  I  did 
— they  will  agree  that  I  was  justified  in 
asking  whether  the  statement  contained 
in  this  extract  was  true  or  fake.  Since 
then — (mly  a  few  days  ago— a  statement 
was  made  in  the  papers  to  the  effect  that 
these  very  designs  to  which  that  Ques- 
tion referred  were  parted  with  by  Chief 
Constructor  White,  when  he  was  not  in 
the  employ  of  the  Admiralty.  Mr. 
White,  therefore,  is  absolved  from  blame 
in  this  matter  ;  but  tbe  Committee  will 
remark  that  in  the  paragraph  I  have 
read,  upon  which  I  founded  my  Ques- 
tion, there  was  no  indication  of  that 
kind.  I  am  reminded  of  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Beed)  the  other  night,  who 
mentioned  what  struck  me  as  a  strange 
piece  of  information— namely,  that  Mr. 
White,  whilst  Chief  Constmotor  at  the 
Adnuimlty,  was  allowed  to  do  work— of 
course  indudlng  the  execution  of  designs 
— far  the  firm  of  Armstrong  and  Cmn- 
pany,  of  Elawick. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  As  I 
have  several  times  before  stated,  Mr. 
White  was  in  the  Admiralty,  and  he  left 
it  when  he  became  head  of  tbe  ship- 
building yard  of  Messrs.  Armstrong  and 
Company.  When  the  Chief  Constructor 
of  the  Admiralty,Sir  Nathaniel  Bamaby, 
retired,  I  offered  the  appointment  to 
Mr.  White ;  but  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  the  matter  was  the  desire  of  Messrs. 
Armstrong  and  Company  to  retain  him  in 
their  service.  The  only  condition  Messrs. 
Armstrongand  Company  madeon  parting 
irith  him,  was  that  they  might  be  allowed 


to  consult  him  in  certain  contingencies 
with  regard  to  uncompleted  contracts. 

CoLOKEL  HUGHES- H ALT Jrrr  :  I 
simply  mention  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cardiff  said,  and  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  understand  that,  not 
for  one  moment,  do  I  impute  blame  to 
Mr.  White.  Passing  that  matter  by, 
I  should  like  to  direct  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  to  a  ourioua  publication 
which  appeared  in  America  not  long  ago, 
issued  for  private  circulation  by  uie 
Naval  Constructor  of  tbe  United  States 
Navy.  It  appears  from  that  publication 
that  two  years  ago  the  United  States 
Naval  Constructor  was  requested  and 
required  by  the  Secretary  to  the  United 
States  Navy  to  go  over  to  England  with 
the  view  of  learning  all  he  could  as  to 
our  "improvements  in  naval  architec- 
ture, and  especially  with  regard  to  the 
steel  ships  of  war."  In  the  preface  to 
this  book  are  set  forth  the  oommnnica- 
tions  made  by  the  then  Secretary  of  the 
United  States  Navy  to  this  Naval  Con- 
structor, Mr.  Philip  Hitchbom.  This 
gentleman  was  informed  that  the  Bureau 
of  Construction  would  defray  all  his  ex- 
penses ;  that  he  was  to  keep  vouchers  of 
those  expenses ;  but  that  when  vouchers 
were  not  given,  he  was  to  keep  the 
best  record  he  could.  Mr.  Hitchbom 
came  over  to  England,  and  visited  Pem- 
broke Dockyard  first,  where  he  met  with 
some  snccesB.  While  there  he  obtained, 
in  some  way  or  other,  detailed  infor- 
mation from  specificati<m8  of  the  size 
and  form  of  the  composite  barbette  ehips 
Anson  and  Howe,  and  a  photograph  of 
the  double  bottom  of  the  SotcB.  He  was 
also  supplied  somehow  with  extracts  of 
specifications  of  the  Fmrtk  and  the  THamn, ' 
which  were  being  constructed  there  at 
the  same  time.  That  was  all  the  infor- 
mation he  could  obtaia  at  Pembroke. 
At  Devonport  Dockyard  his  efforts  were 
crowned  with  greater  succem ;  for  he 
obtained  geographical  and  descriptive 
estate  plans  of  that  Dockyard,  and  of  the 
Keyham  Steam- Yard  or  machine  fac- 
tory. These  plans  were  much  fuller 
than  could  have  been  obtained  from  the 
Ordnance  Survey  or  any  published  plan. 
They  are  strictly  Admirtdty  confidential 
information,  and  the  question  is  how 
couldMr.Hitchbom  have  obtained  them? 
He  could  not  have  obtained  a  staff  of 
surveyors  and  naval  arohiteots  to  measure 
up  and  plot  off  these  extensive  establish- 
ments, because  the  proceeding  would 
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have  had  to  be  done  in  the  open,  and  it 
vould  have  been  detected  and  stopped 
at  once.  He  could  not  have  obtained 
his  information  by  a  bird's-eye  view,  as 
the  pUuts  are  geographically  and  matbe- 
matically  exact  in.  their  deUils.  Sonie* 
how  or  other  he  sot  hold  of  detailed 
iiufonnation.  He  auo  procured  informa- 
tion from  spedfications  of  the  Marin«r, 
Raeer,  and  loarutt  sloops  of  970  tons  dis- 
placement; particulars  of  the  RoyalM 
and  Amphion,  sister  ships ;  and  some  par- 
ticulars of  the  Tamar,  troopship,  which 
had  put  in  at  that  time  for  repairs.  At 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  Mr.  Hitchbom 
obtained  specifications  and  particulars 
of  the  following  ships: — ColUngtoood, 
Cohitua,  Camperdown,  ImpMetue,  Swla, 
and  Poiyphwmu ;  a  set  of  detailed  work- 
ing drawings  of  the  CalKopt ;  the  de- 
tailed construction  of  the  'midship 
section  of  the  Miartey,  and  a  plan  of  the 
fighting-deok  of  tiie  Miruy,  with  its 
general  arrangement  oi  machine-guns, 
etc.  Then  he  went  on  to  Oliatham, 
where  he  obtained  speoifications,  etc., 
of  the  fast  infers  Snrnt,  Artthuta, 
ZtandtTf  Pkafm,  etc. ;  worded  pardcu- 
lars  of  structural  details  of  the  Rodney 
and  S«rof  copies  of  the  confidenti^ 
detailed  plans  of  the  'midship  section 
of  the  Rodney;  and  particulars  of  the 
composite  construction  of  the  Caroline. 
I  have  now  in  my  possession  fao-similes 
of  the  drawings  Mr.  Hitchbom  obtained, 
and  I  should  be  glad  to  show  them  to 
any  hon.  Member  who  may  desire  to  see 
tbem.  The  question  is,  were  these  plans 
and  specifications  confidential,  or  were 
they  not?  If  they  were,  how  did  this 
gentleman  manage  to  get  hold  of  them ; 
and  if  they  were  not,  there  is  no  need  to 
make  any  fuss  about  the  disclosure  of 
naval  ae^ets,  and  no  need  to  talk  about 
the  denrability  of  meting  out  punish- 
ment to  anyone  f  I  say,  u  these  plans 
and  specificalions  were  confidential  how 
did  SIt,  Hitchbom  get  possessed  of 
themf  The  Dookyail  officials  would 
never  have  given  tbem  to  him,  nor  would 
the  Admiralty  officials — ^it  seems  to  me 
preposterous  to  imagine  such  a  thing  for 
a  moment.  The  only  inference  we  can 
draw  is  that  these  plans  and  designs  and 
specifications  were  obtained  from  Pem- 
broke, Devouport,  Plymouth,  Ports- 
mouth and  Ohatham  in  the  same  way 
that  they  were  obtained  from  Chatham 
the  other  ^y.  I  asked  the  Qovemment 
a  few  days  ago  whether  the  man  Terry 


who  had  been  detected  selling  these 
designs  at  Chatham  had  ever  been  em- 
ployed as  naval  draughtsman  in.  any 
other  Dockyard  except  that  of  Ohatham ; 
for  if  he  had  been  at  Pembroke,  Devon- 
port,  Hymouth  and  Portsmouth,  Mr. 
Uitchborn's  possession  of  these  plans  and 
specifications  might  have  been  accounted 
for ;  but  it  seems  that  before  his  em- 
ployment in  Chatham  Dockyard  he  was 
nothing  but  assistant  ovrasew  at  some 
works  in  Sheffield.  The  conclusion  we 
must  come  to,  therefore,  is  that  there 
were  some  other  Young  Terrys  lying 
around  at  the  other  Dockyard,  ready 
for  some  miserable  gain  to  sell  the 
secrets  of  their  country.  What  Powers 
have  berai  supplied  with  these  plans? 
What  other  country,  besides  America, 
is  in  possession  of  this  detailed  informa- 
tion concerning  the  characteristics  of  our 
ships  and  the  formation  of  our  Dock- 
yards. It  is  posnble  that  some  othw 
Powers  may  have  them.  It  is  true  that 
at  the  present  momoit  we  are  at  peace ; 
but  we  never  know  now-a-days  vnm  we 
may  luve  to  expect  war — ^we  never  know 
how  soon  or  how  far  friendly  rela- 
tions existing  between  us  and  other 
nations  may  be  broken.  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  bear  this  in  mind,  that 
though  we  may  not  suffer  in  time  of 
peace  through  a  forei^  Power  possess* 
ing  the  plans  and  designs  of  our  ships, 
in  time  of  war  these  very  designs  will 
be  used  against  us  to  our  detriment.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  nothing  short  of 
high  treason,  in  time  either  of  war  or 
peace,  for  anyone  to  sell  to  a  foreign  Qo- 
vemment  any  description  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships.  I  do  not  know  how  hon. 
Members  take  it ;  but  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  designs  and  specifications  rdating 
to  our  vessels  of  war  should  be  kept  in 
the  strictest  manner  oonfidentiat  all 
knowledge  of  tbem  being  confined  to 
this  country,  seeing  the  enormous 
amount  our  taxpayers  have  to  pay  in 
respect  of  them.  No  considerations  of 
courtesy  or  etiquette  should  permit  any 
English  official  to  make  known  to  the 
Bepresentative  of  any  foreign  Power 
such  information  as  this ;  and  I  do  hope 
and  trust  that  if  these  designs  are  held 
by  the  Admiralty  to  be  confidential — and 
I  assume  they, are  so  held  as  we  are  told 
— although  we  are  told  that  forngn 
aUaehii  are  allowed  to  look  at  them  and 
exunine  them,  but  not  to  take  them 
awag^— the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lead  of 
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the  Admiralty  will  not  content  himself 
with  issuinv  the  new  rules  to  which  he 
has  reffflred,  and  with  putting  up  pro- 
clamations in  the  Dockyards — on  the 

{)rinciple,  I  am  very  much  afraid,  of 
ocking  tiie  stable  door  after  the  horse  is 
stolen — but  that  if  the  existing'  law  is 
not  strong  enough  to  panish  these 
offences  I  have  reaerred  to,  he  will  use 
his  influence  to  get  it  amended  speedily, 
so  that  it  wilt  be  possible  to  visit  with  the 
very  severest  penalties,  such  as  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  those  who  reck- 
lessly and  wilfully  sell  the  designs  of 
Her  Majesty's  Navy  to  foreign  Powers, 
thereby  imperilling  the  safiBty  tiie 
countiy. 

OniKBAL  Seb  0EOBGE  BALFOUB 
(Einoardise) :  I  desire  to  give  <»edit  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiral^  for  the  improvements  which 
he  has  effected  in  the  form  in  which  the 
Navy  Estimates  have  been  laid  before 
the  House.  I  had  an  idea  that  the  Army 
Estimates  were  better  arranged  Uian 
those  for  the  Navy ;  but  I  see  that  a 
great  improvement  has  taken  place  in 
regard  to  the  Appendices  of  the  latter, 
and  I  trust  that  any  defect  which  still 
may  be  found  to  exist  with  regard  to 
them  will  be  remedied  by  the  noble  Lord. 
In  regard  to  the  naval  guns,  about  which 
I  spoke  last  week,  I  nad  not  seen  the 
detula  set  forth  in  the  Appendix,  but  I 
think  there  are  still  some  defects  in  the 
information  wluch  shoold  be  remedied. 
IVhen  we  had  nothing  but  wooden  ships, 
we  had  an  aoourate  ust  not  only  of  the 
number  of  the  vessels,  but  of  the  arma- 
ments of  those  vessels.  We  had  an  es- 
tablishment of  four  fleets  each  of  30 
line-of-battle  ships,  making  120  line-of- 
battle  ships,  armed  with  17,500  guns. 
Since,  however,  the  old  establishment 
was  broken  up,  we  have  always  been  at 
a  loss  as  to  what  the  exact  armament  of 
the  new  Navy  should  be.  Until  we  have 
an  accurate  system  established,  it  will  be 
impossible  to  found  any  conclusion  npon 
the  cost  and  the  number  of  guns.  At 
one  time  the  establishment  of  guns  seem 
to  be  3,000  breech-loaders;  but  at  an- 
other time  we  are  led  to  understand  that 
it  is  3,600,  and  in  the  present  Hemo- 
randum  and  Appendix  there  is  not  a 
single  word  of  iniormation  on  the  point 
of  the  guns  forming  the  armament  of 
the  Fleet  now  maintained.  In  con- 
neotion  with  the  list  of  ships  which 
go  to  make  up  the  £39,000,000  of 


capital  that  is  expended  on  the  pre. 
sent  Navy,  there  is  no  mention  of  any 
kind  of  armament  put  in  the  ships.  In 
regard,  however,  to  the  vessels  now  build- 
ing in  the  Qovemment  Dockyards,  and 
building  by  contract,  there  is  a  careful 
statement  made  as  to  the  cost  of  arma- 
ment, but  no  statement  as  to  the  calibre 
of  the  guQB  that  are  required.  When  I 
mention  that  the  amount  in  the  Army 
Estimates  to  be  taken  for  the  guns,  &o., 
of  the  ships  building  is  £1,062,200.  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  amount  for  guns  is 
not  alone  sufficient,  but  also  we  need 
the  calibres  and  numbers. 

Thb  SEOBETABY  to  the  ADUI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Fokvood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  The  armamento  are  set  out 
in  the  Appendix.  Under  the  name  of 
each  ship  the  armaments  are  carefully 
given. 

GxHEiUL  Sm  GEOiiaE  BALFOUB : 
The  armaments  specified  of  which  I 
have  a  Memorandum  are  armaments  for 
the  general  fitting  out  of  the  ships  for 
service  this  year.  But  I  will  not  fail  to 
study  the  Table  more  carefully.  As  I 
understand  the  correction  of  the  Secre- 
tary, the  armaments  given  in  the  Ap- 
pendix are  for  ships  now  building  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  and  by  con- 
tract. I  fail,  however,  to  see  that  the 
number  and  calibre  of  the  gims  com- 
posing the  armament  oi  Her  Hajes^'s 
existing  Navy  are  given.  In  connection 
with  the  one  set  of  vessdsfitting  out,  we 
have  it  set  out  that  thwe  are  308  guns, 
which  is  a  very  small  number,  indeed, 
compared  with  the  total  armament  of 
the  Navy.  These  are  intended  for  the 
15  vessels  fitting  out  for  actual  service 
this  year.  It  would  be  as  well  if  we 
could  have  two  complete  lists  prepared, 
showing  the  number  and  calibre  of  guns 
for  the  ships  completed,  and  the  number 
of  guns  for  those  building  and  fitting 
out  and  in  service.  I  understand  that 
in  the  case  of  theea  808  guns,  which  are 
intended  as  the  armament  for  the  16 
vessels  fitting  out,  there  are  no  less  than 
15  different  calibres.  That  is  a  great 
evil.  Stores  and  projectiles  are  multi- 
plied, and  expense  inonrred  for  auoh 
varieties  of  guns.  Great  confusum 
also  arises  in  consequence  of  de- 
scribing some  guns  by  the  weight  of 
the  shot  they  throw,  and  calling  others 
10-inch  guns  and  IS-ton  guns,  and  12- 
inob  and  56-ton  guns.  These  distinc- 
tions are  confusing ;  and  I  feel  oonvinoed 
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that  if  something  ia  not  done  to  rectify 
that  evil,  Her  Majesty's  Ghnrranment 
will  find  some  day  that  a  great  mistake 
will  occur,  which  will  be  attended  with 
disastrous  consequences,  in  giving  out 
guns,  projectiles,  and  stores  to  the  diffe- 
rent ships.  The  matter  is  one  of  great 
importance,  and  I  feel  sure  that  hon. 
Members  connected  with  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice will  appreciate  what  I  say.  There 
is  another  point  connected  with  the  Ad- 
miralty to  which  I  wish  to  draw  atten- 
tion, and  that  is  the  question  of  taking 
stores  from  the  War  Department.  I 
cannot  protest  too  strongly  against  this 
system  of  allowing  the  Navy  to  be  sup- 
plied in  these  matters  by  the  War  Office ; 
and  I  think  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty would  effect  a  great  good  by  taking 
over  stores  from  the  manutactorera  at 
first  hand.  It  is  not  necessary  to  have 
these  stores  in  the  War  Office  magazines. 
Each  vessel  afloat  or  in  the  Beserve  has 
its  own  complement  of  gnns,  stores,  and 
ammunition,  and  might  as  well  be  at  once 
handed  over  to  the  Admiralty.  So  also 
the  308  guns  that  I  have  referred  to 
might  be  at  once  provided  for  in  the 
Navy  Estimatos,  and  handed  over  to  the 
Naval  Authorities.  Nothing  but  con- 
fusion will  toke  place  unless  this  is  done. 
I  further  reiterato  my  advice  that  the 
Admiralty  have  in  their  gunners,  boat- 
swains, carpentors,  and  other  ranks, 
men  well  fitted  to  act  as  storekeepers. 

Mb.  JGNNINOS  (Stockport):  The 
naval  experts  who  have  token  part  in 
this  debate  have  expressed  the  opinion 
that  we  do  not  spend  sufficient  money 
on  the  Navv,  and  tlmt  a  great  deid  more 
money  ought  to  be  devoted  to  this  pur- 
pose every  year.  But  I,  on  the  <mier 
band,  think  that  the  outride  public  are 
convinced  that  quite  enough  money  is 
spent  on  the  Navy,  if  it  were  wisely 

rnt;  and,  in  arriving  at  that  oon- 
sion,  I  have  been  very  much  in- 
fluenced by  the  tone  and  tenour  of  the 
remarks  of  those  who  are  best  ac^ainted 
with  the  real  condition  of  the  Navy — 
especially  the  remarks  of  such  Qentle- 
men  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Oardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Reed).  Now,  Sir,  in  the 
Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miral^ which  has  been  laid  before  the 
Committee,  the  expenditure  for  the  year 
ending  Slst  March,  1888,  is  estimated 
ataboQt£l2,500,000,  and  we  are  bidden 
to  expect  a  reduction  of  £798,000  on 
the  EstimateB  of  the  present  year.  It 

&«Mra/  Sir  QMr$$  Btifowr 


must  be  quite  evident  that  this  is  a  cave 
of  reckoning  our  chickens  before  they 
are  hatohed.  No  doubt,  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  expecta 
to  see  his  Estimates  come  out  as  they 
appear  now  on  paper;  but  no  Estimates 
ever  come  out  at  the  end  of  the  financial 
year  as  they  have  been  originally  placed 
before  the  country.  What  usuaJly  hap- 
pens is  tiiat,  towards  the  end  of  the 
financial  year,  it  is  found  necessary 
to  introduce  Supplementary  Estimates. 
This  year,  as  the  Committee  is  aware, 
they  amounted  for  the  Navy  to  £277,000 ; 
and  the  Estimates,  about  which  such  a 
great  flourish  was  made  12  months  ago, 
turn  out  to  have  been  based  on  the  fiscal 

firincipleofMr.  Micawber.  I  have  very 
ittle  doubt  that  the  Estimates  of  the 
present  year  are  destined  to  meet  with 
a  similur  fato,  and  tiiat  we,  none  of 
us,  shall  know,  until  the  end  ol  Maroh 
next,  what  the  expenditure  has  been. 
In  all  probability,  uiere  will  be  a  bundle 
of  more  or  less  important  accounts  tacked 
on  to  the  Estimates  before  us  this  time 
next  year.  Last  year,  the  late  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  explained  to  us  that 
from  1874  to  1880,  under  a  Conservative 
Administration,  the  expenditure  upon 
the  Navy  averaged  £11,133,000,  and 
that  from  1880  to  1886,  under  a  Liberal 
Administration,  the  annual  expenditure 
was  £11,500,000.  This  amount  has 
now  been  brought  up  to  close  upon 
£12,500,000;  and  I  think  the  general 
tone  of  the  Naval  Members  of  tiie  House 
is  that  £12,500,000  is  not  nearly  suffi- 
cient to  keep  up  an  efficient  Navy.  I  am 
myself  satisfied,  however,  that  ttie  great 
body  of  the  taxpayers  think  that  it  is 
a  great  deal  too  much  to  pay  for  such  a 
Navy  as  we  hare,  especially  in  times  of 
depressed  trade.  When  we  oonuder 
that  this  amount  is  £4,500,000  more 
than  the  cost  of  both  Arm^  and  Navy 
during  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War, 
I  think  that  the  conclusion  at  which  the 
outride  public  have  arrived  is  fully  justi- 
fied. It  is,  of  course,  easy  to  understand 
that  there  should  be  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
rince  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War ;  but 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  it  is  chiefly  the 
wastefulness  which  has  increased  f  If 
it  is  not  so,  how  is  it  that  we  have  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  that 
£1,500,000  has  been  as  much  wasted  as 
if  it  had  been  thrown  into  the  sea  ?  And 
how  ia  it,  again,  that  we  hnTe  henrd  fixMH 
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theFirsiLord  of  the  Admiralty  himself,  of 
vessels  the  armour  of  which  is  below  the 
water  line  ?  If  this  sort  of  miamanage- 
ment  were  stopped,  and  if  the  money  were 
Bpent  in  a  legitimate  manner,  and  not 
upon  fat  contracts  which  do  not  benefit 
the  nation — which  benefit  nobody  but 
the  favoured  contractors — there  could  be 
no  sort  of  question  that  the  burdens 
vrhioh  now  press  so  severely  upon  tax- 
payers might  be  materially  lightened, 
and  we  ehouid  have  a  far  more  efficient 
Fleet.  We  have  been  told,  and,  no 
doubt,  with  truth,  that  it  is  the  prac- 
tice— not  a  men  accidental  ooourrenoe 
— to  build  vessels  on  the  Olyde,  and  to 
send  them  to  Devonport  to  be  pulled  to 
pieces  again,  before  they  have  done  any 
wwk,  or  seen  any  sOTvioe  at  all.  The 
last  Eeport  of  the  OomptroUer  and  Audi- 
tor General  abounds  in  statements  which 
show  that  the  money  of  the  taxpayers  is 
not  devoted  to  its  legitimate  use.  Will 
any  naval  expert  in  the  House  explain 
to  the  Committee,  and  to  the  country, 
how  it  is  that  while  the  prices  of  labour 
have  decreased  considerably  in  every 
private  shipbuilding  yard,  they  have 
increased — indeed,  more  than  doubled — 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards?  The  Ad- 
miralty itself  pays  far  less  for  some  of 
its  materialB  than  it  did— as,  for  in- 
stance, iron  platra  which,  in  1874,  cost 
£19  per  ton,  m  1883  were  £18  per  ton. 
Iiead  and  copper,  in  the  same  way,  have 
decreased  materially  in  price ;  but  has 
there  been  any  proportionate  decrease 
in  expenditure  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  expenditure  continually  advances, 
and  the  result  is  a  continual  disappoint- 
ment to  those  who  are  expecting  real  and 
practical  reforms  to  be  set  on  foot  at  the 
Admiralty.  I  defy  anyone  to  sit  here  as 
a  mere  outsider,  knowing  nothiogvhat- 
ever  about  naval  matters,  and  listening 
to  the  statements  that  are  made  by  those 
who  do  know  about  them,  and  not  feel 
satisfied  that  the  money  wrung  from  the 
public  by  all  sorts  of  objectionable 
taxes,  such  as  the  Income  Tax,  is  neither 
rightly  nor  usefully  spent.  If  they 
want  to  get  some  idea  where  the  money 
goes,  I  would  earnestly  advise  the  Mem- 
bers who  have  not  yet  read  them,  and 

Smple  out-of-doors,  to  get  hold  of  the 
eporta  of  the  GinnptToUer  and  Auditor 
OeneraJ.  I  do  not  say  that  these  docu- 
ments are  as  intereating  as  the  last  new 
novel ;  but  they  are  full  of  information 
which  will  show  the  taxpayers  of  the 


country  that  their  money  is  being 
wickedly  and  wantonly  thrown  away. 
The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Qeneral 
tells  us,  for  instance,  that  advances  are 
continually  being  made  to  contractors  to 
which  they  arO  not  entitled ;  and  he  says 
that  the  view  entertained  throughout  the 
Dockyards  is  that  because  money  has 
been  voted  by  Parliament,  therefore  it 
must  be  spent,  if  possible,  witlun  the 
financial  year.  Well,  with  such  an  opinion 
as  that  prevailing  in  the  Dockyards, 
of  course,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
spending  twice  or  three  times  the  amount 
of  money  voted.  Therefore,  it  is  no 
wonder  that  naval  experts  ^ould  come 
down  here  and  tell  us  that  our  armoured 
ships  are  generally  armoured  below  the 
water  line,  and  that  most  of  our  iron-clads 
are  only  fit  to  be  the  coffins  of  those  who 
man  them.  The  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  contraicts  said 
that  there  is  no  business-like  co-opora- 
tion  between  the  heads  of  Departments, 
and  that  £15,000  has  been  paid  to  a 
contractor  for  work  which  he  actually 
offered  to  do  for  £8,080.  Then  we  are 
told  that  the  contracts  are  not  scanned 
dosely.  A  witness,  Mr.  White,  when 
asked  why  the  contracts  are  not  scanned 
closely,  replies  that  it  is,  unfortunately, 
against  the  Admiralty  traditions — ^that 
is  to  say,  that  it  is  against  the  Admi- 
ral^ toaditions  that  proper  caution 
should  be  taken  even  in  tiie  purchase 
of  materials  and  stores  for  the  use  of  the 
Navy  and  the  Service  generally.  All 
aorta  of  idiotio  follies  are  committed 
daily  in  the  management  of  the  Navy. 
According  to  the  Beport  on  Contracts, 
sugar  and  Jamaica  rum  are  sent  out  to 
vessels  on  the  West  India  stations.  Flour 
is  actually  sent  from  Beptford  Dock- 
yard to  Hong  Kong,  and  rice  to  India ; 
and  the  only  thing  requisite  to  complete 
the  operation  is  that  vessels  on  foreign 
stations  should  occasionally  send  back 
coals  to  Newcastle.  This  last  sugges- 
tion would  not  involve  a  more  absurd 
and  wicked  waste  of  the  public  stores 
or  of  the  public  money  than  to  send 
rice  from  Deptford  to  India,  and  rum  to 
Jamaica.  Then,  of  course,  when  a  Vote 
of  Credit  is  granted,  there  is  a  sOrt  of 
Saturnalia  of  extravagance.  Ships  are 
taken  up,  and  never  used  afterwards; 
cables  are  purchased,  and  never  taken 
out  of  the  manufacturers'  yards;  bUlB 
are  sent  in  to  the  Admiralty  for  all 
sorts  of  useless  articles.  The  Beport  just 
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issued  hy  the  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  Dockyards  reveals  endless 
ecandals.  It  is  shown  thereiD  that  there 
is  no  proper  examination  of  goods  de- 
livered ;  oonseqaently,  we  may  safely  as- 
eame  that  inferior  urtides  are  shot  into 
the  Dockyards  at  Bond  Street  prices, 
beoause  oontraotors,  as  a  rule,  do  not 
spare  pec^le  who  do  not  ezAmine  the 
oonaignments  of  goods  they  receive  from 
them,  and  do  not  look  into  their  pro- 
ceedings. I  -will  read  a  short  passage 
from  wis  Report.  It  says — 

"  We  vera  impressed  by  the  fiut  that  large 
quantities  of  tooli  issued  rann  the  Tools  Store 
proved  to  have  been  of  iaferior  quality ;  and 
althooffh  their  failure  had  been  frequent,  it 
was  left  to  an  Admiralty  Officer  to  bring  the 
matter  to  notice,  merely  as  the  rsralt  o£  a  canul 
visit  to  the  Dockyard. ' 

Then  there  are  innumerable  pensions  to 
all  sorts  of  persons,  and  extravagant 
salaries,  and  a  system  of  occasional  re- 
organization, the  result  of  which  is  to 
saddle  the  country  with  still  more  pen- 
sions, and  to  encourage  a  system  under 
which  all  sorts  of  hang6TB-(m,  and  rda- 
tions  of  hangers>on,  and  men  who  have 
been  useful  to  those  in  Office,  or  who 
are  likely  to  be  useful  to  them  at  election 
time,  receive  payment  cat  of  the  pubUc 
funds.  When  complaint  is  made  of  this 
wild  and  wicked  expenditure,  the  coun- 
try is  told  that  there  is  no  possibility  of 
saving  anything  in  the  Navy.  And, 
when  we  humble  Bepresentatives  of  the 
taxpayers  desire  to  express  our  opinion 
upon  these  matters — and  I  submit  that, 
although  we  are  not  experts,  we  have 
no  difficult  in  posseasing  as  much  in- 
formation upon  the  subjects  I  have  dealt 
with  as  those  who  are  experts — we  are 
told  that  we  are  not  competent  to  oriti- 
oize  BvuOx  subjects,  and  that  we  ought  to 
sit  silent  and  vote,  and  aoperform  our 
duty  to  our  constituents.  "Well,  I  believe 
that  the  public  have  had  about  enough 
of  that  system,  and,  whether  under  a 
Liberal  or  a  Conservative  Government, 
it  will  not  last  much  Itmger.  I  am  very 
sure  that  in  these  days,  when  the  in^is- 
trial  classes  are  finding  it  more  and  mwe 
difficult  to  obtain  empIcmnMLt,  and  when 
trade  is  depressed  at  home,  and  thu 
countiy  is  being  invnded  firom  all 
quarters,  while  our  trade  is  not  al- 
J[owed  o^portnntties  of  extending  itself 
into  foreign  countries  in  the  same  pro- 
portion ;  you  will  find  that  there  is  an 
mcreasing  impatience  of  the  heavy  load 
of  taxation  which  Admioistntim  after 

Mr.  Jenningt 


Administration  places  on  the  backs  of 
the  people.  I  believe  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  has  now  got  the  best  oppor* 
tunity  it  has  ever  had,  or  iu  all  pro- 
bability is  ever  likely  to  have,  of  putting 
an  end  to  tiiis  monstrous  evU.  One  of 
the  Leaders  of  that  Party  has  publicly 
identified  himself  with  the  oanse  of  Be- 
trenchment,  and  has  made  sacrifices  for 
it  which  haTe  never  bem  eanallad, 
either  in  this  age  or  in  any  other.  I 
believe  the  public  will  look  to  liusFarty 
for  the  realization  of  the  hopes  of  Be- 
trencbment,  of  iwaotical  ref(nm,  and  of 
a  mitigation  of  taxation  which  have 
been  held  out  not  only  by  that  Leader 
of  whom  I  spoke,  but  by  many  of  ns 
in  our  addresses  to  our  constituents- 
hopes  of  reform  and  of  mitigation  of  that 
taxation  which  now  weighs  upon  all 
classee  with  a  severity  which  cannot 
much  longer  be  endured. 

AnMTTtAT.  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  one  or 
two  questions  with  reference  to  his 
Statement;  and,  firstofall,  withregardto 
the  value  of  the  i^ps  in  reserve.  The 
Aja*  is  said  to  be  worth  £552,000,  sad 
we  are  told  by  Lord  Brassey  in  his 
manual  that  the  diffioulty  with  regard  to 
her  is  that  she  will  not  steer ;  but  if  she 
is  su^  a  TOluable  vessel,  it  would  be  well 
worth  while  making  her  efficient.  But 
no  mention  is  made  of  repairing  or  doing 
anythiDg  to  her  to  enable  hsx  to  go  to 
sea,  and  if  she  is  not  fit  for  sea,  she 
ought  not  to  stand  on  this  list  at  the 
value  of  £552,000.  On  page  240  it  will 
be  seen  that  she  was  laid  down  at  the 
original  cost  of  £548,000,  and  that  there 
is  an  additional  sum  of  £3,457  for  com- 
pletion to  the  3 1st  of  If  arch.  The  First 
Lord  also  mentioned  in  his  Beport  and 
in  his  speech  the  question  of  speed, 
which  we  all  know  is  one  of  the  neatest 
necessities  at  the  present  dar;  out  he 
does  not  aooonnt  fw  the  bnilding  of  the 
vessels  mentioned  in  his  B^port  which 
are  only  to  go  knots.  I  nfer  to  the 
lUUUr  and  Watp^  dasse  and  7  in  num- 
ber. If  this  calculation  is  made  on  tiie 
old  system  of  trial,  which  the  noble 
Xx>rd  himself  has  properly  denounced,  it 
would  mean  something  like  10  knots  in 
actual  sea  work.  The  trials  of  these 
vessels  are  spoken  of  as  having  been 
very  satisfactory ;  but  at  the  same  time 
we  are  told  that  the  protected  cruisers 
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and  torpedo  boats  wonld  gire  nearlj 
double  tne  speed,  and  consequently  they 
could  not  escape  from  our  own  TesseU 
by  any  possibility.  Of  course,  it  may  be 
said  that  to  obtain  greater  power  the 
Teasels  must  be  larger.  I  should  think 
that  the  cost  of  increased  size  would  be 
well  repaid  by  the  increased  speed  that 
would  be  gained.  I  should  like  also  to 
ask  if  it  is  the  fact  that  upwards  of 
£80,000  are  to  be  expended  in  putting 
the  Gmittt  in  order  7  The  original  cost 
of  the  ressel  was  £103.388  in  1878-9. 
and  I  see  that  the  cost  for  completion  to 
the  81st  of  March,  1886,  ia  nearly 
£19,000.  I  understand  that  upwards  of 
£30,000  more  is  about  to  be  expended 
for  the  purpose  of  patting  her  to  rights. 
The  Oarntt  belongs  to  a  class  of  vessels 
of  the  Gtm  type— Teasels  whieh  never 
steamed  above  eight  knots  in  their  best 
da3rs,  and  which  probably  will  never  go 
at  a  greater  speed  than  six  or  seven 
knots.  She  is  therefore  10  years  old, 
and  obsolete,  and  yet  it  is  proposed  to 
spend  uj^n  her  now  nearly  one-third  of 
her  original  cost.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Kembw  for  Kincardine  (Sir  O-eotge 
Ballbur)  appealed  to  me  with  reference 
to  the  sans  of  diffsient  calibre  supped 
to  HerMajesty's  ships.  I  do  not  know 
why  the  hon.  and  pulanfe  Uember  refers 
to  me  ;  but  of  course  I,  in  common  with 
all  praetioal  men,  suppcwtthe  view  which 
he  takes,  thattiie  fewer  types  of  guns — 
and  consequently  the  fewer  different 
sises  of  shot  and  shell,  a  vessel  has  on : 
board — the  better.  I  should  think  he , 
wotild  know  that  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Admiralty  to  take  over  the  supply  of 

fans  to  the  Navy  in  a  very  short  time, 
ecause  tbey  have  to  create  a  Depart- 
ment for  the  purpose  before  they  can 
take  the  responsibility  upon  themselves, 
and  they  must  have  time  to  get  their 
house  in  order  for  it.  If  it  is  done  in 
too  ^[eat  a  hurry  it  will  be  done  badly. 
The  First  Lord  h  as  nude  a  remark  which 
strikes  me  as  being  very  peonliai,  and 
it  is,  that  the  £86,000,  which  the  hon. 
Gentteman  the  senior  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Faleeton)  spoke  of  as 
£12,000,  for  armour-piercing  projec- 
tiles, was  brought  into  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates because  the  War  Office  would 
not  supply  the  money.  Surely  it  is  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admirall7  should  sav  he  wanted 
certain   gans       mMPM  &r  a 


particular  purpose,  and  that  the  War 
Office  should  be  in  a  position  to  reply 
— "  You  shall  not  have  them,"  be- 
cause it  practically  comes  to  that — it  is 
a  question  of  cutting  down  a  particular 
Vote  to  the  smallest  amount.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  country  cares 
whether  this  £86,000  comes  out  of  the 
Admiralty  or  oat  of  the  War  Office 
Estimate !  Certainly,  it  ought  to  come 
out  of  the  grant  of  whiohevw  of  the 
two  Offices  is  responnble  for  supplying 
the  ammunition.  It  is  right  that  the 
First  Lord  should  have  included  this 
money  in  the  Naval  Estimate,  because 
it  waiB  the  only  way  in  which  he  could 
do  that  which  he  believed  to  be  neces- 
sary ;  but  it  was  perfectiy  wrong  that 
sudh  a  necessity  should  have  been  laid 
upon  him  at  all.  The  First  Lord  spoke 
of  civil  assistants  at  the  Dockyard  being 
conducive  to  economy  and  efficiency  ; 
and  I  ask  whether  it  would  not  be  more 
economical  and  better  for  the  disoiplitte 
of  the  Dockyards  that  a  Superintendent 
should  be  appointed  for  a  fixed  term  of 
years?  Superintendents  are  now  ap- 
pointed for  a  year,  16  months,  or  two 
years,  deprading  upon  their  promotion 
and  other  ooutiDgencies,  and  by  the  time 
they  have  got  toleam  what  is  the  work 
of  the  Dockyard  and  become  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  thor  duties,  they  are 
relieved  by  another  officer,  who  has 
again  to  learn  the  duties  of  his  position. 
Then  let  me  mention  the  sending  of 
ships  from  one  yard  to  another  in  an 
uncompleted  state  to  be  completed.  I 
am  aware  that  it  may  be  said  that  this 
refers  particularly  to  vessels  being  sent 
from  the  yard  in  the  district  which  I 
represent  to  be  completed  at  another ; 
but  my  argument  will  be  equally  good 
in  the  case  of  a  vessel  sent  from  another 
yard  to  Pembroke,  Portsmouth,  or 
Devonport.  It  ia  utterly  impossible  that 
a  ship  can  be  finished  in  any  other  yard 
as  cheaply  as  she  can  be  where  she  was 
laid  down.  In  the  first  place,  the  people 
in  the  yard  to  which  she  is  sent  have  not 
the  same  intermt  in  hat  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, their  interest  would  be  to  ran  up 
the  expenditure  on  her  to  the  highest 
figure.  They  would  take  care  when 
they  got  hold  of  a  vessel  like  the  Nile, 
for  instance,  at  Portsmouth,  that  she 
ahall  coat  as  much  as  the  Trafalgar, 
whirli  built  there,  and  of  neoeaaity 
■mui^h  worl:  -  ■     ■.  In.*  doae.  'JOSf-'fftP^, 
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tioal  man  will  admit  it  is  quite  impos- 
sible that  a  veaael  can.  be  completed  as 
cheaply  bj  another  set  of  people  as  by 
those  by  whom  she  was  originally  built. 
There  have  been  several  questions  asked 
with  regard  to  obtaining  designs  from 
the  Dockyards.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  informed  us  yet  where 
the  gentleman  is  who  divulged  the  de- 
Bigos  at  Chatham,  end  whether  there  is 
any  means  of  preventing  him  from  now 
divulging  all  the  secret  knowledge  he 
possesses  to  anyone  who  will  buy  it? 
As  far  as  I  understand)  he  is  at  liberty 
to  do  BO  at  any  moment  be  thinlu  fit. 
With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Stock- 

rrt  (Mr.  Jennings),  who  has  just  spoken, 
think  be  made  a  great  mistake  in 
drawing  an  analogy  between  times  of 
depression  and  the  state  of  the  Navy, 
and  that,  if  we  were  to  be  guided  by 
hifl  suggestion,  the  very  difficulty  which 
he  wishes  to  remove  would  be  aug- 
mented. If  the  money  to  be  spent  on 
the  Navy  were  dependent  on  whether 
the  country  is  suffering  from  depression 
or  otherwise,  we  should  get  what  the 
Fiist  Lord  has  said  he  is  most  anxious 
to  prevent — namely,  fitful,  and  conso- 
qneotly  larger,  expenditure.  What  can 
the  efficiency  of  the  Navy  have  to  do 
with  the  question  as  to  whether  there  is 
a  greater  or  less  amount  of  depression 
in  the  country  ?  The  noble  XiOrd  has 
said  that  we  must  proceed  on  some 
•ettled  plan,  and  not  on  the  plan  of  fits 
and  starts  such  as  has  been  adopted  be- 
fore. The  question  of  the  Navy  has  but 
one  reference  to  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  my  hon.  and  gallant  Fiiend  the 
Member  for  Bow  (Captain  Golomb)  has 
given  us  to-night  a  comparative  state- 
ment, which  shows  that  the  amount  ex- 
pended in  this  country  for  the  protection 
of  its  commeroial  tonnage  is  ridiculously 
small  to  that  of  every  other  country.  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior 
Member  for  Devonport  was  quite  right 
in  his  statement  as  to  the  necessity 
wMoh  exists  for  having  professional 
men  and  experts  upon  Cmnmlttees  such 
as  that  whim  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  system  of  purchase  and  contract  in 
the  Navy;  and  I  do  not  think  it  was 
worthy  of  the  hon.  Member  who  accused 
one  of  those  who  sat  on  that  Committee 
of  being  biassed  because  a  firm  with 
which  he  was  connected  had  tendered  in 
respect  of  one  of  the  vessels.  The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  has  re- 
ceived such  a  severe  handling  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  that  I 
do  not  thiek  it  necessary  further  to  refer 
to  bis  speech  than  to  say  that  the  veesels 
— the  building  of  which  he  wished  to 
stop  last  year — the  Nile  and  the  T/o- 
falgar,  and  the  designs  of  which  he  now 
considers  should  have  been  the  subject 
of  inquiry  by  a  Royal  Commission,  are 
those  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Beed)  and  others  qualified 
to  judge  have  spoken  of  as  the  veiy 
best  that  we  have  yet  laid  down. 

Sir  WILLIAM  CBOSSMAN  (Fbrta- 
mouth) :  With  regard  to  the  defence  of 
our  coaliagstations,Ihavo  afew  remarks 
to  make.  We  haveintheBoyal  Marines 
and  Boyal  Marine  Artillery  some  of  the 
finest  men  in  Her  Majesty's  Service,  and 
those  men  are  not  employed  altogether 
so  advantageously  as  they  might  be.  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  the 
defence  of  the  coaling  stations  ought  to 
be  intrusted  to  these  men.  This  ar- 
rangement would  leave  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  a 
number  of  men  of  the  Begular  Army 
who  are  now  distributed  all  over  the 
world.  The  defence  of  such  stations  u 
Hong  Kong,  Singapore,  and  Bermuda 
ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Boyal 
Marinesand  Boyal  MarineArti)lery;  and 
in  that  way  you  would  save  the  expense 
of  transporting  to  those  places  the  land 
forces  who  are  now  discharging  the  duty 
there.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  op- 
posite has  said  very  truly  that  the  coal- 
ing stations  deserve  every  attention  at 
the  hands  of  the  Qovemment.  These 
places  ore  of  the  utmost  importance  for 
the  operations  of  the  Navy;  and  unless 
they  are  fortified  properly  our  Fleet 
will  not,  in  time  of  war,  be  able  to  koep 
tho  seas,  and  therefore  I  think  their 
garrisons  ought  to  be  under  the  orders 
of  the  Admirally,  and  not  under  those 
of  the  War  Office.  There  is  another 
matter  on  which  I  should  like  to  make 
a  few  remarks,  and  that  is  the  question 
of  submarine  mining.  I  have  long  been 
of  opinion — and  I  nave  had  some  ex- 
perience in  this  matter — that  all  the 
work  in  connection  with  submarine 
mining  should  be  done  by  the  Navy, 
and  not  by  the  Army.  We  require 
sailors  for  the  guard-boats  employed 
I  in  the  Service,  but  the  mines  themeelves 
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axe  in  the  hands  of  the  Engineers.  It 
is  said  that  the  Admiraltj  requires  all 
the  men  they  can  lay  their  hands  upon 
for  the  sea-Koing  Fleet.  I  do  not  demur 
to  that  at  all ;  but  there  are  the  Boyal 
Naval  Volunteers,  who  might  be  so  or- 
ganized that  the  Navy  might  take 
charge  of  this  Department.  The  guns 
vhich  are  required  to  defend  the  sub- 
marine mines  might  also  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Boyal  Marine  Artillery. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  desire 
to  refer.  The  Staff  sergeants  of  the 
Hoyal  liartne  Artillery  are  paid  less  in 
pensioiu  Uian  the  men  of  corresponding 
rank  in  the  Army  to  the  extent  of  3^ 
anlay.  The  armourer  sergeants  also  get 
leas  than  the  men  in  the  Line.  The 
alterations  I  suggest  are  of  a  trifling 
character,  and  as  they  are  the  cause  of 
discontent  among  a  fine  body  of  men,  I 
hope  the  noble  Lord  will  take  the  matter 
into  consideration. 

LoBD  CHAitLES  BEBESFOED  (A 
hoKD  of  the  Admiiuxty)  (Marylebone, 
B.) :  I  rise  to  answer  some  of  the  ques- 
tions which,  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion, have  been  pointedly  addressed 
to  me.  I  may  remark,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Leferra),  having  b^on  his  obBerrations 
wiUi  thfi  apresmcm.  of  a  hope  that  no 
Party  sentiment  would  be  introduned 
into  the  discassion,  immediately  entered 
upon  subjects  of  a  Party  character.  I 
think,  however,  that  in  tiie  conversation 
which  he  had  with  my  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he  had 
rather  the  worst  of  it.  My  noble  Frieud 
did  not  intend  to  say  anything  of  a 
Party  character;  his  only  object  was  to 
make  to  the  Ck>mmittee  a  clear  state- 
ment of  facta.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man first  referred  to  the  changes  alluded 
to  in  that  Statement.  There  are  two 
prindpal  changes  connected  with  the 
Department.  The  first  of  these  is  the 
estabUshment  of  a  regular  Intelligence 
Department,  where  me  Naval  Lords 
meet  together,  at  specified  times,  to  dis- 
ouBS  questions  relating  to  the  fighting 
eapabilities  of  the  Navy.  That  has 
never  been  the  case  before,  and  the 
reason  why  the  change  has  been  made 
is  this — if  you  take  20  of  the  ablest  sea- 
men in  the  Fleet,  and  separately  ask 
their  opinion  on  this  subject,  they  would 
all  give  a  different  opinion  ;  but  if  you 
bring  them  t<^ether  you  will  get  a  finite 


opinion  from  them.  That  is  what  has 
now  been  done.  The  other  change  re- 
lates to  the  building  of  ships.  My  noble 
Friend  has  explained  that  we  wish  to 
build  our  ships  in  a  business-like  way. 
The  men  who  fight  the  ships  will  be 
able  to  give  their  opinion  as  to  what 
is  required  in  action,  and  this  will 
be  submitted  to  the  constructors  and 
experts  whose  business  it  is  to  pro- 
duce the  machine  which  is  required 
for  fighting.  A  ship  under  the  new 
system  will  not  take  six  or  seven 
years  to  build;  snd  there  will  be  no 
alteration  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
whole  Board,  who  will  have  to  sign  the 
Order.  There  will  be  none  of  those 
alteratious  after  a  ship  is  laid  down,  in 
respect  to  engines  and  armament  which 
will  cause  her  to  draw  more  water,  and, 
in  short,  turn  out  something  entirely 
different  from  the  original  design.  I 
cannot  understand  why  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  has  so  strongly  attacked 
the  Ifiie  and  the  Trafalgar;  and  I  ask 
him  whether  the  man  who  has  to  fight  a 
ship  has  not  a  just  right  to  have  an  opi- 
nion about  her  ?  There  may  be  different 
opinions  as  to  some  parts  of  these  ships, 
but  as  to  their  good  qualities  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  seamen  differ  as  to  their 
excellence  as  fighting  ships.  I  believe 
them  to  be  good  ships  and  less  likely  than 
others  to  bedamagedin  action,  and  tiiere- 
fore,  as  I  have  said,  I  cannot  conceive 
why  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  taken  such 
a  violent  dislike  to  them.  My  noble 
Friend  has  explained  that  the  Impin'euse 
and  Wanpite  are  not  what  they  were 
intended  to  be  as  to  draught ;  but  they 
are  valuable  ships,  and  can  steam  faster 
than  any  other  of  their  class  in  the 
world.  Moreover,  they  are  belted,  and 
are  therefore  ships  of  a  very  formidable 
type.  I  deny  the  argument  that  has 
been  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Beed)  with 
regard  to  the  capsizing  of  unarmoured 
ships  if  a  hole  is  knocked  through  the  un- 
armoured ends.  There  has  been  an  ex- 
periment made  in  the  case  of  the  SitrOf 
which  with  700  tons  of  water  in  her  fore 
compartment  steamed  18  knots  without 
the  slightest  awkwardness.  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Bow 
(Captain  Oolomb)  made  some  interesting 
remarks,  and  with  much  of  what  he  said 
I  entirely  agree.  But  I  cannot  quite  see 
the  object  of  his  first  proposal.  He 
rather  found  fault  with  theMarinesbeing 
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made  butohera  and  bakers  on  board 
ship.  I  have  always  endeavoured  to  have 
every  man  on  board  made  useful.  The 
number  of  non-combatants  carried  has 
always  been  a  great  danger  in  our  Fleet. 
For  instance,  in  ships  of  the  Invincible 
class,  we  have  as  many  as  65  per  cent  of 
non-combatants ;  while  in  the  French 
Navy  the  number  of  non-combatants  is 
only  5  per  cent.  I  should  like  to  see 
Marines  more  largely  employed  on  board 
ship,  because  there  is  no  better  man  than 
a  Marine,  and  if  yon  can  make  him  a 
double-handed  man,  so  to  speak,  you 
have  the  best  possible  man  in  him  on 
board  ship.  Therefore,  I  do  not  ^uite 
agree  with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Fnend 
on  that  point.  Then  we  come  to  the 
defence  of  the  coaling  stations.  I  have 
alw^B  had  a  certain  idea  on  that  point ; 
but  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  quite  practical 
at  present.  I  have  always  held  that  the 
Marine  Corps  should  be  doubled  or 
trebled,  and  that  it  should  be  largely 
employed  at  all  the  outlying  stations 
— at  Malta,  Gibraltar,  Kong  Kong, 
and  Singapore,  for  instance.  We  should 
always  have  in  that  case  Bghting  men 
there,  accustomed  to  go  in  ships,  ao- 
eustomed,  in  fact,  to  do  anything,  and 
by  their  employment  the  expense  to 
the  taxpayer  would  be  materially  les- 
sened. I  do  not  know  that  this  is 
exactly  the  opinion  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  upon  the  point ; 
however,  he  does  not  objeofc  to  my  saying 
what  I  think  on  these  matters.  Befer- 
enoe  has  been  made  to  the  Intelligence 
Department.  Now,  the  duty  of  the 
Intelligence  Department  is  to  find  out 
everything  that  is  necessary  for  the  use 
of  the  Fleet  in  time  of  war  ;  to  examine 
the  plan  of  campaign.  {^Laughter.']  Oh ! 
a  different  plan  of  campaign  to  the  one  of 
whibh  we  have  heard  so  much  lately ;  it 
is  a  more  decided  plan,  but  still  a  plan 
of  campaign.  The  Committee  of  the 
Intelligence  Department  has  to  see  to 
the  plan  of  campaign,  and  to  see  that 
all  the  trade  routes  in  the  world  are 
guarded.  In  other  words,  it  has  to 
aoquire  all  the  information  that  is  neces- 
sary  that  our  Fleet  in  time  of  war  should 
be  possessed  of.  My  noble  Friend  has 
recognised  the  necessity  of  Ihis,  and  we 
have,  at  this  moment,  an  Intelligence 
Department  working  diligently,  and 
acquiring  an  enormotts  mass  of  informa- 
tion that  has  not  been  obtained  hitherto. 
I  do  not  blame  anybody  for  that ;  up  to 
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this  the  Intelligence  Department  has 
not  been  developed  on  account  of — 
well,  I  really  do  not  know  why  the 
matter  has  not  been  taken  up  before 
this.  We  are  asked  what  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty  hare  done. 
Now,  I  think  that  our  work  is  very 
clearly  set  out  in  the  non-Party  State- 
ment of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
We  acknowledge  that  things  are  very 
bad,  and  we  hope  to  make  them  better, 
and  we  point  out  what  we  have  done  in 
this  direction.  There  was  a  great  and 
wasteful  expenditure  in  the  ships  in 
commission  going  into  the  Dockyards 
with  large  repairs.  The  present  Board 
have  stopped  that ;  they  say  that  ships 
are  supplied  with  artificersi  and  they 
must  do  their  own  r^airs.  That  is  a 
very  important  matter.  Then  there  is 
the  immense  question  of  Dockyard  re- 
organization. My  noble  Friend  has 
already  referred  to  that,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Forwood)  will,  no  doubt,  enlai^ 
upon  it  in  due  course,  he  having  bad  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  reform.  Then 
there  is  the  shipbuilding  circalar,  which 
will  save  tlte  country  an  enormous  sum 
of  money.  Then  there  is  the  Intelligence 
Department ;  there  is  no  use  in  having 
ships  and  men  unless  you  have  some- 
body to  tell  them  what  to  do  when  war 
is  declared.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Hall 
(Mr.  Wilson)  mi^e  some  remarks  about 
what  are  called  armed  cnusers.  I  think 
the  name  is  rather  confusing ;  the  name 
should  be  armed  auxiliaries,  or,  better 
still,  runners.  England  will  suffer  most 
in  the  first  three  weeks  after  war  is 
declared  ;  in  other  words,  she  will  suffer 
in  her  food  supply,  and  in  a  tax  upon 
her  enormous  floating  wealth.  Our 
merchantmen  will  be  attacked,  and 
some  of  them  destroyed,  and  then  up 
will  go  the  rate  of  insurance.  Not  only 
so,  but  merchants  who  have  ships  in 
port  wilt  not  send  them  out ;  that  is 
another  difficulty  which  has  to  be  thought 
out  by  the  Intelligoioe  Departmeni 
The  principal  nse  of  these  runners  will 
be  to  go  out  as  soon  as  war  is  declared, 
or  directly  you  think  war  is  inevitable, 
to  one  or  other  focus  of  our  trade  io 
different  parts  of  the  world. 

Mb.  C.  H.  WILSON:  How  many 
days'  coal  will  they  carry  ? 

Lord  OHABLES  BEBESFOBD:  At 
what  speed  f 
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Mb.  0.  H.  WILSON:  At  18  knota, 
vhich  is  considered  necossarj. 

LoED  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD : 
That  is  a  curious  question.  It  depends 
where  the  ship  is  sent  to.  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  fully  realize  that  fact.  Take 
the  Etruria,  for  instance,  she  will  go 
much  more  quickly  than  the  enemy ; 
and  she  may  go  to  India  or  to  China, 

Me.  C.  ff.  WILSON:  She  cannot  go 
to  China— she  only  carries  10  days' 
coals. 

LoED  CHARLES  BERESFOBD :  It 
depends  upon  the  speed  she  goes.  I 
believe  that  at  full  speed  the  Struria 
carriu  10  days*  coals ;  but  at  a  low  rate 
ol  speed  ahe  is  able  to  carry  25  days* 
coals.  I  think  (hat  explains  matters. 
What  we  have  got  to  fear  ia  that  some 
intelligent  and  energetic  foreigner  will 
take  a  small  ship,  and,  getting  on  a 
focus  of  our  trade,  say,  24  nours  before 
we  get  there,  will  possibly  sink  20  or 
more  of  our  ships.  These  runners  are 
to  prevent  any  accident  of  this  kind 
occurring  to  our  great  commercial  in- 
terests and  floating  wealth,  when  war  is 
first  declared.  Tben  they  would  have 
to  attend  the  Fleet ;  they  would  be  like 
cavaliy  to  an  army ;  they  would  let  the 
Admiral  know  what  he  was  to  expect, 
and  where  the  enemy  was,  and  they 
would  be  used  for  a  thousand  other 
things  that  onr  ordinan^  men-of-war 
woum  not  be  useful  for.  They  are 
merely  armed  to  protect  themselves 
agunst  vessels  that  they  would  meet  of 
their  own  class,  who  would  prey  on  our 
commerce  for  the  first  three  weeks  after 
war  was  declared.  I  am  quite  sure  this 
great  commercial  country  will  recognise 
that  the  employment  of  these  fast  vessels 
is  a  first  step  in  the  right  directtoii. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennin^)  made  a  very  sad  speech. 
According  to  him,  everything  is  wrong. 
Where  there  is  a  great  deal  said  of  a 
thing  it  must  be  more  or  lees  true  ;  but, 
after  all,  is  it  a  right  thing  to  sit  down 
and  cry  because  things  are  wrong? 
We  are  all  doing  our  beet  to  put  them 
right.  The  hon.  Ifember  said  that  the 
OUT  effect  of  the  re-or^anization  scheme 
had  been  to  give  pensions,  and  thus  to 
increase  the  call  upon  the  taxra^ers. 
Now,  the  statement  of  my  noble  £^end 
is,  in  my  opinion,  an  honest  one. 
What  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
wish  to  do  is  to  put  the  Navy  in  the 
best  state  they  can,  and  the  only  fault 
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found  in  the  noble  Lord's  Statement  is 
that  there  is  an  inclination  to  show  that 
we  do  not  want  quite  as  much  money 
as  before.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  will  not  this  time  next  year 
be  in  a  position  to  take  any  or  quite  so 
sad,  gloomy,  and  funereal  glance  at 
affairs.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Admiral  Mayne) 
spoke  of  the  Ajax  and  Agamemnon. 
It  has  never  been  considered  that  they 
are  handy  ships ;  but  the  ruu  of  these 
ships  has  now  been  filledin,  and  they  may 
be  taken  as  fairly  good  vessels ;  we  must 
take  things  as  thejr  are,  and  not  as  they 
ought  to  be,  and  do  the  best  we  can 
with  what  we  have  got,  always  being 
careful  to  profit  by  experience.  Refer- 
ence has  been  made  to  the  Rattler  class 
of  ships.  A  great  many  of  my  friends 
have  said  tome — *'  Youhad  belter  resign, 
because  the  Admiralty  are  going  to  build 
these  '  snails  *  as  tbey  are  called."  Now 
we  have  had  much  discussion  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  is  quite  right  when  he  says 
their  speed  is  not  groat;  but  the  con- 
clusion we  came  to,  after  thoroughly 
threshing  out  the  subject,  was  that  if 
these  vessels  were  required  to  carry  their 
present  tonnage  and  armament,  it  was 
impossible  to  ^et  more  speed  out  of 
them;  besides  it  must  be  remembered 
that  Uiese  vessels  are  peculiarly  fitted 
for  the  stations  to  whion  they  are  sent. 
Upon  the  China,  West  African,  and 
Pacific  Stations,  steel-bottomed  ships  are 
of  no  use,  you  must  have  copper-bot- 
tomed ships  there,  and  as  far  as  the 
fighting  capibilities  of  these  ships  goes 
— they  are  only  660  tons — there  is  no 
doubt  they  are  better  than  any  other 

ffun-vessel  or  small  ship  that  they  are 
ikely  to  meet.  We  came  unanimously 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  impossible 
to  have  heavy  vessels  of  this  description 
that  would  go  fast.  It  must  also  be  re- 
membered that  we  are  not  building 
many  of  them.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  wanted  to 
know  why  I  had  not  put  my  name  to  the 
Estimates.  Well,  it  is  a  very  natural 
inquiry  for  anybody  to  make,  but  I 
think  the  Oommittee  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  a  great  mistake  for  aiqrono  to 

gut  his  name  to  a  public  document  that 
e  has  not  looked  at.  What  is  this 
document  ?  It  is  a  document  which 
relates  to  the  spending  of  £13,000,000 
Bterliog  of  the  taxpayers*  money.  My 
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noble  Friend  quite  agrees  with  me  that 
I  had  not  had  time  to  look  through  the 
Estimates. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVKB;  What  I 
asked  was,  how  it  was,  under  the  new 
BegalationjtheEstimates  were  submitted 
to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  last  moment, 
when  he  bad  not  time  to  look  into  them? 

Lord  0HAELE3  BERE8F0BD : 
The  Estimates  were  submitted  to  me  at 
the  last  moment ;  but  I  do  not  blame 
anyone  for  that.  The  real  question 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is, 
whether  I  agree  with  the  policy  con- 
tained in  the  Estimates.  I  agree 
entirely  with  that  Estimate;  il  I  did 
not  agree  with  it  do  you  suppose  I  would 
remain  at  the  Admiralty  ten  minutes 
longer ;  but  that  ia  a  different  thing  to 

Sotting  my  name  to  the  Estimates.  What 
represented  to  my  noble  Friend  was 
that  I  would  put  my  name  to  those 
Estimates  I  was  responsible  for.  It  has 
hitherto  been  the  custom  for  all  the 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 

Sut  their  name  to  the  Estimates ;  but  I 
0  not  approve  of  that  system.  And  I 
have  no  doubt  my  noble  Friend  will  see 
his  way  to  alter  the  system.  When  a 
taxpayer  and  the  House  take  up  the 
Estimates,  and  they  see  the  name  of 
every  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  at  the 
bottom  of  it,  they  naturally  conclude 
that  the  whole  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  are  responsible  for  the  whole 
lot  of  the  Estimates.  Now,  I  object  to 
be  responsible  for  any  Estimates  for 
which  1  am  not  responsible  ;  I  have  no 
objection  to  put  my  name  to  the  Yotes 
under  my  own  charge ;  but  I  object  to 
the  system  which  requires  me  to  put  my 
name  to  the  whole  of  the  Estimates, 
when  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
examining  them. 

Sib  JOHN  OOMMERELL  (South- 
ampton) :  There  is  one  point  which  has 
been  omitted  by  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  in 
his  able  speech,  and  that  is  the  state  of 
the  lieutenants'  list.  We  have  now 
hundreds  of  lieutenants,  the  larger 
proportion  of  whom  have  little  or  no 
chance  of  promotion.  But,  bad  as  this 
is  for  the  lieutenants,  it  will  be  worse  for 
the  Navy  in  time  of  war.  We  have  now 
662  lieutenants  on  service  in  various 
ships,  36  in  the  Coastguard,  and  81 
unemployed.  Out  of  this  38  and  81, 
I  have  no  he^tation  in  saying  that 
half  of  them  could  hardly  be  expected 
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in  time  of  war  to  go  on  active  service. 
If  war  broke  out  to-morrow,  and  we 
had  to  commission  all  the  various  ships 
that  we  have  ready,  we  should  be  hardly 

fressed  for  lieutenants ;  and  I  wish  the 
irst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would 
intimate  how,  in  the  case  of  war,  he 
intends  to  deal  with  the  lieutenants'  list 
Then  there  is  another  hardship  under 
which  the  lieutenants  of  the  Navy 
suffer,  and  which  I  desire  to  bring 
before  the  Oommittee.    A  boy  may 
now  be  entered  in  the  Navy  by  bis 
parents  or  guardians  at  the  age  of  1 3, 
and  has  no  possibility  of  leaving  the  Ser- 
vice until  he  is  40.  That  is  an  anomaly 
and  inconsistency.    We  are  ever^  day 
compelling  military  men  who  are  in  the 
prime  of  life,  and  who  have  learnt  their 
duty,  to  retire  into  private  life;  while  in 
the  Navy  we  keep  men  from  13  to  -10 
without  allowing  them  to  retire.  I 
should  like  to  meintion  a  particular  case 
to  the  Oommittee  which  will  illustrate 
the  hardship  which  this  system  inflicts 
on  naval  officers.  A  very  eminent  officer, 
who  had  risen  by  his  ability,  put  hts  son 
into  the  Navy  when  13  years  of  age. 
The  young  man  now  finds  him&elf,  after 
17  years'  service,  fourth  lieutenant  in 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships.     At  the 
same  age  I  was  a  post  captain.  The 
young  man,  however,  has  no  chance  of 
promotion.    In  fact,  his  only  chance  is 
that  of  retiring  after  10  years*  more  ser- 
vice on  £240  a-year.     Well,  finding 
himself  almost  a  pauper,  with  a  win 
and  children  dependent  on  him,  and  an 
income  of  only  £180  a-year,  he  had  an 
offer  of  an  appointment  on  shore  of 
£400  a-year,  with  a  prospect  of  increase 
to  £600  a-year.  He  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  retire.  That  request  the  Admiralty 
refused.   Then  he  asked  to  be  permitted 
to  resign  his  commission.  That  also  was 
refused.   Then  the  young  man,  unfor- 
tunately, did  a  most  unwarrantable 
thing.    He  left  his  ship  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, thus  committing  an  act  of  insubor- 
dination in  which  I,  as  an  old  officer, 
cannot  support  him  or  lend  any  sanction 
to.    Still,  the  case  is  a  very  hard  one, 
and  one  that  I  trust  will  yet  receive  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  Admi- 
ralty.   But  what  I  complain  of  bpe- 
cially  is  that  our  lieutenants'  list  is  in 
such  a  state  that  men,  having  been  re- 
fused retirement,  are  tempted  to  commit 
acts  such  as  this  which  I  have  described. 
I  now  desire  to  say  something  about  the 
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Dockyards  and  the  vork  done  in  them. 
My  hoD.  and  gallant  Friends  the  Mem- 
bers for  Devonnort  (Captain  Price)  and 
Pembroke  (Admiral  Mayne),  being 
Dockyard  Members,  of  course  raised  the 
old  cry  "There  is  nothing  like  leather." 
But  although  the  work  done  in  the 
Dockyards  is  most  excellent,  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Dockyards 
decreased  for  one  moment,  still  I  main- 
tain that  there  is  in  these  days  an  actual 
neoesaity  for  vessels  to  be  built  by 
contract  in  other  yards;  and  as  to 
Tessela  being  bnilt  cheaper  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards  than  tbey  can  be 
built  by  contract  in  the  yards  of  private 
shipbuilders,  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of 
it.  What  I  particularly  wish  to  urge 
upon  the  Admiralty  is  that  private  cou> 
tractors  should  be  employed  in  time  of 

fieace,  so  that  they  might  have  know- 
edge  and  experience  of  our  roquiremonts 
in  war  time  and  in  a  time  of  emergency. 
If  that  is  not  done,  then  the  oontractors 
will  not  be  able  to  do  what  will  inevit- 
ably be  required  of  them  by-and-bye. 
There  are  one  or  two  other  points  to 
which  I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  allu- 
sion. The  Committee  knows  very  well 
that  one  of  the  heaviest  items  which 
it  has  to  meet  is  the  cost  for  repairs. 
If  the  details  of  these  charges  are  ex- 
amined, the  cost,  it  will  be  found,  is 
enormous.  A  vessel  which  has  cost  over 
£40,000  to  build  has  a  sum  of  £40,472 
spent  upon  her  for  repairs.  That  ex- 
penditure was  caused  by  the  removal  of 
the  vessel's  boilers,  and  the  putting  in  of 
new  ones.  I  do  not  think  that  in  these 
matters  the  Admiralty  are  sufficiently 
careful.  There  is  nothing  so  detrimen- 
tal to  a  boiler  as  repairing  and  patching 
it  here  and  there.  Itwonldbevery  much 
bettor  to  build  a  new  vessel  rather  than 
renew  boilers  on  obsolete  vessels.  There 
is  another  matter  in  connection  with 
a  vessel's  boilers  to  which  I  think  atten- 
tion should  be  called,  and  lhat  is  the  ex- 
treme steam  pressure  resorted  to  when  a 
Tessel  is  about  to  make  her  trial  on  the 
measured  mile,  or  for  a  longer  testing 
period.  Everyone  knows  that  the  pres- 
sure put  upon  the  boilers  on  these  trials 
starts  the  riveto,  strains  the  plates,  and 
weakens  their  power  of  resistance,  and  it 
has  been  shown  that  while  these  vessels 
are  to  be  worked  up  to  10,000  horse- 
power, a  premium  is  given  to  raise  the 
power  to  12,500.  T^t  is  not  a  safe 
thing  to  dOf  and  these  risks  should  not 


bo  undertaken  for  the  sake  of  providing 
a  premium  for  the  contractor  and  a  fic- 
titious speed.  After  these  experiments, 
tho  vessel  in  question  cannot  be  worth 
much,  and  the  Committee  may  depend 
upon  it  that  the  system  of  over-testing 
both  guns  and  boilers  is  the  greatest 
mistoke  in  the  world. 

Mfi.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) : 
I  hardly  think  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Jjord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  defended  himsolf  very  suc- 
cessfully aeainst  the  complaint  made  by 
my  right  Bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Leferre)  with  re- 
gard to  a  blot— a  small  one,  no  doubt, 
but  still  a  real  one— which  seems  to  exist 
in  his  otherwise  excellent  Statement  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  Navpr.  I  refer  to 
the  comparison  which  he  instituted  be- 
tween the  shipbuilding  policy  of  tho 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  and  the  ship- 
building policy  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty which  preceded  it.  I  must  say  that 
the  comparison  he  drew  was  rather  unfor- 
tunate,  because  anyone  conversant  with 
Admiralty  affairs  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  if  that  comparison  had  been  carried 
some  little  distance  further  back  it  would 
have  been  found  that  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Government  was  of  a  still 
more  unsatisfactory  character.  Unques- 
tionably, between  1874  and  1880  the 
policy  of  the  Conservative  Administra- 
tion was  anything  but  a  policy  of  ship- 
building. It  was  essentially  a  repairing 
policy.  Had  it  not  been  for  the  measures 
taken  at  tbe  moment  when  some  alarm 
was  felt  owing  to  the  danger  of  a  war 
with  Bussia,  and  certain  vessels  under 
construction  for  Forei^  Governments 
were  purchased,  the  shipbuilding  trans- 
actions of  that  Administration  would 
have  been  very  small  indeed.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  am  not  able  to  give  to 
the  Admiralty  under  Lord  Northbrook 
the  credit  which  has  been  claimed  for  it 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw 
iJefevre)  of  having  hod  a  continuous  and 
constant  policy  on  the  question  of  ship- 
building, because  I  must  say  that  I  be- 
lieve, with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Bow  (Captain  Colomb),  that  when  the 
First  Lordof  the  Admiralty  or  his  deputy 
in  this  House  comes  down  in  the  month 
of  March  and  announces  one  policy, 
and  then  in  the  following  November 
announces  a  total  reversal  of  that 
policy,  such  an  Administration  is  hardly 
aeeerving  of  that  confidence  which  we 
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desire  at  all  times  to  give  to  these  who 
are  responsible  for  the  Admiralty.  And, 
Sir,  if  proof  were  wanted— and  it  hardly 
seems  to  be  wanted,  for  the  fact  appears 
to  be  almost  uniTeraally  admitted — that 
our  Naval  Force  at  that  time  was  by  no 
means  what  it  ought  to  hare  been,  and 
that  our  shipbuildioK  operations  were 
not  by  any  means  what  they  ought  to 
have  been,  it  will  be  found  in  this  fact, 
and  in  this  fact  alone — that  when  the 
Liberal  Government  came  here  in  1884 
and  asked  for  a  Vote  of  £4,000,000  or 
£•5,000,000  sterling  to  supplement  the 
Navy,  we  had  scarcely  a  fast  cruiser  in 
our  whole  Fleet.  Seeing  that  the  great- 
ness, the  wealth,  and  the  power  of  this 
country  depend  upon  the  security  of 
its  Commercial  Marine,  it  is  hardly 
necessary  to  say  what  straits  we  were  in 
at  that  period.  But  the  great  question 
which  we  have  to  consider  at  the  present 
moment  is  not  the  precise  character  of 
the  Statement  laid  before  us  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  bat  it  is  whe- 
ther the  Naval  Force  which  we  now 
possess,  and  which  we  shall  possess 
when  those  ships  at  present  in  oonstruo- 
tion  are  completed,  is  adequate  and 
suffiotent.  Now,  I  must  say  that  the 
Statement  put  before  us  by  the  Admi- 
ralty does  not  aflford  me  much  consola- 
tton  upon  that  point,  and  I  will  say 
why.  I  think  that  the  Admiralty,  in 
their  anxiety  to  afford  us  information, 
have  been  running  too  much  into  figures 
and  getting  away  from  ideas.  They 
have  laid  too  much  stress  upon  the  de- 
tails of  the  system  which  they  propose  for 
meeting  the  waste  of  the  Navy  by  means 
of  a  system  of  depreciation.  There  is 
not,  and  there  cannot  be,  a  "  deprecia- 
tion fund;"  bat  they  have  told  us 
about  the  appropriation  of  a  certain 
amount,  whtoh,  if  it  were  to  be  applied 
oooording  to  commercial  principles, 
would  represent  a  fund,  year  by  year, 
drawn  from  profits  accruing  from  Admi- 
ralty sources.  I  tbiok,  myself,  it  is 
much  to  be  regretted  that  calculations 
of  this  kind  should  be  laid  before  us, 
because  I  doubt  very  much  the  sound- 
ness and  reality  of  such  arrangements. 
In  commercial  affairs  it  is  undoubtedly 
the  case,  in  connection  with  Shipping 
Oompanies,  that  they  put  aside  out 
of  their  profits  a  certain  amount  for 
the  renewal  of  their  Fleet.  That  is  a 
aound  prinoiple  in  oonnection  with 
the  Mercantile  Uarine;  but  it  must 
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be  remembered,  in  tiie  first  place,  that 
they  make  these  profits,  which  ta  not 
the  case  at  the  Admiralty.  Fracti- 
oally,  then,  the  question  which  the  Ad- 
miralty hiu  to  consider  is  not  whether 
they  can  get  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  to  vote  £1,500,000  or£  1,800,000 
in  one  year  for  the  purposea  of  the 
Navy,  but  they  have  tio  consider  what 
is  tbe  condition  of  the  Nary  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year,  and  what  is  its  con- 
dition at  the  end  of  the  year.    How  far 
are  our  ships  up  to  the  level  of  the 
present  time,  and  how  far  ore  they 
able  to  face  the  power,  in  the  event 
of  war,  of  foreign  nations  7    Such  a 
question  as  that  is  not  a  matter  of 
a  depreciation  of  4  per  cent  or  5  per 
cent,  but  it  is  a  radical  question  as  to 
the  sufficiency  or  insufficiency  of  the 
Naval  Forces  of  the  country.  Therefore, 
I  say  it  is  a  mistake  to  place  before  us 
any  financial  oalculationa  of  that  kind, 
which,  however  interesting  they  may  be 
to  right  hon.  Oentlemen  to  examine  in 
their  own  rooms,  are  by  no  means  to  be 
depended  upon  as  a  guide  for  the  future 
policy  of  this  country  in  dealing  with 
questions  afiiecting  the  Navy.  Now, 
to  refer  to  another  point,  I  may  say 
that  I  highly  approve  the  earnestness 
which  the  present  holders  of  Office  at 
the  Admiralty  have  shown  in  reforming 
the  procedure  existing  in  that  Depart- 
ment.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
there  has  been  great  need  for  reform  in 
several  directions,  and  I  am  bound  to 
bay  that  the  present  Conservative  Ad- 
ministration and  the  late  Administration 
have  been  fortunate  in  having  at  the 
head  of  the  Department  not  only  an  able 
First  Xjord,  but  two  most  able  Financial 
Secretaries,  who,  from  their  commercial 
experience  in  connection  with  shipping, 
have  been  in  a  position  to  lend  material 
assistance  to  the  Oovemment.  In  read- 
ing the  Beports  which  have  been  laid 
before  us  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty of  the  reforming  work,  it  is 
quite  obvious  that  the  reforms  there 
indicated  have  not  been  begun  a  single 
day  too  soon.  I  hold  it  to  be  nothing  less 
than  a  scandal  that  at  this  period  of  the 
19th  century,  and  with  the  knowledge 
we  have  of  what  the  construction  of 
war  ships  should  be,  that  this  House 
should  have  such  revelations  made  to 
it  with  regard  to  the  errors  which  aeeoi 
to  Itave  been  committed  with  respect  to 
the  Navy,  and  more  especially  with 
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regard  to  thoEO  belted  mi  iaerB— their 
draught  of  water,  Iheir  power  of  carrying 
coal,  and  their  power  to  do  that  which 
is  the  first  duty  of  a  cruiser— namely, 
to  cruise.  One  reads  the  astounding 
statement  in  the  Beport  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  cruisers  of 
5,000  tons  and  npwardB  were  only  oon- 
structed  to  carry  440  tone  of  ooal.  With 
that  quantity  of  ooal  on  board,  these 
Teesels  would  only  be  able  to  hare  above 
vater  1 1  inches  of  their  armour-plating 
of  five  feet  wide;  and  a  still  more  re- 
markable statement  is  that  with  900 
tons  of  coal  on  board,  that  being  the 
bunker  capacity,  the  whole  amour- 
plating  would  be  six  inches  below  the 
water  mark.  When  one  reads  these 
statements,  we  are  bound  to  say  that  it 
is  almost  incredible  that  such  occur- 
rences could  have  taken  place  under 
any  Admiralty  admioiBtration  whatever. 
It  is  obvious  that  these  vessels  must  be 
comparative,  if  not  absolute,  failures  in 
the  very  essential  duty  which  they  were 
constructed  to  perform,  which  was  to 
remain  at  sea  a  sufficient  length  of  time^ 
having  in  themselves  adequate  means 
of  proteotioa  against  an  enemy,  and 
being  able  to  carry  sufficient  ooal  to 
enable  them  to  cruise,  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  other  vessels.  With  regard 
to  another  matter,  I  mean  the  contracts 
for  sbips  and  machinery,  I  do  most  sin- 
cerely hope  that  the  measures  which  the 
Admiralty  have  adopted,  and  which  they 
intend  to  carry  into  practice,  will  be 
successful  in  providing  against  such 
blunders  as  those  to  which  I  have 
referred  and  which  one  reads  of  in 
these  Beports ;  but  I  must  say  that  I 
think  what  is  required  at  the  Admiralty 
is  not  merely  what  the  noble  Lord  men- 
tioned* and  what  is  referred  to  in  his 
Memorandum  —  namely,  that  papers 
should  be  signed  by  thu  officer  or  that, 
and  that  tb^  should  guarantee  by 
thoir  signature  their  approval  of  this 
measure  and  that  matter.  What  is 
required  at  the  Admiralty  is  that 
there  should  be  more  of  the  spirit  and 
less  of  the  letter,  and  that  there  shall 
be  more  efficient  means  devised  by 
which  all  these  Heads  of  Departments, 
liords  of  the  Adminilty,  and  Directors 
of  Depart  en  eats,  shall  be  made  to  r^o- 
operato  together,  not.  dq  {^a^er,  biiti» 
reality.  How,  in  reg-ard  '  ^  -» 
to  vlucb  I  have 
am  very 


say  amazed — in  reading  the  Heport 
of  that  Committee  over  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ormskirk  (Mr. 
Forwood)  presided  in  reference  to  the 
purchase  of  stores  for  the  Navy.  I 
refer  more  particularly  to  the  contract 
for  machinery  for  the  Rmwwn  and  50im- 
pareit,  which  occupied  so  much  of  the 
attention  of  the  Oommittoe.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford has  said  that  Lord  Northbrook 
had  taken  upon  himself  the  whole 
responsibility  in  connection  with  that 
contract,  and  I  was  glad  to  hear  that 
that  was  the  case ;  because,  while  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  appeared  to 
lay  the  blame  upon  this  system  and 
upon  that  individual,  and  notably  upon 
the  constructors  and  engineers  connected 
with  the  Admiralty,  I  considered  the 
whole  blame  rested  immediately,  if  it 
rested  anywhere,  with  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  themselves.  Therefore,  I 
was  glad  to  hear  that  Lord  Northbrook 
was  willing  to  take  the  whole  responsi- 
biUty  in  connectiou  with  that  transaction 
upon  himself.  Now,  in  what  light  did 
that  transaction  strike  me,  as  a  man  who 
has  a  good  deal  to  do  with  matters  of  a 
somewhat  similar  kind  f  Well,  I  may 
say  the  first  light  in  which  it  struck  me 
was  this — namely,  that  the  firm  of  en- 
gineers who  obtained  that  contract 
^Messrs.  Humphreys  and  Tennant)  knew 
exactly  the  length  of  the  Admiralty's 
foot,  and  knew  exactly  how  to  pitch  an 
ofifer  which  would  meet  with  approval 
at  the  hands  of  those  who  had  iniuuence 
to  cause  its  acceptance  to  be  made. 
Putting  aside  this  peculiar  feature  of 
the  case,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  Lord  Northbrook  was  wrong  in  ac- 
cepting that  particular  proposal,  because 
it  is  perfeoUy  dear  that  if  one  con- 
tractor offers  to  give  machinery  to  eflfect 
a  speed  of  something  like  half  a  knot 
more  in  an  iron-clad  vessel  than  was 
sought  for  or  expected,  or  if  one  con- 
tractor could  give  half  a  knot  more  than 
another,  I  should  say  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  might  make  a  great  mis- 
take if  he  did  not  accept  that  offer — un- 
less  he  were  justified  in  refusing  it  by 
those  who  understood  affairs  of  that 
Itind,  who  gave  Iiini  advice  and  showed 
him  that  great  injiistico  would,  in  all 
tn  abability,  be  done  to  other  tenderers 
were  tendering  in  a  more  liberal 
ml  Jid»  manner.  I  must  say  that  I 
in  this  partioulur  case  very 
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great  injustice  was  done  to  the  firm  of 
which  the  hon.  Memher  for  Jarrow  (Sir 
Charles  Palmer)  is  the  head,  inasmuch 
as  their  tender  was  some  £17,000  or 
£18,000  lower  tlian  that  of  Messrs. 
Humphreys  and  Tennant;  and  he  was 
not,  as  he  might  have  been,  asked  whe- 
ther he  could  not,  by  some  alteration  of 
the  pitch  of  screw,  or  by  other  means, 
develop  the  same  power  as  the  other 
engineers  professed  to  be  able  to  do. 
But,  Sir,  with  regard  to  these  reforms, 
I  am  not  altogether  able  to  adopt  the 
idea  which  appears  to  be  entertained  by 
the  Committee  over  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty presided,  that  the  wapr  to  prevent 
mistakes  of  this  kind  ocoumDg  in  future 
is  to  entrust  the  duty  of  dealing  with 
matters  of  this  kind  to  one  Department 
of  the  Admiralty  rather  than  to  another. 
For  my  own  part,  I  think  that  the 
Director  of  Contacts  has  quite  sufficient 
to  do  to  attend  to  everything  relating  to 
the  Department  under  his  charge,  and  I 
am  by  no  means  able  to  endorse  the 
idea  that  the  mere  transference  of  the 
shipbuilding  and  engineering  contracts 
to  that  Department  will  be  any  remedy 
whatever,  or  any  advantage,  in  Admi- 
ral^ business.  What  is  required  is  this — 
that  these  different  Departments,  Naval 
and  Civil — the  contractors  department 
and  the  military  department  within  the 
Admiralty— should  be  controlled,  I  care 
not  by  whom,  but  shall  be  so  controlled, 
and  so  made  to  work  together,  that  errors 
like  those  we  have  heard  of  to-night  can- 
notposslbly occur.  Imu8tBay,inreference 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Bow  (Captain  Colomb), 
that  I  shall  probably  shock  him,  and 
some  other  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen, 
by  stating  that  what  I  think  the  Admi- 
ralty is  most  deficient  in  is  continuous 
civil  administratioD.  I  do  not,  in  saying 
that,  wish  for  one  moment  to  deny  the 
necessity  of  having  military  and  naval 
men  at  the  head  of  all  proper  Depart- 
ments at  the  Admiralty.  Qive  them 
higher  rank  if  you  like — [Admiral 
Fibld:  We  do  not  want  that.] — call 
them  something;  better  than  Lords 
of  the  Admiruty  if  you  like— give 
them  higher  pa^,  if  you  choose— but 
what  yon  want  in  order  to  promote 
a  healthy  and  efficient  state  of  affairs 
at  the  Admiralty  is  oonUnnoos  civil 
administration,  which  you  have  not  at 
present.   I  said  I  was  sure  I  should 
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shock  the  feelings  of  some  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friends,  and  no  doubt  I 
have  done  so ;  but,  at  any  rate,  such  is 
my  opinion.  These  Gentlemen  who  sit 
on  the  Government  Bench  are,  no  doubt, 
able  business  men,  but  they  have  many 
other  duties  to  discharge  besides  the 
duties  with  which  they  are  entrusted 
within  their  Office.  They  change  Office, 
perhaps,  on  an  average,  once  in  six 
months.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  will  be 
a  full  six  months  before  we  have  aohange 
of  Government  again.  At  any  rate, 
these  changes  recur  with  remarkable  fre- 

auency,  and  yet  it  is  to  the  fleeting  in- 
nenae  of  these  Gentlemen  that  we  look 
for  a  sound  financial  state  of  affairs, 
and  a  sound  financial  state  of  afllairs  is 
what  we  look  to  as  the  bans  of  all 
efficiency  in  the  Navy  or  anywhere  dse. 
I  say  that  the  Admiralty  is  in  that  respect 
singularly  and  unfortunately  deficient. 
And,  after  all,  what  is  the  Admiralty  P  It 
is  a  great  fighting  machine.  It  is  im- 
possible to  have  a  better  Bepresentative 
than  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  ^Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford)  connected  with  it  as  a  fighting 
machine;  but  it  is  also  a  great  manu- 
facturing and  administrative  machine. 
Do  you  mean  me  to  tell  me  that  if  yoa 
had  acquired  a  great  administrative 
machine,  such  as,  iat  exainple,  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western  Bailway,  yoa 
would  get  the  management  yoa  re- 
quired lor  its  success  without  entrusting 
it  to  permanent  civil  financial  oontndr 
I  am  aware  of  the  difficnlties  that  thera 
are  in  connection  with  this  matter,  and 
which  probably  there  always  will  be  in 
connection  with  it ;  but  that  is  the  con- 
viction which  has  pressed  upon  me, 
and  I  say  that,  until  you  insure  a  per- 
manent Civil  administration  of  the  Navy, 
in  concert  with  practical  and  naval 
administrations,  which  is  even  more 
important,  you  will  never  have  that 
adequate  management  which  is  neces- 
sary to  prevent  great  mistakes,  such  as 
those  we  have  had  to  deplore.  There 
are  only  two  other  things  that  I  will 
mention  in  connection  with  the  State- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  The  first  is  one  which 
I  am  exeeedingly  glad  to  see— namely, 
an  observation  he  made  wiA  regard  to 
encouraging  officers  of  the  Naval  Re- 
serve to  join  Her  Majesty's  ships  when 
cruising.  I  am  ^lad  to  see  that,  in 
order  to  succeed  m  tha^  he  has  beea 
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good  enough  to  arrange  that  officers  of 
the  Naval  Beserre,  who  merely  rank  as 
sub-lieutenants,  should  mess  with  lieu- 
teaanta  on  board  ship ;  and  if  he  had 
only  added  to  that  that  he  would  be 
prepared  to  pay  these  officers,  to  some 
extent,  for  what  they  may  lose  by  joining 
Her  Majesty's  Service  for  a  year  or 
BO,  I  am  quite  oertun — speaking  not 
only  for  myself,  but  for  iQany  others 
— that  the  large  Mail  Steam  Companies 
-with  which  we  are  connected  would 
only  be  too  happy  to  co-operate  with 
the  Navy  in  strengthening  and  en- 
larging the  body  of  men  to  be  at  the 
command  of  the  Admiraltyin  the  event  of 
war.  The  next  matter  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  upon  is  of  a  somewhat  per- 
sonal character,  and  I  mention  it  because 
I  should,  perhaps,  be  misunderstood 
if  I  were  to  pass  it  over.  I  refer  to  one 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Statement 
-which  he  speaks  of  the  Ounard  steamer 
Oregon.  That  vessel  is  mentioned  as  the 
only  ship  that  was  armed  aa  a  cruiser 
during  the  late  Bussiao  acare.  I  beg  to 
Bay  that  two  steamers  beloDging  to  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Oompany  were  armed,  not  in  Uver- 
pool  and  not  in  London,  but  one  was 
armed  at  Sydney,  and  one  was  armed  at 
China — a  very  much  more  important 
feat  than  arming  a  vessel  in  Liverpool. 
I  beg  to  say  that  these  ships  were  prac- 
tising their  officers  and  men  and  guns 
oft  Hong  Kong  and  Sydney  at  the  time 
the  Oregon  was  taking  on  board  its 
armament;  and  I  also  beg  to  say  that 
the  crews  and  officers  of  these  shipe — 
every  one  of  them — volunteered  for  Her 
Uajeaty's  Service.  In  justice  to  the 
aervice  that  is  under  the  flag  of  that 
Company,  I  think  I  was  entitled  to  men- 
tion these  circumstances  in  correction  of, 
or  in  amplification  of,  the  remarks  in 
the  noble  Lord's  Statement.  Sir,  I  have 
only  to  add  that,  while  I  endorse  heartily 
the  viewa  which  have  been  expressed  so 
abundantly  on  thie  side  of  the  House — 
views  of  sympathy  and  respect  for 
the  Statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
— I  do  hope  and  trnet  that  we  shall  not, 
in  dealing  with  the  Navy  in  future,  rely 
ujpon  any  paper  figures  or  paper  depre- 
ciation, but  that  the  Admiralty,  whether 
it  be  Liberal  or  Conservative,  or  T.ibt  rnl 
Unionist,  will  take  stock  of  its  affairs  in 
quite  a  different  fashion  to  what  it  has 
Bometimea  dcme  in  the  past,  and  niQ 


maintain  the  Navy  a3  the  Navy  of  thia 
country  ought  to  be  maintained. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMixn)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  would  ask  the  per- 
mission of  the  Ho-ose  to  interpose  for 
one  moment  to  express  a  hope,  which  I 
think  the  Committee  will  not  feel  to  be 
an  unreasonable  one,  that  the  observa- 
tions which  may  yet  have  to  be  made 
on  this  Vote  will  be  condensed  as  much 
as  possible  by  hon.  Qentlemen  who  may 
wish  to  speak.  We  are  now  arriving 
at  the  time  when  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  the  Vote  on  Account  for  Civil  Ser- 
vices should  be  taken  in  order  to  enable 
those  hon.  Members  who  wish  to  express 
opinions  upon  the  subject'of  that  Vote  to 
make  their  remarks.  The  Vote  on  Ac- 
count must  be  taken  to-night;  there- 
fore, it  would  only  be  reasonable  to 
allow  some  time  for  its  discussion. 

Captaim  price  (Devonport) :  I  do 
not  intend  to  occupy  much  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee,  not  more  than  five 
minutes;  but,  as  I  repreeent  a  Dock- 
yard constituency,  I  should  like  to  be 
allowed  to  say  just  balf-a-dosen  words. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  T. 
Sutherland),  who  has  just  sat  down, 
commenced  hia  speech  with  some  com- 
parisons between  the  naval  policies  of 
different  Administrations.  He  did  not 
carry  that  ai^umont  to  excess,  and  I  do 
not  intend  to  find  any  fault  with  him 
about  it ;  but  he  stated  that  the  Naval 
policy  of  the  Conservative  Government 
of  1874  was  a  policy  of  repairing.  I 
just  wish  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  reason  of  their  policy  being  one  of 
repairing  was,  as  was  stated  at  that 
time,  that  there  were  only  14  iron-dadfl 
which  were  fit  for  the  sea  aorvice  of  the 
country.  That,  I  think,  is  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  statement,  or  rather 
the  reproach  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  oast  upon  the  Conservative 
Government  of  having  followed  a  re- 

E airing  policy  during  those  years.  My 
on.  and  gallant  IMend  who  sits  in  the 
Gangway  below  me  made  some  remarks 
about  us  Dockyard  Members  wishing  to 
have  more  ships  built  in  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards. Well,  I  think  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  rather  has  us  at  a  dia- 
adiTftntage.  IfwORpr;i];  tVom  iritereatad 
motivoa,  1  injiilfl  i  iMiiiii  \  liiin,  at  nEl 
events,  of  thin,  ilist  tiiose  iiou.  Mem- 
bvn  who  r  I  ■    ■   f  t>("Vi'>Mi  focB-ti- 
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tnencies  may  be  counted,  if  not  on  the 
fingers  on  one  hand,  at  all  events  on 
those  of  two  bands.  Those  who  take 
the  opposite  view,  or  what  I  may  term 
the  contract  view,  are  very  numerous 
indeed  in  this  House.  There  are  a 
large  number  of  shipbuilders  in  this 
House,  and  a  larger  body  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represent  constituencies  where 
these  "fat  contracts,"  as  they  have 
been  termed,  are  given  out.  Ajid  that 
is  not  all — when  the  Government  ap- 
pointed the  Oommittee  to  inquire  into 
the  question,  so  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  form  an  omnion  as  to  which 
is  really  the  most  effectual  and  most 
economical  way  of  building  ships — whe- 
ther in  private  yards  or  in  public  yards 
— what  was  the  sort  of  Committee  ap- 
pointed ?  We  had  one  appointed  in 
1882,  and  on  that  Oommittee  every 
Member,  with  one  exception,  was  the 
Representative  of  a  constituency  in 
which  private  shipbuilders  had  yards, 
or  was  himself  a  shipbuilder.  There 
never  was  such  a  Committee  appointed. 
Jf  the  Admiralty  wanted  to  get  at  the 
rights  of  these  cases,  and  were  to  ap- 
point a  Oommittee  composed  of  ine 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Dockyard  con- 
stitaenoies,  the  House  would  say  that  it 
was  eminently  unfair  and  absurd.  But 
the  late  Government  went  to  the  other 
extreme,  and  appointed  a  Oommittee 
almost,  if  not  entirely,  composed  of  pri- 
vate Dockyard  Sepresentatives.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  himself  is 
closely  allied  with  the  shipbuilding 
interest,  and  it  is  impossible  that  we 
can  arrive  at  a  fair  comparison  of  the 
cost  of  ships  built  in  the  Boyal  Dock- 
yards and  private  yards  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. I  remind  the  Committee 
that  we  are  at  the  present  moment 
building  ships  costing  millions  of  money 
at  seaport  towns  which  are  utterly  un- 
protected, and  which  in  the  event  of  a 
naval  war  might  be  destroyed  the 
enemy's  gunboats  in  84  hours.  I  wish 
to  renew  the  appeal  which  I  made  the 
other  night  in  favour  of  granting  com- 
missions to  oni  seamen.  I  rose  at  a 
very  unfortunate  time  on  that  occasion ; 
it  was  half-past  1,  the  House  was  then 
very  thiuiand  I  believe  mynoble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  waa  un- 
prepared with  an  answer  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  the  only  answer  he  made 
was  that  there  was  some  difficulty  with 
rogard  to  half-pay.   Now  there  is  no 
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such  difficulty  at  all,  and  I  am  sure  that 
my  noble  Friend,  if  he  looked  into  this 
matter,  must  have  seen  that  he  had 
made  a  mistake.  If  a  warrant  officer 
is  given  a  commission,  and  he  reverts  to 
half-pay,  what  is  that  half-pay  ?  Why, 
there  is  no  fixed  figure  at  all ;  there  is 
no  reason  whatever  why  the  same  chance 
which  is  given  to  the  warrant  officer 
should  not  be  given  sometimes  to  the 
chief  boatswains  and  chief  gunners.  I 
hope  the  noble  Lord  will  show  a  little 
more  interest  in  this  subject,  and  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  back  me  up  in  what 
I  say.  First  of  all  the  chief  gunners 
and  boatswains  ask  that,  when  they 
retire  from  the  Service,  they  shall  b« 
given  retiring  rank  as  Heufenants.  Thai 
will  not  cost  one  penny  to  the  taxpayer, 
and  there  is  no  difficulty  with  regard  to 
if,  either  social,  technical,  or  professional. 
They  also  ask  that  a  certain  number  of 
commissions  should  be  given  on  the 
active  list  to  warrant  officers.  There  is 
nothing  new  in  that ;  they  are  already 
entitled  to  it  by  the  Order  in  Council, 

Sassed  in  1856,  whereby  it  was  laid 
own  that  these  commissions  should  be 
given  from  time  to  time  to  deserving 
men.  That  Order,  however,  has  been 
made  a  dead  letter  from  the  time  it  was 
issued  to  the  present  day,  and  no  war- 
rant officer  has  since  then  received  a 
commission.  Before  that  time,  when  I 
entered  the  Service,  whidi  was  in  1855, 
there  were  <^&cersin  high  positions  who 
had  risen  from  before  the  mast;  but 
there  is  nothing  like  that  now  in  the 
Navy.  In  the  Army  there  are  many 
officers  who  have  risen  from  the  ranks, 
but  in  the  Navy  it  is  utterly  impossible, 
owing  to  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty, 
that  any  seaman  should  rise  from  the 
ranks  to  be  a  commissioned  officer.  I 
apologize  for  having  made  these  few 
remarks  in  addition  to  what  I  said  the 
other  night,  and  I  trust  that  my  noble 
Friend  will  be  able  to  give  me  a  more 
satisfactory  answer  than  he  did  on  that 

occasion.   

Mb.  B.  W.  DUFF  (Ban&hire) :  I 
have  only  a  few  remarks  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  observations  whieh  have 
fallen  &om  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port  (Captun  IMce).  Aa  pointed  oak 
by  the  noole  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  there  are  very  considerable 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  giving  com- 
missions to  warrant  officers.  I  believe 
that  the  Admiralty  have  been  very^ 
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anxious  to  do  Bomethine  in  tbia  direc- 
tion; but,  as  was  stated  by  the  First 
Lord  the  other  night,  the  chief  diflSonlty 
in  the  way  is  with  regard  to  the  warrant 
officers'  education.  I  do  not  suppose 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Captain 
Price)  would  say  that  a  warrant  officer 
should  receive  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
unless,  to  a  certain  extent,  he  was  quali- 
fied iu  this  respect  and  able  to  navigate 
aship.  If  the  warrant  officers  wereable 
to  pass  an  examination,  then,  I  believe, 
the  main  difficulty  in  the  way  of  this 
would  be  removed.  I  may  mention 
that,  from  what  I  saw  at  the  Admiralty, 
I  believe  a  step  has  been  taken  in  the 
right  direction.  When  I  went  down  to 
the  school  at  Greenwich,  I  found  that 
they  did  not  teach  navigation ;  I  pointed 
that  out,  and  I  believe  steps  were  taken, 
and  it  was  arranged  that  navigation 
should,  in  the  fiiture,  be  taught  to  the 
boys  attending  the  school.  My  opinion 
is  that  if  these  men  passed  an  examina- 
tion, the  Admiralty  would  be  glad  to 
apply  to  them  the  same  system  which 
obtains  in  the  Army.  The  noble  Lord, 
in  his  remarks  to-night,  referred  to 
something  which  fell  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  EdiiP 
burgh  (Mr.  Ghilders)  with  regard  to  Ad- 
mircuty  admininistration.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  quite  fair  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
say  that  he  wanted  to  place  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Treasury,  and  I  donot  think  that  this  was 
the  intention  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
Although  I  do  not  approve  of  all  that 
was  done,  I  feel  bouna  to  say  that  the 
general  organization  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  was  very  much  improved  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  think  the  old 
system  of  sitting  for  five  or  six  hours 
over  any  small  question  that  came  before 
them  was  a  very  absurd  one ;  but  my 
experience  was  that  the  work  was  very 
competently  done.  We  had  Minutes, 
and  knew  everything  that  was  going  on 
in  the  Department.  I  do  not  think  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  usurp  the  position  of  First 
liOrd  and  take  out  of  his  hands  the  work 
which  properly  belonged  to  him.  I  am 
sorry  to  return  to  the  statement  which  I 
made  the  other  day — that  the  FirstLord 
has  introduced  some  things  of  a  Party 
character  into  his  Statement,  My  noble 
Friend  the  HembW  for  Ease  MaryleboiLB 
(Lord  Charles  BeiSifbtdJ  said  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  toid  of  the  Aduuralty 
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had  rather  reversed  the  argument  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) ;  but 
I  think  that  a  reference  to  the  figures 
will  show  that  that  is  not  the  case.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  Navy  was  let 
down  very  much  between  1881  and  1885, 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  made  this 
statement  describes  the  policy  of  Lord 
Northbrook  as  one  of  dawdle.  If  that 
is  BO,  then  the  policy  which  preceded  it 
was  one  of  stagnation.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ^ves  us  credit  for  spending 
£1,800,000  on  shipbuilding;  but  if  I 
take  the  figures  for  the  last  three  years 
of  the  Beaconsfield  Government  which 
preceded  Lord  Northbrook's,  I  find  only 
£1,500,000,  £1,388,000,  and  £1,426.000 
expended  under  the  upbuilding  Vote. 
If  the  whole  Vote  6  and  10  and  gun 
mountings  are  taken,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  average  expenditure  of  Lord 
Northbrook's  Board  from  1881  to  1884 
was  £446,000  in  excess  of  that  of  the 
previous  Government.  Therefore,  I 
think  that  when  the  First  Lord  began 
his  period  of  comparison  with  1881,  it 
is  difficult  to  fbelieve  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  not  giving  a  Party  complexion 
to  this  matter.  Beference  has  been 
made  to  the  calculation  as  to  deprecia- 
tion which  has  been  arrived  at  oy  the 
FirstLord,  and  also  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty. 
They  do  not  quite  coincide  ;  I  do  not, 
however,  want  to  lay  great  stress  upon 
that  point.  But  I  myself  made  a  calcu- 
lation on  a  somewhat  di£Ferent  basis  from 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty.  I  take  the  cal- 
culation on  the  number  of  vessels  con- 
demned between  this  time  and  last  year ; 
what  the  cost  was  originally  ;  and  what 
was  the  cost  of  repairs.  I  remember 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  requested  us  to  get 
rid  of  and  blow  up  a  great  number  of 
ships.  I  find  that  the  cost  to  the  coun- 
try through  depreciation  during  the  year 
of  the  vessels  actually  condemned  was 
£1,863,000.  But  if  we  take  the  vessels 
which  my  noble  Friend  wanted  to  get 
rid  of,  the  depreciation  would  amount  to 
£2,100,000. 

LoBD  CHABLES  BEKBSFOBD: 
What  I  wanted  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
vessels  which  came  home  from  Bbroad-* 
that  U  to  mSt  ^B-t  they  should  not  b« . 

mo  home.  Th0a 
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foreign  stations  wbich  are  uufit  for 
ropair. 

Me.  E.  W.  DUFF:  I  gWe  the  noble 
Lord  credit  tot  that;  but  I  am  going 
to  speak  of  eight  oomposite  vessels 
included  in  the  Uat  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  ia  certainly  very  nnsatisfaotory  that 
vessels  which  were  only  built  in  1880 
and  1881,  and  which  have  been  only 
three  years  at  sea,  should  now  be 
condemned;  and  if  theso  Navy  Esti- 
mates are  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
this  House,  I  trust  there  will  be  a  search- 
ing inveBtigation  into  the  character  of 
these  Tessas,  and  how  it  comes  that 
vessels  only  eight  years  old,  and  only 
three  years  at  sea,  are  now  condemned. 
There  is  one  point  which  I  do  not  think 
has  been  referred  to,  but  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  liord  of  the  Admiralty 
refers  to  in  his  Statement.  It  is  with 
regard  to  our  vesselfl  on  foreign  stations. 
I  gather  from  his  Memorandum  that  we 
are  going  to  adopt  a  new  policy— that 
we  are  not  goin^  to  have  such  a  large 
squadron  on  foreign  stations.  I  suppose 
this  decision  was  arrived  at  after  con- 
sultation with  the  Colonial  and  Foreign 
Offices,  because  there  was  a  Committee 
representing  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Offices,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  we  wanted  83  vessels  and  15  gun- 
boats on  foreign  stations,  and  lost  year 
we  had  99.  I  have  no  doubt  many  of 
these  vessels  were  of  very  little  use 
indeed  ;  anyone  who  has  spent  any  time 
on  a  foreign  station,  as  I  have  done, 
knows  that  to  foreign  stations  we  send 
the  most  disgraceful  old  tubs  that  ever 
carried  a  flag ;  and  even  third-rate 
Powers,  snch  as  South  American  Be- 
publics,  have  more  powerful  men-of- 
war  than  we  possess  in  those  waters. 
I  am  glad  to  think  this  system  is  to 
be  stopped ;  it  is  better  to  nave  fewer 
ships,  and  have  them  efficient,  than 
to  nave  many  inefficient  ones.  The 
policy  which  puts  an  end  to  the  present 
system  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  support. 
Some  remarks  were  made  by  the  faon. 
Member  for  West  Hull  (Mr.  C.  H. 
Wilson]  in  regard  to  the  employment  of 
auxiliary  vessels ;  I  quite  approve  of 
the  general  policy  of  the  Admiralty  in 
taking  up  these  Cunard  and  other  ves- 
sels. My  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford)  explained  very  properly  the  use  of 
these  vessels,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  not 
detain  the  Committee  longer  on  this 
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Eoint.  I  do  not  profess  to  have  sufficient 
nowledge  to  express  any  opiaion  as  to 
whether  the  Admiralty  have  made  a  good 
or  a  bad  bargain  on  the  terms  in  which 
these  vessels  are  engaged ;  that  is  a  point 
upon  which  &e  hon.  Uemher  for  west 
Hull  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Qreenock 
(Mr.  T.  Sutherland)  are  better  able  to  give 
an  opinion  than  I  am ;  but  the  policy  of 
securing  the  fastest  vessels  we  can  get, 
and  having  such  vessels  ready  at  a 
moment's  notice,  is,  I  believe,  an  eco- 
nomical one,  and  a  sound  one  so  far  as 
the  country  is  concerned.  Now,  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Kast 
Marylebone  referred  to  tho  Intelligence 
Department.  I  think  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  are  quite  right  in 
increasing  that  Department,  and  I  give 
my  noble  Friend  evety  credit  for  having 
developed  the  Department.  But  in  that 
celebrated  Memorandum  which  found  ita 
way  into  Ths  Pall  Mall  OautU  I  think 
the  noble  Lord  went  a  little  too  tor 
when  he  said  that  we  really  had  no  pro  • 
viuon  for  war  at  the  Adouraltr.  or  words 
to  that  effect.  That  is  rather  strong 
language  to  use,  and  I  am  sure  he  wiU 
not  endeavour  to  maintain  it  when  he 
considers  that  it  really  amounts  to  a 
reflection  upon  the  noble  Lord  sitting 
beside  him  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
who  has,  previously  to  the  present, 
occupied  the  position  of  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  There  are  at  the  Admi- 
ralty certain  private  and  confidential 
documents  which,  if  one  could  refer  to 
them,  would  clearly  show  that  provision 
is  made  for  time  of  war.  I  cannot  give 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  £ast 
Marylebone  credit  altogether  for  having 
created  the  Intelligence  Department,  be- 
cause to  do  that  would  be  to  oast  a  grave 
reflection  not  only  upon  the  First  Lords, 
but  upon  the  Naval  Lords.  When  I 
was  at  the  Admiralty  my  Colleague 
(Lord  John  Hay)  took  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  to  work  up  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment ;  and,  therefore,  that  Depart- 
ment is  not  altogether  a  new  institution. 
Now,  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  said  there  was  no  dock  in 
the  Pacific.  I  see  that  £55,00U  is  taken 
for  such  a  dock  at  Esquimalt  in  this 
year's  Estimate,  and  I  believe  the  dock 
is  complete.  The  other  night  I  ven- 
tured to  trouble  the  House— I  am 
afraid  at  great  length — with  the  ques- 
tion of  education  of  naval  officers.  I 
am  not  going  to  teCw  to  that  noV| 
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cept  to  saj  that  when  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  replied  the  other  night  he 
had  to  deal  with  a  multiplicity  of  euh- 
jects,  and  waa  unable  to  giro  aa  much 
time  as  he  would  have  liked  to  tiliia  sub- 
ject. It  is  a  sul^ect  whicb  does  occupy 
a  good  deal  of  thought  in  tbe  Navy. 
There  are  a  variety  of  opinions  ontor- 
tained  upon  it ;  some  take  the  view  I 
do,  and  I  know  many  who  do  not.  It  is 
a  matter  in  which  the  Nary  are  very 
much  interested ;  and  I  had  hoped 
that  if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
did  not  give  his  view  upon  it,  his  Col- 
league and  my  Successor,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Eccleeall  Division  of  Shef< 
field  (Mr.  Aahmead  -  Bartlett),  might 
possibly  have  given  his  view  upon  this 
question.  I  hope  that  on  somo  future 
occasion  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett^— naval  educa- 
tion coming,  as  X  beliero,  in  his  De- 
partment—will be  able  to  enlighten  the 
House  upon  the  subject.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  other  matter  on  which  I 
need  detain  the  Committee,  and  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  sorry  that  the  duty 
of  making  these  few  criticisms  should 
have  fallen  upon  me,  as  the  only  Bepre- 
sentative  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty. 
The  criticisms  I  have  addressed  to  the 
Committee  have  been  made  in  no  un- 
friendly spirit,  and  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  give  the  Admiralty  my  cordial  support 
in  carrying  out  this  programme. 

Mr.  DE  LISLK  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
lu  the  last  paragraph  of  his  Memoran- 
dum, the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
describes  the  steps  he  proposes  to  take 
for  the  utilization  of  the  auxiliary  re- 
Bonroes  of  the  country.  With  the  policy 
which  is  iuTolved  in  the  noble  Lord  s  pro- 
posal I  heartily  concur.  Upon  the  ques- 
tion of  our  defences,  perhaps  the  Com- 
mittee will  allow  me  to  refer  to  the 
defence  of  our  coaling  stations.  Now,  in 
the  Memorandum  which  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  cir- 
culated in  relation  to  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, the  right  faoD.  Gentleman  re- 
marks that  more  than  one  Colony  has 
fulfilled  its  engagements  with  regard  to 
defences,  and  that  we  are  bound  in 
honour  to  find  the  necessary  funds  to 
enable  us  to  fulfil  our  part  of  the  en- 
gagement. Now  what  I  want  to  point 
oat  is,  that  it  is  hopeless  to  expect  our 
Colonies  to  enter  into  engagements  with 
this  country,  as  proposed  in  the  last 
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paragraph  of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord 
Qeorge  Hamilton)  Memorandum,  if  we 
are  not  prepared  to  fulfil  our  solemn 
obligations.  The  present  is  a  most 
opportune  time  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks upon  this  question,  because,  in 
the  noble  Lord*8  Memorandum,  there 
is  no  reference  made  to  our  coaling 
stations  under  the  heading  of  "Utiliza- 
tion of  Auxiliary  Resources."  The  most 
important  auxiliary  resources  which  the 
Navy  ought  to  be  able  to  look  to  in  case 
of  war  are  the  resources  which  our  coal- 
ing stations  afford.  Our  coaling  sta- 
tions make  good  harbours  of  refuge,  but 
unless  they  are  put  in  an  adequate  con- 
dition of  defence  they  will  be  a  source 
of  danger  to  us  instead  of  support. 
Under  the  heading  "  Coaling  Stations," 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  in  his  Memorandum, 
says— 

"It  IB  well  known  to  everyone  who  baa 
looked  into  the  subject  that  more  than  one 
station  of  primary  importanoe  still  remains  un- 
defended.'* 

This,  surely,  is  a  most  unhappy  con- 
dition of  affairs.  We  have  involved 
our  Colonies  in  serious  expenditure 
on  the  streogth  of  our  word,  and 
we  are  in  honour  bound  to  fulfil  our 
part  of  the  contract.  I  ask  what  en- 
couragement is  there  for  Australia  or 
any  other  Colony  to  fit  out  a  squadron, 
when  they  know  that,  owing  to  changes 
of  Government  and  other  causes,  the 
word  of  Parliament  is  not  worth  any- 
thing ?  I  should  like  to  get  from  the 
Government  a  definite  pledge  that  our 
obligations  towards  the  Colonies  shall 
be  fulfilled.  I  think  I  can  see  a  way  in 
which  this  can  be  easily  done — at  least, 
so  far  as  Singapore  is  concerned.  In 
page  22  of  the  noble  Lord's  Memoran- 
dum, it  is  admitted  that  our  commerce 
is  not  protected  as  adequately  as  that  of 
other  nations,  but  that  by  utilizing  our 
merchant  vessels  we  can,  in  case  of  war, 
quickly  recruit  our  strength.  Now  I 
have  a  Question  on  the  Paper  to-night 
as  to  whether  the  Government  can  see 
their  way  to  give  an  adequate  and 
localized  naval  force  for  the  defence  of 
Singapore,  as  they  have  no  guns  to  send 
there  ?  What  I  want  to  know  is,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will,  in  order  to 
fulfil  its  definite  pledge  to  the  Colony 
of  Singapore,  obtun  at  once  from  one 
of  our  Ship-boilding  Companies  an  armed 
Teasel  for  the  defence  of  Singapore  f  It 
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is  unnecessary  for  me  to  dilate  upon  the 
neceaeity  of  defending  Singapore,  espe- 
cially when  we  consider  the  importance 
of  Singapore  as  a  place  of  defence  for 
our  enormous  trade.  The  total  value  of 
trade  at  that  port  during  the  year  ex- 
ceeds £200,000,000  sterling ;  and  during 
the  i^erican  Civil  War,  within  three 
days  of  its  being  known  that  the  Alabama 
had  rounded  the  Gape,  17,000  tons  of 
shipping,  all  American,  were  seeking 
refuge  in  this  harboor  of  refuge.  I  do, 
therefore,  most  earnestly  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  give  tiiese  matters  their  most 
urgent  consideration. 

Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I  shall 
not  detain  the  Committee  more  tlian  a 
few  minutes ;  but  I  have  an  appeal,  as 
a  Representative  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country,  to  make  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I  feel 
it  necessary  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  important  Statement  submitted  to  us 
by  the  Admiralty  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. I  congratulate  the  Oovemment 
upon  having  supplied  the  House  with 
such  a  valuable  Statement  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Statement  previously  made 
in  the  House  upon  Uie  Navy  Estimates. 
It  ia  a  very  important  matter  t^t  ve 
should  hare  such  a  Statement  put  befcure 
us,  enabling  as  to  thorovglUy  understand 
the  Estimates  before  we  come  to  vote 
the  money.  This  Statement  contains  a 
capital  amount,  showing  what  we  realW 
possess  in  the  way  of  value  of  ships.  It 
IB  very  right  and  proper  that  this  Capital 
account  should  be  opened ;  but  it  is  also 
Tery  important  for  us  to  know  upon  what 
principle  this  Capital  account  is  opened. 
I  am  rather  disposed  to  think  that  this 
Statement  is  open  to  oritioism,  so  far 
as  figures  are  concerned,  and  I  shall 
point  out  one  or  two  thin^  upon  which 
we  ought  to  receive  additional  informa- 
tion. To  begin  with — the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  takes  credit  for  reducing 
the  Estimates  by  £793,300,  compared 
with  the  expen^ture  of  the  preceding 
year,  and  he  says — 

"  A  lednction  of  expsnditore  generally  im- 
plioa  a  deorsase  of  the  effective  strength  of  the 
service  with  which  it  ia  cooncctod.  We  are 
fortunate  eoongh  to  bo  able  to  reverie  thifl  rule 
in  the  preeent  iDitaoG*." 

And  he  adds — 

"  Theao  satisfautory  resulte  have  bean  attained 
partly  by  policy,  partly  by  improved  methods  of 
adminiatratioD ;  but  a  OMelal  review  of  tlie  ex- 
penditure of  the  past  lix  years  is  neeemry  in 
order  that  the  aigmflcaace  of  onr  prosont  posi- 


tion,  and  the  causes  at  work  in  eatablishiag 
it,  may  be  understood  by  Parliament  and  the 

count^.*' 

What  is  that  policy,  and  what  are  these 
improved  metiiods  of  administration  ? 
There  is  not  a  very  full  statement  made 
as  to  what  these  are ;  but,  on  page  5, 
the  statement  is  volunteered  that — 

"In  1885,  nnd«r  proolar  preaanre,  the  Oo- 
verament  of  that  day  admitted  the  ioauffieiency 

of  ita  previooa  arrangements,  and,  nith  tii9 
assent  ol  all  Parties  in  the  State,  Lord  North- 
brook,  the  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
proposed  to  expend,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
ahipbailding  programme,  the  janm  of  £3, 1 00,000 
in  the  building  of  ships  by  contract  ia  private 
yards.  An  additional  anm  of  £1,600,000  for 
guns  was  also  proposed  to  be  added  to  the  Ord- 
nance Votes  of  the  Navy,  which  are  inclndud  in 
the  annual  Estimates  of  expenditure  of  the 
War  Office.  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
estimated  that  this  outlav  would  be  apread  over 
five  years,  ending  March  31,I890,utd  ttma  a 
portion  of  the  expenditure  of  the  country  for 
that  period.  The  work  has  been  executed  with 
such  rapidity,  that  nearly  the  whole  of  this 
expenditure  has  fallen  upon  three,  instead  of 
five,  years.*' 

That  seems  to  explain  pretty  much  the 
cause  of  the  decrease  of  the  Estimates 
this  year.  It  has  been  provided  for  by 
a  former  GhoTemment,  and  yet  the  pre- 
sent Oovemment  take  credit  for  the  re- 
duction of  £793,000.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, however,  that  by  mixing  up 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  we  have 
the  one  nearly  balancing  the  other, 
or,  in  other  words,  we  have  pretty  much 
the  same  sums  to  be  voted  this  year 
that  we  voted  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
last  year.  I  do  not  think  this  is  a  satis- 
factory state  of  things  to  the  taxpayer. 
It  is  monstrous  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  to  vote  these  enormous  Estimates 
for  the  Army  and  Navy.  So  mach  for 
the  Admiralty  taking  credit  for  a  condi- 
tion of  things  whica  they  tell  us  they 
have  improved.  I  do  not  think  they 
have  effected  the  improvement  they  de- 
sire to  show.  We  are  told  what  they 
are  going  to  do  in  the  way  of  laying 
down  new  ships,  and  I  should  like  to 
knov  whetiiar  tne  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty intends  to  build  these  new  ships 
by  contract  or  in  the  Boyal  Dockyards  ? 
I  believe  that  work  can  be  done  by  con- 
tract cheaper  and  better  than  it  is  done 
in  the  Koyal  Dockyards.  [  Cries  c/"  No, 
no  I"]  I  say  yes.  I  am  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty were  to  state  the  result  of  his 
experience  candidly  to-night,  he  would 
say  that  the  value  wniob  the  country  hat 
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'  t  from  oontract  work  has  been  infi- 
.tely  better  than  their  vork  in  the 
toyal  Dockyards.  I  am  sure  it  vould 
je  satisfactory  to  the  country  to  know 
^  that  we  are  going  to  build  some  of 
\  these  1 3  ships  by  contract  rather 
'  than  in  the  Eoyal  Dockyards.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  Statement  is 
not  at  all  satisfactory  with  regard  to 
what  it  tells  us  in  regard  to  the  value  of 
the  Fleet  we  have.  An  Estimate  is 
given  UB  here  of  the  value  of  the  Fleet, 
and  of  the  estimated  annual  expendi- 
tare  necessary  for  replacement.  I  con- 
fess I  have  looked  into  this  Estimate ; 
but  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  understand 
bow  the  depreciation  has  been  calcu- 
lated. I  should  be  obliged  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
or  Bome  other  Member  of  the  Qovem- 
men^  will  explain  the  Bgures  which  are 
given  on  page  14.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  makes  out  an  Estimate 
for  the  depreciation  and  replacement  of 
the  Navy.  For  the  first  class  of  ahips, 
or  for  armour-protected  and  partially- 
proteoted  iron  or  steel  vessels,  he  takes 
22  years  from  date  of  completion,  and 
4  per  cent.  It  seems  to  me  that  22 
years  at  4  percent  give  ooly  66  per  cent. 
Then  second,  or  of  corvettes,  sloops, 
torpedo 'Cruisers,  gun  vessels,  gunboats, 
troopships,  and  other  vessels,  he  takes 
15  years,  at  6  per  cent,  which  is  9U  per 
cent.  IHien,  for  torpedo-boats,  steam 
launches,  &o.,  he  estimates  11  years  at 
9  per  cent — ^namely,  99  per  cent.  For 
the  fourth  elass— small  vessels,  tugs, 
and  yard-craffe— he  estimates  18  years 
and  5  per  cent,  which  gives  90  per  cent ; 
and,  for  the  fifth  class  of  vessels,  he 
takes  22  years  at  4  per  cent — namely, 
88  per  cent  in  the  whole.  I  shall  be 
glad  if  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  will  explain  these  figures 
a  little  more  closely,  and  show  how  ves- 
sels will  be  replaced  at  such  a  deprecia- 
tion as  that  now  given.    Then,  with  re- 

frd  to  Dockyara  administration,  which 
cannot  help  thinking  is  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  condition^  take  the  State* 
ment  sim^Uy  as  it  stands.   He  says — 

*'  la  the  meantime,  I  bare  givea  directiona 
tbat  no  vucanciea  in  the  Admiralty  and  Dock- 
yaxd  dflrical  stsfb  are  to  be  filled,  as  there  is 
rosion  to  baUflve  both  are  redaodaat." 


1,  1887}         Kaen  Ettimatn  954 

the  reduction  of  the  redundant  members 
of  these  staSb,  and  that  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country  will  not  be  called  upon  to 
pay  for  a  staff  that  is  not  necessary. 
The  taxpayers  of  the  country  are  at  pre- 
sent very  heavily  taxed.  The  income  of 
the  country  is  not  what  it  was,  and  there 
are  a  great  many  hard-working  men  in 
this  country  who  find  it  difficult  enough 
to  maintain  themselves  and  families. 
Now,  Sir,  there  is  just  one  other  point  I 
wish  to  direct  attention  to,  and  that  is 
the  transference  of  the  supply  of  naval 
armaments  from  the  Army  to  the  Navy 
itself.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a 
matter  which  should  be  so  difficult  as  is 
indicated  in  this  Memorandum.  The 
noble  Lord  says — "  To  place  one  Govern- 
ment Department  towards  another  in 
tiie  relation  of  purchaser  and  manufac- 
turer is  no  easy  matter."  I  can  see  no 
difficulty  in  the  matter  at  all.  It  is  a 
matter  of  ordinary  common-sense  busi- 
ness, and  I  cannot  understand  why  it 
should  not  be  arranged  without  the 
slightest  difficulty.  At  present  we  have 
these  monstrous !^timatesof  £31,000,000 
sterling  for  the  Army  and  Navy  mixed 
up  in  a  way  that  no  intelligent  man  can 
ascertain  how  the  money  is  spent.  Now, 
I  quite  endorse  the  view  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Government  Bench  in 
regard  to  the  utilization  of  the  auxiliary 
resources  of  the  country.  I  think  that 
is  one  of  the  best  things  this  Govern- 
ment has  brought  before  us.  The  swift 
steamers  which  are  being  built  for  the 
Merchant  Servioe  of  the  country  will 
prove  a  valuable  auxiliary,  and  I  do  not 
sympathize  with  the  criticisms  passed 
from  this  mde  of  the  House  against  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  in  this  re- 
spect. After  the  experience  of  the 
Alabama  in  connection  with  the  American 
War,  the  utilization  of  the  auxiliary  re- 
sources of  the  country  is  a  wise  step 
in  the  right  direction  ;  and  I  believe  it 
will  prove  a  most  economical  step.  Only 
one  other  remark  in  conclusion.  I  con- 
gratulate the  Government  upon  their 
proposal  to  appoint  a  Committee  for  the 
examination  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Es- 
timates. I  ventured  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion of  sending  the  Army  and  Navy  Es- 
timates to  a  Committee  for  investigation 
three  days  after  I  entered  Parliament, 
rather  more  than  a  ^ear  ago.  I  did  not 
expect  that  the  question  would  have  bome 
fruit  BO  soon  ;  but  I  am  glad  to  think  that 
the  Government  have  taken  up  the  idea, 


Why,  everyone  has  been  sajring  that 
such  baa  been  the  case  for  years,  and 
nowhere  we  have  got  a  confession  of  it. 
I  trost  a  praotioal  eifect  will  be  given  by 
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and  that  we  are  to  hare  euoh  a  Committee 
as  I  suggested.  I  believe  ve  shall  have 
some  light  thrown  upon  the  expendi- 
ture by  the  Committee  upon  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
examine  the  Estimates  with  eome  idea 
of  bow  the  enormous  sums  of  money  are 
really  spent,  and  that  wo  shall  be  able, 
by-and-bye,  to  cut  down  the  Estimates, 
and  really  to  get  value  for  our  money, 
which  I  do  not  believe  we  at  present  got. 
I  trust  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  will  bo  able  to  see  his 
way  to  give  us  the  explanations  I  have 
asked  at  his  hands. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Oommittee  will  re- 
member that  on  the  last  occasion  we  dis- 
cussed these  Estimates  an  understnding 
was  arrived  afc  that,  on  this  Tote,  a 
general  diMtussion  should  be  taken. 
There  is  a  Vote  on  Account  to  be  taken 
to-night,  and  as  we  havo  spent  now  some 
six  hours  in  this  discussion  I  think  the 
Comniiltee  will  allow  the  Vote  to  be 
taken.  I  understand  there  are  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Gentlemen  who  wish  to 
raise  a  discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  longer  the  discussion  on  tliis 
Vote  occupies,  the  longer  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Vote  on  Account  will  be  de- 
layed. 

Ma.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  The  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  remember  that 
on  the  last  occasion  he  acceded  to  my 
request  that  I  should  have  some  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  certain  matters  re- 
lating to  the  Navy  before  the  Committee. 
We  have  been  promised  an  evening  to 
discuss  general  matters  upon  this  Vote. 
TTp  to  tms  the  remarks  have  been  en- 
tirely general,  and  it  seems  extremely 
hard  that  several  of  us— who  have  got 
matters  of  importance  to  bring  before 
the  Committee — should  now  be  asked  to 
give  up  tbe  right  which  we  have  been 
accorded  by  the  Government.  If  I  and 
others  waive  the  right  to  bring  matters 
relating  to  the  Navy  forward  this  even- 
ing, wm  the  noble  Lord  undertake  that 
we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  doing 
80  on  some  future  ana  near  occasion  ? 

Aduibal  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  would  make  the  same  appeal 
to  the  noble  Lord  [Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton^. I  have  a  good  deal  to  say  on 
Tanous  matters;  but,  after  what  has 

Mr.  Mimn 


fallen  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  FirstLord  of  the  Admiralty, 
I  am  too  loyal  a  supporter  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  obteude  niy  views  on  them 
to-night.  But  I  claim  the  right  to  speak 
on  the  matters  I  feel  a  great  interest  in 
on  some  future  occasion.  It  is  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  we  should  be  muzzled 
—that  these  important  naval  matters, 
which  only  come  under  consideration 
once  a  year,  should  be  before  us  with- 
out naval  men  having  an  opportunity  of 
stating  here,  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
what  our  views  are.  Whilst  listening 
to  observations  on  one  side  and  the  other, 
I  have  been  seriously  provoked  by  some 
things  that  have  been  said,  and  I  wish 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  reply. 

Mh.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver-  ! 
hampton,  E.)  :  I  should  like  to  know 
why  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  us  to 
give  a  Yote  on  Account  to-night  ?  Right 
hon.  Gentlemen  say  it  is  abscdutsly 
necessary.  ["'Hear,  hear ! "]  Te8;but 
why  is  it  absolutely  necessary?  I  can 
understand  that  it  may  bo  absolutely  , 
necessary  to  obtain  the  Yote  by  the  Slst 
March;  but  this  is  the  2l8t.  No  doubt  i 
it  is  necessary  that  the  first  Votes  in  the  ' 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates — tbe  Votes 
for  men  and  'money — should  be  given 
before  the  3 1st  March,  so  that  they  may 
be  included  in  the  Appropriation  BiU 
that  will  be  brought  in  and  passed  by  the 
end  of  the  financial  year ;  but  I  ask  for 
infOTmation  as  to  whether  it  is  really 
necessary,  and,  if  so,  why,  that  the  Vote 
on  Account  for  1887-8  should  be  included 
in  that  Bill  ?  Why  it  cannot  be  included 
in  another  Bill,  brought  in  at  some  later 
period  of  the  Session,  I  cannot  under- 
stand ;  and  I  therefore  hope  someone  in 
authority  will  rise  and  endeavour  to 
remove  our  doubts  upon  this  matter. 

Mb.  JOICEY  (Durham.  Oheater-le- 
Street) :  I  desire  to  add  any  pressure  it 
may  be  in  my  power  to  exercise  on  the 
Government  to  that  of  right  hon.  and 
hou.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Devon  a  short  time  ago, 
stated  that  the  whole  of  this  discussion 
had  taken  place  between  naval  Gentle- 
men and  Gentlemen  interested  in  ebip- 
building.   As  I  represent  a  constituency 
which  does  not  participate  in  any  ahip- 
buildiog  interest,  and  as  I  an  not  a 
naval  man,  I  think  I  have  a  rigG^^^  say 
a  word  or  two  on  the  subject  of^ue 
Estimates,  and  have  a  right  to  asSc  UxiJ 
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an  opportunity  shall  be  afforded  me  to 

iS'ABTHUECyCONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.) :  The  noble  Lord  tells  us  that  the 
Committee  is  anxious  to  proceed  with  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates.    [**  No,  no  !  "] 
Well,  that  is  what  I  am  told.    It  is  said 
that  that  is  the  reason  why  we  are  to 
vote  this  money  for  the  Navy  without 
adequate  discussion.   There  are  a  g^at 
many  Members  of  the  Committee  who 
are  anxious  to  discuss  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates.   I,  myself,  ventured  a  few  even- 
ings ago,  when  tiie  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair,  to  make  some  observations  as  to 
the  Navy  Estimates ;  but  I  am  afraid  I 
was  not  able  to  impress  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamuton)  with  that  sense 
of  the  importance  of  the  matter  whioh 
weighed  on  my  mind.   At  any  rate,  he 
did  not  take  notice  of  my  observations. 
WeU,  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether  the 
Committee  attach  any  importance  to 
them  7   I  endorse  what  has  fallen  from 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler),  as  to  the  csmplete 
and  radical  difference  that  there  is 
between  this  Vote  on  Account  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  and  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  Services,  which  must,  of  course,  be 
included  in  the  Appropriation  Account 
that  deals  with  uie  present  financial 
year.   But  the  Estimates  we  are  asked 
to  proceed  to  do  not  relate  to  this  finan- 
ciaf  year  at  all,  but  to  the  financial  year 
upon  which  we  have  not  yet  entered. 
They  may  be  included  in  a  subsequent 
Appropriation  Bill,  and  in  that  way  all 
the  requirements  of  the  law  may  be  com* 
pletely  met.   These  representations  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  taking  a  Vote  on  Account  for  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  is  altogether 
without  real  foundation.    It  is  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  having  submitted  to 
curtailment  of  debate  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Navy  Estimates,  on  the 
complete  understanding  that  we  should 
have  an  exhaustive  discussion  of  the 
whole  Estimates,  on  the  first  Yote  taken 
this  night  the  Government  should  at- 
tempt again  to  curtail  debate  in  order  to 

froceed  to  another  branch  of  financial 
nainess. 

Hr.  W.  H.  S3IITH;:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  under  a  misapprehension  as  to 
the  necessity  of  taking  this  Vote  on 
Account  to-night.  I  assure  him  that  it 


is  absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  com- 
ply with  the  law,  that  the  Yote  on 
Account  of  Civil  Services  Estimates 
should  be  taken  to-night.  [*'  No,  no  !  "] 
It  must  be  taken  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  coming  year.  It  has  alwaj'S 
been  taken  with  those  Totes  which  are 
practically  Votes  on  Account  for  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  hou.  Gentleman  is  aware 
that  not  a  single  farthing  can  be  issued 
for  the  service  of  the  country,  unless  the 
money  has  been  provided  under  a  Ways 
and  Means  Bill.  That  Bill  will  be  in- 
troduced the  moment  the  Yote  is  taken, 
and  we  have  obtained  money  in  Ways 
and  Means  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  No 
Civil  Servants  will  be  able  to  receive 
their  salaries  on  1st  April  unless  they 
are  provided  in  a  Bill,  set  up  as  a  Ways 
and  Means  Bill.  I  will  tell  the  Com- 
mittee how  this  Vote  on  Account  has 
been  taken  for  the  last  7years.  In  1881 
it  was  taken  on  the  1 6th  March,  in 
1882  it  was  taken  on  the  24th  March — 
[Mr.  H.  H.  FowLBB :  The  34th  ?  This  is 
only  the  21st.]  There  was  some  specific 
reason  for  the  Yote  being  taken  on  the 
24th  March  in  1882.  I  cannot  tell  pre- 
cisely what  it  was.  In  1883  the  vote 
was  taken  on  the  15th  March,  in  1684 
on  the  20th  March,  in  1885  on  the  16th. 
and  in  1886  on  the  18th.  Curiously 
enough  forthelast  four  years — namely,  in 
1883-4-5  and  6,  this  Yote  has  been  taken 
on  the  same  nigfat  as  the  Army  Yote. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  receive  my  assur- 
ance that  the  Yote  must  be  taken  and  in- 
cluded in  a  Ways  and  Means  Bill.  The 
days  on  which  the  Yote  may  be  taken 
vary  in  different  years,  owing  to  the 
manner  in  which  Saturdays  and  Sundays 
may  intervene  and  follow  after ;  but  I 
assure  the  Committee  that  this  is  the 
last  day  on  which  we  can  take  the  Yote 
on  Account,  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

Ma.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEB :  I  am 
sorry  to  dispute  the  statement  of  so 
high  an  authority  on  financial  business 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  but  I  cannot  ac- 
cept his  statement  in  the  face  of  the  ex- 
ception to  the  rule  he  has  laid  down 
which  he  has  himself  quoted,  and  which 
shows  that  this  Yote  has  been  taken  on 
the  24th  March.  It  is  impossible  to 
introduce  a  Bill,  pass  it  through  all  its 
stages,  and  obtain  the  Soval  Assent  for 
it  between  the  24th  and  the  31st  of 
March ;  therefore,  there  must  have  been 
an  occasion  when  the  Yote  on  Account 
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for  tiie  Ctnl  Senioe  was  not  granted 
b^re  the  introdoction  of  the  Appro- 
priatioa  Bill  passed  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  jear.  It  is  a  common  thing  to 
take  Votes  on  Account  in  Hay.  The  final 
appropriation  of  money  for  the  purposes 
of  the  State  is  made  in  the  Appropriation 
Act  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  I  agree 
that  this  Vote  should  be  taken  before 
the  end  of  Uarch  and  of  the  financial 
year,  and  I  think  it  is  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  Vote  in  Ways  and 
Ueans  before  the  Slst;  but  I  am  re- 
spectfully doubting  that  it  is  nonecessary 
to  do  what  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
proposes,  and  include  this  Vote  in  the 
AppropEiatioD  Bill  which  the  Financial 
Seexetarj  to  the  Treasury  must  bring  in 
at  once.   

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
he  obliged  to  differ  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  held  the  Office  of  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  later  than  myeelf ; 
but  I  am  sure  he  will  find,  if  he  inquires 
into  the  matter,  that  no  money  can  be 
paid  for  Ciril  Stirrices,  or  for  the  Army 
or  Navy,  unless  it  is  iodnded  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  that  has  received  the 
Boyal  Assent  before  the  3 1st  March. 
In  regard  to  the  case  of  1882,  which  I 
mentioned,  and  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  alluded,  lam  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  Vote  was  put  in  in 
Committee,  which  is  an  irregular  trans- 
action, and  one  which  ought  not  to  be 
recognized  in  this  House.  To  be  r^u- 
lar,  the  Committee  should  take  the  Votes 
as  a  whole ;  and  I  am  satisfied,  from  my 
experieiu»  of  Treasury  arraagements, 
that  it  is  necessary  that  this  Vote  alwuld 
now  be  taken. 

CoLoxBL  NOLAN  (Galway.  N.):  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  if  it  is  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  says,  the  difficulty  which 
has  arisen  is  solely  owing  to  his  own  act. 
His  contention  Is,  that  one  Vote  must 
be  taken  for  the  Army,  one  fur  the 
Nary,  and  one  for  the  Ciril  Senrices,  in 
time  to  pass  the  Appropriation  Bill. 
Well,  he  had  his  Votes  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  some  time  ago,  and  what  was 
there,  I  should  like  to  know,  to  prevent 
him  from  putting  down  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  at  the  beginning  of  the  even- 
ing ?  It  was  Dot  necessary  to  take  the 
third  Navy  Vote  to-day ;  at  any  rate,  if 
we  have  been  led  into  any  diflBoulty,  it 
is  the  fault  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
T^suiy,  or  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
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Bury,  for  not  having  put  down  the  Vote 
on  Account  for  Civil  Serrices  before  the 
Navy  Estimates.  Having  put  down  the 
Votes  wrong,  they  now  oome  to  us,  at 
half- past  11  o'clock  at  night,  aud  seek 
to  prevent  us  from  discuasing  these  Esti- 
mates. We,  on  these  Benches,  should 
like  to  discuss  the  Civil  Serrice  Vote  pro- 
posed for  our  coosideratioo,  for  at  least 
five  or  six  hours ;  but  we  arc  told  that 
it  must  be  taken  at  12  or  1  o'clock  in 
the  morning.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, having  acted  as  he  has  done,  is 
bound  to  teU  us,  going  over  the  period 
from  now  to  the  Slst  March,  day  by  day, 
how  it  is  imposuble  for  him  to  allow  us 
an  opportunity  to  discuss  these  Ksti- 
mates.  He  ought  to  tell  us  how  many 
days  are  reqnind  for  the  passing  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  I  think  it  is  eight— 
and  the  subject  is  one  with  which  most  | 
of  us  are  pretfy  familiar,  seeing  that  the 
question  of  the  days  required  for  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  is  very  much  mixed 
up  with  the  question  of  our  holidays.  If 
it  takes  eight  days,  we  still  have  two  days 
moreforthesediscussions;  but, probably, 
it  does  not  take  as  much  as  eight  days,  to 
that  there  may  be  even  more  than  two 
days  for  the  consideration  of  the  Esti- 
mates. ITnderany  circnmstancea.itisal- 
ways  possible  for  us  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Ordersand  getaBill  through  in  a  day. 
In  the  House  of  Jjords  they  very  fre- 

?[uently  do  that,  and  why  should  not  we 
oUow  that  course  ?    I  certainly  think 
we  should  not  give  up  the  discussion  of 
these  Estimates.  There  are  two  burning 
questions  I  wish  to  raise  on  the  Navy 
Estimates ;  but  in  addition  to  that  I 
desire  to  talk  on  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, in  regard  to  which  there  are  a 
whole  crowd  of  Notices  put  down.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  a  statement 
from  the  Government  showing  that  it  is 
impossible  to  put  down  Supply  for  to- 
morrow.   I  believe  he  would  find  it 
easy  to  do  that   The  House  would,  no 
doubt,  allow  him  to  withdraw  the  Notice 
he  has  given  for  to-morrow,  so  as  to 
enable  him  to  take  Supply.    He  would 
even  then  have  five  or  six  days  before 
him  for  the  Appropriation  Bill.  Seeing 
that  the  right  non.  Gentleman  had  such 
a  simple  coarse  open  to  him  aa  to  have 
put  the  Civil  Service  Vote  down  first  on 
the  Paper  to-day,  but  has  not  availed 
himself  of  it,  I  think  the  Committee 
would  be  entitied  to  refose  to  yield  to 
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him.  He  seems  to  be  wrong  all  round, 
and  not  to  be  sofBciently  alive  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  half-a-dozen  ways 
out  of  the  difficul^.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  quite 
agree  with  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  this  Civil  Service  Vote  should 
be  included  in  the  Ways  and  Means 
Act  before  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
otherwise  the  Oivil  servants  cannot  be 
pud ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am  not 
inclined  to  accept  his  statement  that  the 
Vote  cannot  be  obtained  in  Oommlttee 
on  the  Bill.  It  has  been  done — am 
told  that  it  has  been  frequently  done, 
and  that  tiiere  is  nothing  irregular 
about  it.  It  may  not  bo  ouatomary ; 
but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  regularity.  It  was  done  in 
1882,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self states,  and  that  being  the  cose,  why 
shoold  not  it  be  done  now  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  reference  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  (Colonel  Nolan),  I 
would  remind  him  and  the  Committee 
that  I  stated  distinotly  when  in  Com- 
mittee last  Thursday,  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  a  Navy  Vote  and  a  vote 
on  account  fbr  the  Civil  Service  to-ni^ht. 
I  said  that,  in  ordw  to  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  appealed  to  me 
for  an  opportunity  for  discossion  on  the 
general  question  of  the  Navy  Estimates. 
There  was  no  breach  of  understanding, 
therefore  

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  never  said  there 
was  a  breach  of  understanding. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  says  that  this  Vote  ou  Account 
has  been  put  in  in  Committee  on  the 
W'ays  and  Means  Bill,  and  no  doubt 
that  is  true ;  but  it  is  an  irregular  trans- 
action. It  is  an  inegular  course,  and 
one  which  I,  for  one,  do  not  recommend 
the  Committee  to  take.  The  custom  is 
that  the  Vote  shall  appear  in  the  Bill  in 
the  form  in  which  it  has  gone  through 
its  several  st^es,  and  the  Bule  of  tms 
House  is  not  to  suspend  the  Standing 
OrdwB  in  respect  oi  the  passage  of 
Money  Bills.  I  never,  durmg  my  19 
years  experience,  remember  two  stages 
of  a  Money  Bill  being  taken  on  the 
Batne  night  in  thia  House,  and  T  cer- 
tainly should  net  be  the  one  to  depart 
£rom  that  Rule,  wWch  I  conaiiitTn  fjound 
on&  in  finauciiil  mrilt'^is*.  T  li'jp-i  CUg 
Committee  will  ulbw  tiiA^SMu  ii 
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diately  before  ua  to  be  withdrawn,  and 
put  off  to  a  future  day ;  or  to  be  disposed 
of  at  once,  so  as  to  allow  the  Vote  of 
Credit  to  be  discussed. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  am  afraid  that  we  are  intro- 
ducing a  new  form  of  cl6ture.  Surely 
it  is  not  contended  that  in  voting  prac- 
tically the  main  principles  of  this  huge 
sum  for  the  naval  services  of  the  country, 
a  single  night's  debate  ought  to  satiny 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  pe^le.  I 
cannot  miagine  tiiat  the  First  l^rd  of 
the  Treasury  can  bo  serious  in  putting 
forward  any  such  contention.  What 
has  happened  to-night?  The  Committee 
has  been  engaged  in  listening  to  experts 
upon  the  Navy,  the  discussion  having 
been  varied  by  mutual  complimentary 
bandying  between  the  occupants  of  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  and  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  But  hardly  any  serious 
discussion  and  inquiry  as  to  whether 
this  huge  sum  is  necessary  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  Empire  has  been  entered 
upon  by  any  single  Member,  nor  has 
the  Government  ever  attempted  to  show 
its  necessity.  Surely,  it  is  not  wrong 
to  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
certain  professions  were  made  in  their 
name  by  the  noble  Lord  who  is  now 
absent  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  and 
who,  whether  present  or  absent,  counts 
for  a  great  deal.  [  Criet  of  "  Divide !  "J 
If  we  are  not  allowed  to  proceed  with 
this  conversation,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I 
never  witnessed  such  an  exhibition  in 
the  House  of  Commons  before,  as  that 
upon  a  general  question  of  policy  in  re- 
gard to  these  great  spending  Depart- 
ments, it  is  not  ulowed  a  single  Member 
to  occupy  five  minutes  of  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  With  regard  to  the  subject 
before  us,  I  would  not  tmdertake  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  G(enUeman  would  be 
likely  to  get  his  Vote  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vices, even  supposing  the  debate  on  the 
Navy  Estimates  were  to  be  adjourned, 
at  this  time  of  night.  One  of  the  first 
duties  of  Members  of  Parliament  is  to 
deliberate  on  tiiese  finanoest  and  to  sug- 
gest to  the  Government  the  pos^bility 
of  effecting  the  reductions  in  certain 
directions,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
independent  Representatives  of  the  tax- 
pttyars  of  the  country  should  yield  to  the 
demand  of  the  right  boo.  Gentleman. 
The  ri^ht  hon,  Qentlemnn  cut  the  ground 
bais  unJor  his  feet  by  Ujo  li.st  he  read. 
Uild  us  that  the  Vote  on  Account 
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was  taken  on  one  occasion  on  the  24th 
March ;  and  in  order  to  have  imported 
any  value  at  all  to  the  case  he  was  at- 
tempting to  make  out,  he  should  have 
assured  us  \hai  as  much  time  has  been 
given  to  the  disouesioa  of  the  Yotes  in 
Supply  this  Seanon  as  is  usually  given 
in  other  years  up  to  tiiis  date. 

Ub.  W.  H.  SMITH:  More  time. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH:  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  I  have  sat  in  this  House 
and  listened  night  after  night  to  discue- 
sion  on  various  branches  of  the  Esti- 
mates ;  but  there  has  been  no  oppor- 
tunity afforded  us  of  discuBsing  these 
matters.  But  whether  that  is  so  or  not, 
both  Parties  have  been  charged  by  the 
country  to  secure  economy  in  uiese  great 
spending  Departments.  Now,  I  want 
to  ask  has  there  been  economy  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  ?  We  have  an  under- 
taking ^ven  to  us  that  next  year  some 
economy  will  be  brought  about.  It  is 
said  that  there  can  oe  no  economy 
eSbcted  this  year,  or  at  any  rate  no 
substantial  economy.  But  as  to  that,  it 
might  be  remarked  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  probably  do  not  feel 
any  great  responsibility  in  regard  to 
next  year's  Estimates.  Therefore  the 
postponement  of  any  plan  of  economy 
is  all  in  their  favour.   If  the  noble  and 

fallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
one  (Ijord  Charles  Beresford)  continues 
to  possess  influence  in  the  Governmeot, 
we  are  not  likely  to  have  much  economy 
in  connection  with  naval  matters  for 
years  to  come.  I  have  not  for- 
gotten the  impression  he  made  from 
tius  side  of  the  House,  wbw  he  con- 
demned half  the  Navy  aa  either  obsolete 
or  rotten,  and  wanted  £6,000,000  spent 
on  it  one  year,  and  £6,000,000  the  year 
following,  with  uiother  sum  in  reserve 
as  large  as  the  first  two  put  tc^ether. 
All  I  can  sa^  is,  that  hon.  Members  will 
be  deluded  if  they  reckon  upon  economy 
being  initiated  by  the  Government  now 
in  Office,  or  by  any  Government  that  is 
likely  to  succeed  them.  If  economy  is 
brought  about  it  will  be  through  the 
exertions  of  independent  Members  sit- 
ting on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
\LaughUr.']  Hon.  Members  may  laugh. ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  the  denuncia- 
tions of  the  extravagance  of  the  late 
Government,  which  came  from  private 
Members  in  this  House,  was  not  all  idle 
talk.  I  should  be  glad  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Admiral  Field)  suc- 
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ceeds  in  obtaining  the  opportunity  he 
desires.  If  he  does,  I  have  no  doubt  he 
will  pour  a  very  powerful  broadside  into 
his  noble  Frimd  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty.^  I  eonaider  that  this  Com- 
mittee is  bound  to  make  a  stand,  and 
to  refuse  to  allow  this  hustling  and 
shuffling  of  the  Estimates  throu^  the 
House.  I,  for  one,  see  no  reason  why 
we  should  forego  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cuBsing  the  Estimates,  seeing  that  the 
Government  have  taken  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  time  this  Session  for  other  Busi- 
ness. As  I  have  suggested,  one  of  the 
first  duties  which  belong  to  us  is  to 
criticize,  with  all  necessary  minuteness, 
the  items  of  the  Votes  and  the  general 

Eolicy  that  the  Government  have  em- 
arked  upon.  A  question  has  been 
asked  as  to  what  is  the  general  policy 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  mag- 
nitude of  our  Navy,  and  Ulo  work  it  hu 
to  do.   Well,  I  want  an  answer  to  that 

Juestion.  I  think  it  a  very  crucial  one. 
t  is  impossible  for  us  to  say  whether 
the  amount  asked  for  is  excessive,  or 
not,  unless  we  have  some  explanatory 
statement  as  to  policy  beyond  that  g^ven 
in  the  Statement  issued  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
Therefore  I  hope  I  shall  receive  some 
support  in  insisting  that  this  question 
shall  remain  open  in  order  uiat  we 
may  discuss  general  policy.  It  was  an 
undertaking  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  die  Trea- 
sury that  we  should  discuss  general 
policy  upon  this  Tote.  It  must  be  clear 
to  the  Committee  that  such  discussion 
has  not  taken  place,  and  that  the  cloture 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
roposes  to  apply,  will  be  in  Uie  highest 
egree  unsatisfaotory. 
LoBD GEOBGE  HAMILTON;  Do  I 
understand  that  hon.  Members  oppoute 
desire  thisNavalYote  to  bewithuawn? 

An  hon.  Mbubeb  :  On  one  condition. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  What 
condition  ?  If  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
Committee  to  discuss  this  Vote  fur- 
ther on  another  occasion,  I  should  be 
perfectly  willing  to  withdraw  it.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  wish  of  Com- 
mittee to  have  some  farther  discuaeion. 

tHon.  Membzbs:  We  do  wish  it.]  Then 
would  ask  the  leave  of  the  Committee 
to  withdraw  the  Yote. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Gam- 
borne)  :  I  rise  to  ask  a  question.  I  wish 
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distinctly,  before  this  Vote  is 
I  a,  at  what  date  it  is  proposed 
iiiould  renew  the  discussion 
.'  What  date  will  be  fixed  for 
.all  we  hare  a  fair  opportunity 
imiog  the  debate?  I  also  want 
ivr  whether,  in  the  event  of  our 
V  g  the  Vote  on  Account  for  the  CiTil 
^  ice  to-night,  we  shall  have  an  op- 
^^f^f  .unity  of  making  Motions  on  going 
^.^/^  D  Committee ;  or  what  will  be  the 
,j/  citf  ^  urse  pursued  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes ;  there  wUl 
be  an  opportunity  for  making  Motions. 

Mb.  CONYBEAM:  :  There  are  seve- 
ral Beeolations  of  different  kinds  to  be 
discussed,  involving  an  eDormous  amount 
of  detail  in  connection  with  the  Oivil 
Serrioe  Tote ;  and  I  should  like  to  know 
what  time  to-morrow  morning  the  Go- 
vernment expect  that  we  shoud  be  able 
to  dispose  of  the  matter  ?  It  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  permit  the  Tote  to 
pass  without  discussion.  I,  for  one,  am 
not  at  all  disposed  to  allow  such  a  Tote 
to  be  rushed  through  in  the  manner 
contemplated  by  the  Qovernment.  I  do 
not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Pirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  with  any 
breach  of  understanding  in  Imving  put 
down  this  Civil  Service  Tote  on  Account. 
Certainly  not;  but  what  I  do  charge 
him  with  is  this — that  after  promising 
UB  an  adequate  opportonity  of  disousaing 
these  Navy  Estimates,  he  practically  de- 
prives us  of  thai  opportunity  by  endea- 
vouring to  treat  us  as  he  is  proposing 

ysL  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.) :  I  did  not 
understand  my  Iwn.  and  g^lant  Friend 

S)loneI  Nolan)  to  oha^  the  First 
rd  of  the  Treasury  with  a  deliberate 
breach  of  understanding.  Wbatmyhon. 
and  gallant  Friend  complains  of  is  this — 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  put 
down  an  important  Civil  Service  Tote 
behind  another  Tote,  which  must  be  dis- 
cussed in  order  to  choke  off  discussion 
upon  that  Oivil  Service  Tote.  That  is 
What  we  object  to.  We,  who  take  an 
interest  in  the  Civil  Service  Tote,  have 
sat  here  all  night  in  order  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it.  If  the  noble 
liord  had  withdrawn  the  NavalTote  at  7, 
8»  or9  o'clocktiiiaevening,  weahould  bare 
Imw  willing  to  go  on  with  Hie  disouaoon 
of  the  Oivil  Sarnoe  Tote.  JBat  what  is 
it  W0  are  adked  to  do  f  Why,  here  ia 
a  Tote  on  Account  for  the  Civil  Bervtoa  of 
iS3,«34,100;  and  I  must  say  that  during 
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my  short  experience  in  this  House  I 
never  recollect  a  single  instance  on  which 
a  discussion  of  a  Tote  of  this  kind  did 
not  consume  at  least  one  whole  night. 
We  are  asked  now  to  vote  this  enor- 
mous sum  of  over  £3,500,000  for  the 
Oivil  Services,  covering  a  vast  number 
of  subjects  of  vital  interest.  By  doing 
80  we  shall  be  placing  the  Government 
in  a  position  above  criticism — we  shall 
be  removing  them  from  criticism  for  a 
period  of,  perhaps,  three  mootfas — that 
is  to  say,  until  the  end  of  May  or  the 
beginning  of  June.  Personally,  I  am 
altogether  opposed  to  an  important 
Civil  Service  Vote  being  brought  on  at 
this  time  of  night  (12  o'clock).  If  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Qhvaaufy  considered  it 
absolutely  necessary  to  take  this  Tote 
to-night,  he  should  have  pat  it  down  on 
the  Paper  first.  He  could  have  taken 
to-morrow  night,  or  any  night  during 
the  week,  for  the  discussion  of  the  Tote. 
What  I  would  suggest  is  this— that  if 
the  Oovemment  are  not  disposed  to  post- 
pone the  Besolutions  of  which  they  have 
given  Notice  for  to-morrow,  in  order  to 
take  these  Totes,  they  should  postpone 
the  Totes  until  the  2-lth  March— Thurs- 
day next — when  we  shall  all  be  prepared 
to  discuss  them. 

The  oh  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUKB  (Mr.  Gosohbh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  My  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  has  given  Notice  of  the  course 
he  intends  to  pursue,  and  when  he  ^d 
80  there  was  no  protest  from  any  quar- 
ter of  the  House.  [  Crm  of ' '  When  ? ' '  ] 
On  Friday  last.  No  hon.  Member  wiU 
lose  his  right  by  the  course  now  pro- 
posed. An  hon.  Member  has  said  that  he 
never  remembered  such  a  course  having 
been  taken  before ;  but  the  fact  is  that 
last  year  the  Tote  on  Account  was  taken 
on  the  same  evening  as  the  first  Navy 
Tote  ;  in  1 886  it  was  taken  after  the  first 
Navy  Tote ;  and  the  same  thing  was  done 
in  1884  and  in  1883.  Therefore,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  strictly  fol- 
lowing the  course  pursued  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  when  tliey  had 
the  occupancy  of  the  Treasury  Bendi.  I 
hope  that  the  Committee  will  now  con- 
sent to  the  withdrawal  of  Uiis  Tote  and 
reserve  it  for  future  disousdon. 

Ha.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Poplar) : 
As  far  as  zny  reaoUeetion  hetw,  it  wms 
nnt  «)Ml&ilkMtai^  on  bettall  of  ^ 
absolutely  neoM* 
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be  no  possible  excuse  for  their  going  on 
with  the  Vote  they  propose  to  take  at 
this  hour  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  T.  £.  EUJS  (Merionethshire)  t 
I  most  say  ihat  I  objeot  to  a  Vote  on 
Aeoonnt  of  the  Otril  Service  Estimates 
being  taken  without  discusmon,  because 
there  will  not  be  another  opportunity 
for  discUBsing  the  Education  Code  before 
it  will  have  Iain  on  the  Table  during 
the  40  days  necessary  to  give  it  validity. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  Government 
are  able  to  give  the  assurance  that  the 
Oivil  Service  Estimates  shall  not  be  put 
down  for  the  first  night  after  Easter. 
Supposing  there  were  an  open  day  for 
disonseing  the  Vote  on  Aocoimt,  nothing 
could  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  to 
use  it  for  discussing  different  votes,  the 
debating  of  which  is  properly  taken  in 
Oommittee  upon  the  ordinary  "EstimateB. 
Already  more  subjeots  have  been  named 
than  oould  be  disonssed  on  the  Vote  on 
Aooonnt;  and  it  is  evident  that  if  a  de- 
bate were  to  be  opened  on  one  of  them 
the  others  would  have  little  chance  of 
being  reached  the  same  night.  I  trust 
that  after  this  explanation  the  Vote  on 
Account  may  be  allowed  to  be  taken 
without  discussion. 

Mr.  AETHXIR  O'OONNOE  (I^one- 
gal,  E.) :  The  Government  speak  of  the 
necessity  of  passing  this  Vote  to-night, 
although  I  confess  I  do  not  see  the 
necessity  myself.  They  put  down  a  Vote 
for  the  Navy  which  is  not  necessary, 
and  they  allow  a  most  irregular  disous- 
siou  to  take  place  which  they  most  be 
aware  cannot  be  brought  to  any  prac< 
tioal  issue.  And  this  is  preoiselpr  what 
the  Government  has  been  doing  all 
along  the  line.  They  are  particiuarly 
tenadoos  about  points  of  precedent 
when  that  snita  their  purpose ;  but  when 
it  suits  them  to  go  the  other  way  they 
are  equally  ready  to  dispense  with  any- 
thing like  regularity.  It  is  all.  very  well 
to  talk  about  &e  Appropriation  Bill  re- 
quiring eight  days ;  but  we  know  how 
'  tilxe  Bill  may  be  expedited  in  "another 
■  place,"  where  they  have  not  the  same 
regurd  for  rule  that  we  have.  For  all 
,  that  is  necessary,  it  would  be  just  as 
weU  if  the  Vote  th^  are  asking  for 
.  were  to  be  taken  on  Thursday. 
;  Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  No  an- 
'Mwet  has  been  given  to  the  statement 
ihat  the  24th  of  Maioh  has  been  held 
to  be  early  enough  ia  Ibnner  yean  for 
taking  the  Tote  on  Aooonnt.  Two 


methods  have  been  pointed  out  by  which 
the  Yote  on  Account  can  be  lakon  with- 
out being  taken  to-night,  and  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  Irish  Membws  to  assent 
to  the  Oivil  Service  Yotea  being  taken 
at  this  hour.  We  are  not  resptmsible 
for  the  prolongation  of  the  debate  ;  and 
although  the  Government  may  think  the 
time  to  which  they  wish  to  limit  us 
suflBcient  for  the  discuBBion  of  the  Vote 
on  Account,  we  should  very  much  prefer 
to  begin  the  discussion  at  half-paBt  5  in 
the  eveaiug  rather  thau  it  should  be 
brought  forward  in  the  way  proposed 
and  not  discussed  at  all.  We  must  judgo 
every  occasion  by  itself  and  every  Go- 
vernment by  itself,  and  I  may  say  that 

I  have  never  known  any  Government 
like  the  present.  True,  our  Govern- 
ments are  not  easy  to  understand  and 
are  impossible  to  define ;  but  I  have 
never  known  the  relations  between  the 
Goreniment  of  this  country  uid  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  be  suoh  as  they  are 
at  this  moment.  We  are  told  that  we 
are  not  prevented  from  raising  questions 
on  the  regular  Services  of  the  year ; 
but  when  will  they  come  on  ?  There 
are  questions  of  great  magnitude  in  con- 
nection with  the  adminiBtration  of  Ire- 
land which  we  desire  to  discuss,  and  in 
saying  this  I  am  aiguing  against  this 
Vote  being  taken  in  the  middle  of  the 
night.     There  are  Irish  questions  of 

treat  urgeuc;^  which  will  not  brook 
elay,  and  it  is  impossible  for  us  in  the 
performance  of  our  public  duty  to  assent 
to  their  indefinite  poBtponement.  I, 
for  <me,  should  prefer  to  see  the  right 
hon.  Gmtleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  rise  in  order  to  give  ns  his  in- 
terpretation of  his  own  remark^  rather 
than  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as 
his  interpreter.    It  was  at  a  quarter  to 

I I  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
said  that  would  be  a  reasonable  time  to 
bring  on  the  Vote  on  Account,  and  he 
appealed  to  his  Friends  to  assist  him  in 
obtaining  it ;  and  it  is  now  nearly  half- 
past  12.  The  debate  on  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates was  kept  up  by  the  irrepressible 
Admirals  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  was  not  prolonged  by  us. 
The  sailo»  in  this  House  do  not  evidence 
the  tadtumify  they  display  elsewhere, 
and  if,  but  for  them,  it  was  reasonable  to 
bring  on  the  Tote  on  Account  at  half- 
past  U,  it  is  not  reasonable  to  brii^  it 
on  at  haU-past  12.  It  is,  in  fitct,  an 
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insult  to  our  common  sense  to  ask  ns  to 
agree  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Navy 
yaiB  at  half-past  12,  in  order  that  an- 
other Tote  of  an  important  character  re- 
quiring much  discusnon  may  be  pushed 
down  our  throats.  It  will  certainly  be 
my  duty,  if  the  Vote  on  Account  is 
pressed  forward  to-night,  to  raise  an  im- 
portant question  relating  to  social  order 
m  Belfast.  The  Ooremment  hare  had 
the  Keport  on  the  Belfast  riots  before 
them  for  two  months,  and  during  those 
two  months  repeated  inquiries  hare 
failed  to  secure  a  scintilla  of  ioformation 
as  to  the  policy  they  mean  to  pursue 
with  regard  to  it.  I  represent  a  division 
of  that  town  in  which  my  constituents 
have  had  their  houses  broken  into,  their 
property  destroyed,  and  their  lives  taken ; 
and  although  this  has  been  the  case  the 
Government  have  so  dawdled  during  the 
last  two  months  over  the  questions 
affeoting  that  place  that  disturbances 
have  broken  out  four  times,  while  the 
Keport  lay  in  some  pigeon-hole  in 
Dublin  Gaatie ;  and  I  beg  to  infcnrn  the 
Oommittee,  in  the  discharge  of  my  public 
duty,  that  if  we  go  to  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count at  tiuB  hour,  I  shall  be  bound  to 
raise  the  Belfast  question  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Ocnumission  with  a  fulness 
that  will  in  all  probability  keep  the 
Committee  till  daylight. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Is  it  your  plea- 
sure the  Motion  be  withdrawn  ? 

Uotion,  by  leave,  wUhiraum* 

Objection  being  made — 

Thk  chairman  :  I  put  the  Ques- 
tion, and  heard  no  answer  \  bat  if  hon. 
Members  say  so,  of  course  I  accept  the 
statement. 

MR.ARTHUBO'CONNOR(Donegal, 
£.) :  Will  the  Ch>vernmeat  now  tell  us 
what  they  propose  to  do  with  the  Sitting? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  are  desirous 
of  withdrawing  the  Vote;  but  if  the 
Oommittee  refuses  to  allow  us  to  do  that, 
we  must  take  a  Division  upon  it. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  I  really  have  something 
to  say  on  tnis  Vote,  and  my  mission  is 
to  make  myself  heard  in  the  House.  I 
did  not  intend  to  make  a  speech  now, 
because  I  do  not  think  I  could  do  so 
with  advantage  to  the  constituency  that 
sends  me  here ;  nor  do  I  think  the  Oom- 
mittee would  profit  by  it ;  nor  do  I 
think  the  Government  will  ^;ain  anything 
by  an  attempt  to  muzzle  discussion.  It 


strikes  me  there  are  many  important 
matters  in  connection  with  this  Naval 
Vote  we  have  before  us.  You,  Mr. 
Courtney,  will  have  it  within  your  re- 
collection that  I  am  within  the  ciroum- 
Bcribed  limits  of  Order.  I  do  not  want 
to  make  any  Motion.  I  do  not  want  to 
attempt,  for  a  momen^  to  put  myself 
into  any  obstructive  position.  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  anything  beyond  my  Inti- 
mate privilege.  "V^uit  I  want  to  say  is 
this.  It  appeared  to  me  that,  cm  Yoto  2 
of  the  Naval  Estimates — ^if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  permit,  I  would  put 
my  intention  as  briefly  as  may  bo 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  mast  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  address  lumself  to 
the  Vote. 

Mb.   EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
What  I  intended  to  do  on  this  Vote  2— 
whioh  is  reached,  but  not  yet  passed — 
what  I  intended  I  will  now  only  indicate 
by  saying  that  the  question  I  was  going 
to  raise  was  the  use  of  ganboata  at 
evictions.    Late  as  the  hour  is,  we  are 
not  at  all  "  funking  "  a  debate  oa  this 
question ;  we  do  not  shirk  the  oppor^ 
tunity  of  raising  it  now.   We  wiU  raise 
it  with  great  deliberation ;  but  I  want 
to  know  wlmt  is  to  be  done— whether 
we  must  go  into  it  now,  or  whether  the 
Government  will  allow  us  another  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  question  of  the 
presence  of  gunboats  at  evictions?  It 
is  hard  to  put  one's  views  before  the 
Oommittee,  when  all  around  there  are  so 
many — it  would  be  an  expression  nn- 
Farliamentary  to  say  "larking"  atone — 
while  so  many  Members  have  something 
to  say  at  the  same  time.    What  I  want 
to  say  is  this.  If  I  am  only  to  have  this 
opportunity  of  raising  the  question,  X 
am  fully  prepared ;  if  the  Government 
think  it  inconvenient  to  proceed  with,  it 
to-night,  I  am  equally  prepared  to 
accept  that  decision. 

Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Oo.,  £.)  :  Far 
something  like  eight  hours  I  have  been 
waiting  to  discuss  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portanoe  to  my  ranstituents.  X  desisted 
from  doing  so  on  a  former  occasion  ia 
deference  to  the  wish  of  the  noble  liord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  when  the  first  Vote 
was  taken,  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  I  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity upon  the  second  Vote.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South -East  Cork  (ACr. 
Hooper)  and  myself  did  not  brii^  for- 
ward the  Haulbowliae  Dockyard  ques- 
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tion  while  hon.  and  s-allant  Qentlemen 
connected  vith  the  Navy  n-ere  engaged 
in  a  oonsecutire  diecnssion,  aa  we  did  not 
feel  warranted  in  interrupting  for  the 
purpose  of  bnng^ngon  a  peculiarly  Irish 

tnestion.  This  was  the  case  on  Thurs- 
ay ;  and  we  thought  that  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentlemen,  having  occupied  some 
eight  hours  that  evening  with  their 
discussion,  it  would  have  finished  to- 
night, in  reasonable  time,  enabling  us 
to  oring  on  the  su^eot  in  whieh  we  are 
interested.  Since  I  agreed  to  postoone 
the  subject,  the  face  of  affairs  has  been 
changed.  The  Government  have  given 
8  Notice  to  take  up  the  wbole  time 
of  the  House  with  matters  they  con- 
sider urgent,  and  so  we  have  to  re- 
gard matters  in  a  different  light  to 
that  in  which  they  appeared  in  the  last 
hour  of  Thursday's  Sitting,  and  it 
becomes  a  matter  of  urgency  with  us  to 
try  to  press  upon  the  noble  Lord  and 
bis  Oolleagues  in  the  Admiralty  the 

aneatitm  which  we  formerly  defened  at 
tidr  request.  It  has  become  more  in- 
cumbent upon  me  individually  to  bring 
it  forward  to-night  than  upon  anyone 
else,  because,  though  the  Island  of 
Haulbowline  on  which  the  Dockyard  is 
ritnated,  is  geographically  within  the 
district  represented  oy  my  hem.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  £Ast  Oork,  it  is 
practically  within  mine,  though  it  may 
seem  a  paradox  to  say  bo,  because 
nearly  alt  those  who  work  in  that 
Dockyard  live  in  my  constituency  at 
Queenstown.  I  have  since  Thu»day 
had  forwarded  to  me  a  Besolution  of  the 
Queenstown  Town  Oommissioners  asking 
me  to  bringthis  question  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  House  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity, and  I  have  also  had  a  Memorial 
from  those  unfortunate  men  who  are 
under  notice  of  dismissal  from  the  works 
at  Haulbowline.  Though  the  deputa- 
tion which  -waited  upon  uie  noble  Lord 
and  his  OoUeagnes  when  they  vinted 
Queenstown  last  November  appealed 
for  a  continuation  of  the  works  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  bean  act  of  diarity, 
-we  do  not  make  any  such  ap^al  from  onr 
places  here.  It  is  only  right  that  we 
should  acknowledge  the  courtesy  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  received  the  depu- 
tation, and  I  will  go  so  far  as  to  say 
he  almost  came  up  to  the  ezpectations 
of  ttKMe  '^lAVjMmwehed  him  from 
ifa|»  H  bOf  view,  that 
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dismissal  upon  the  400  labourers  at 
Haulbowline  Dockyard.  The  noble 
Lord  very  kindly  gave  an  undertaking 
that  they  should  not  then  be  di&cbargedf 
but  should  be  kept  on  until  the  early 
summer.  On  the  part  of  these  men 
I  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  bis  con- 
sideration. But  I  wish  now  to  place 
the  matter  before  the  heads  of  the 
Admiralty  in  a  different  light  On 
Thursday,  when  the  noble  Lord  had  it 
brought  under  his  notiM,  he  sud  these 
works  were  aompletedi  or  nearly  so, 
therefore  there  was  no  hardship  about 
to  be  inflicted  on  the  artisans  and 
labourers  about  to  be  discharged.  It 
is  my  duty  to-night  to  traverse  that 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  am  not 
at  all  surprised  that  he  should  be  so 
mistaken,  because  the  origin  of  these 
Docks  is  now  so  far  removed  into  the 
remote  antiquity  of  officialism  that  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  have  any  conception  of  the 
original  plans  or  ideas  that  prompted 
the  Admiralty  first  to  undertake  these 
works.  The  idea  at  that  time  was  not 
to  establish  relief  works  in  Cork  Har- 
bour for  the  employment  of  superfluous 
labourers— Uiat  seems  to  he  the  idea 
which  has  got  into  the  minds  of  members 
of  the  Admiralty  Board  in  recent  years 
— and  it  is  on  that  assumption  tbey  have 
based  all  their  replies  on  this  question 
when  Irish  Menibers  have  bad  their 
annual  opportunity  of  bringing  it  for* 
ward.  They  have  said  as  the  noble 
Lord  said  on  Thursday,  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  have  done  all  they  could  to  provide 
employment  up  to  a  certain  point,  and 
that  point  reached  they  could  do  no  more. 
When  the  noble  Lord  states  that  the 
plans  as  originally  contemplated  in  con- 
nection with  the  Dockyard  are  completed 
he  seems  altogether  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  in  the  original  plans — of  which  I 
have  a  copy  here  which  I  shall  be  happy 
to  place  at  his  serrioe— there  is  qiedfied 
a  second  diy  dock  of  much  larger  di- 
mensions than  that  now  ooQstmoted, 
and  until  this  second  dock  is  constructed 
tiie  work  cannot  be  said  to  be  carried 
out.  If  all  the  money  that  has  been 
spent  up  to  the  present  time,  an  enor- 
mous sum— £dOO,OOOor  £600,000,  I  do 
not  know  the  exact  figures— if  all  this  is 
not  to  be  wasted,  sunk  in  Haulbowline 
Island,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
naval  purposes  that  the  original  plans 
should  be  carried  out  and  this  eec<md 
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dook  oonBtrncted.  I  say  this  because 
the  undertaking  was  commenced  with  a 
view  to  establishing  an  efficient,  tho- 
roughly serviceable  Dockyard  where  the 
la^nst  ships  of  Hot  Majesty's  Fleet 
could  act  only  be  repaired  but  even  con- 
structed. The  present  dock  is  useless, 
not  from  any  fault  of  the  engineers  who 
made  the  original  plans,  but  because 
orders  had  to  be  given  to  have  the 
dook  shortened  by  70  or  80  feet  from 
the  original  plan.  Since  the  original 
plans  and  specifications  were  drawn  up, 
as  I  need  not  say  to  so  many  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen,  who  have  served  in 
the  Navy,  the  length  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  has  veiy  much  increased.  Even 
had  tiie  dock  been  constructed  upon  the 
original  plan  it  would  now  be  too 
short  for  the  bulk  of  the  ships  in  the 
Navy.  If  we  unfortunately  drifted 
into  war,  and  if  three  or  four  ships 
became  disabled  o£f  the  Irish  Coast,  not 
one  of  them  could  dook  for  repairs  at 
Haulbowline.  Even  if  one  vessel  could 
go  into  dock,  all  the  other  shim  would 
h&fB  to  lie  in  Queenstown  Marbour 
for  refuge,  and  would  be  practically 
blockaded  until  they  could  be  towed  to 
Devonport  or  some  other  Dockyard^; 
their  services  being  meanwhile  lost  to 
the  country,  which  services  would 
largely  consist  in  the  protection  of  our 
commerce.  If  you  had  your  docks 
completed,  with  ample  aooommodation, 
machinery  and  appliances,  vessels 
slightly  damaged  in  their  complicated 
m»}hinery  by  accidents  of  warfue  could 
be  quickly  repaired.  In  time  of  war,  a 
large  part  oi  the  duty  of  our  Fleet 
would  be  the  protection  of  our  commerce 
on  the  ocean,  and  it  is  no  wild  supposi- 
tion to  in^oate  Haulbowline  as  the  only 
possible  and  safe  place  for  rqwirs  for 
those  ships.  In  that  Statement  upon 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  been  so  much 
complimented  it  is  stated  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty has  260  ships  in  commission.  A 
very  large  proportion  of  these  would  be 
engaged  in  duty  for  the  protection  of 
the  transatlantic  commerce,  and  where 
could  more  convenient  accommodation  be 
found  for  such  than  in  Cork  Harbour  ? 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member 
for  East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford)  said  on  Thuroday  that  naval 
warfare  would  in  future  be  conducted  on  a 
mratemofrieotricity,  an  expression  indica- 
ting, I  presume  the  oelenty  of  tiie  opera- 
ti<mB.  XUthemOTe.importaatthenwosit 


to  have  accommodation  for  repairs  to 
ships  ready  to  hand.  I,  as  representing 
this  partiou^  constituency,  and  my 
colleagues  representing  neighbouring 
constituencies,  stand  up  here  to  say  we  do 
not  think  the  question  of  Haulbowline 
Dook  should  any  longer  be  disooased  on 
the  very  narrow  basis  of  ^ving  employ- 
ment to  a  few  hundred  labourers.  It 
should  be  approached  in  a  broader 
spirit,  and  the  Admiralty  should  make 
up  their  minds  to  carry  out  the  ori- 
ginal intention  and  establish  in  Cork 
Harbour  a  thoroughly  efficient  Dockyard 
for  the  purpdse  of  repairing,  if  not  of 
constructing,  Her  M^esty's  ships  of 
war.  The  original  Estimate  for  the 
work  was  £550,000,  and  to  thai  was 
subsequently  added  £18,000.  I  be- 
lieve tne  whole  amount  of  the  original 
estimate  has  been  ezhaosted  during  the 
22  years  the  works  have  been  going  on 
— exhausted,  to  a  very  large  extend  by 
a  system  of  bungling  and  muddling.  I 
do  not  say  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty are  responuble  lor  the  bungling  and 
muddling  01  the  past.  I  think  the  noble 
liord  has  been  deservedly  complimented 
on  the  economies  he  purposes  to  effect 
in  several  Departments.  The  bungling, 
however,  has  taken  place  in  connection 
with  these  Dockyard  works ;  the  money 
has  been  spent,  and  the  plans  are  not 
half  executed ;  and,  that  money  being 
gone,  we  are  told  we  ought  to  rest  satis- 
fied with  the  inoompleto  establishment 
which  is  the  result,  and  that  it  is  abso* 
lutely  impossible  for  the  Admiralty 
to  ask  for  any  further  sum  for  these 
works.  But  we  do  not  hear  any  state- 
ment of  that  kind  in  connection  witii 
an  English  Dockyard.  If  it  is  neoea- 
sary  to  extend  them,  or,  if  the  -works 
turn  out  more  costly  than  was  antici- 
pated, the  GOTemment  come  forward 
with  further  votes,  and  they  are  granted 
without  hesitation.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  a  short  time  ago  of  a  saving  on 
the  Navy  Estimates  of  £800,000.  Now, 
I  do  not  tliiuk  it  unreasonable  to  ask 
that  a  small  proportion  of  this  saving 
might  fall  to  our  share.  We  have  been 
gutting  sometiiing  like  £30,000  a-year 
on  accoimt  of  these  works,  and  that  is  re- 
duced this  year  to  £3,000,  and  £7,000 
formachinery.  Only  £10,000,  out  of  an 
expenditure  of  £12,476,000,  while  Ire- 
land, at  the  lowest  compatation,  contri- 
butes £1,000,000  aanaaUy.  IdoaotfBr 
a  mommt  say,  that  beoaose  we  in  MUud 
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ooDtribute£l,000,000  a-yearasourquota 
of  £12^000,000  for  the  Navy,  are,  there- 
fore, entitled  to  ask  that  a  consider- 
able portion  of  that  amount  should  be 
spent  in  Ireland ;  we  simply  ask  that 
the  neoessa:^  sum  should  be  expended 
on  this  BcAitsa^  site  in  Ireland  which 
is  specially  suitable  for,  and  actually 
necessary  as  an  Imperial  Dockyard. 
A  Teiy  small  sum  wiU  suffice  to 
carry  oat  the  original  plan.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  presume  to  speak  with  profes- 
sional knowledge ;  but^  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  gather,  £70,000  or  £80,000 
vonld  make  the  establishment  tho- 
roughly effectiTe,  and  a  valuable  addi- 
tion to  our  naval  strength.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  on  a  previous  evening  told  us,  in 
connection  with  the  Navy  Department, 
that  one  of  the  most  important  oonsider- 
ations  to  be  attended  to  was  that  of 
being  well  prepared  beforehand ;  and, 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  foresight, 
a  very  larp;e  saving  in  the  expen- 
diture required  in  the  Nary  Depart- 
ment would  be  aooompliahed.  I, 
therefore,  respectfully  submit  to  the 
noble  Lwd  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  &e  reasonableness  of  the 
expenditure  which  we  ask  for  this  Navy 
Dockyard  in  Haulbowline.  For  many 
reasons,  we  think  that  an  immediate 
alteration  should  bo  made  in  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty— on  the  score  of  economy,  utility, 
and  the  fact  of  the  proportionate  contri- 
bution of  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Navy 
Estimates.  I  see  by  the  Estimates  which 
have  been  placed  before  us  that,  in  the 
Do<^yards  at  home — meaning  by  that 
the  English  Dockyards — ^there  is  a  total 
number  of  19,522  artizans  and  labourers 
employed,  at  a  cost  of  £1,468,291 ;  and 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  abroad — 
which  I  presume  are  merely  a  provision 
for  the  liontingencies  of  aooidWts  and 
brealdogs-dovn  —  there  are  employed 
2,587  suaried  officials  and  members  of 
the  artisan  and  labouring  classes,  who 
are  to  be  paid  in  this  year  £278,737.  Al- 
together, in  the  home  and  foreign  Dock- 
yards, Uie  total  number  employed  is 
23,109  individuals,  atacostof£l,662,028. 
How  many  artizans  or  mechanics  have 
we  got  in  Ireland  receiving  anything 
whatsoever  from  Her  Majesty'B  Qovem- 
ment  in  the  way  of  naval  empl<^ment  f 
la  tlua  Haulbowline  Doo^ard,  in  con- 
neotion  with  thtiMtaiiiL  ttvain,  some 


12  or  13  artizans  are  employed;  and, 
in  addition,  about  300  or  400  ordinary 
labourers,  working  for  about  12«.  or  14<. 
a-week.  It  is  now  proposed  by  tbo 
noble  Lord  the  First  Loi^  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, from  the  1st  of  June  in  this 
year,  to  dismiss  these  400  hands  who 
are  receiving  these  miserable  wages  as 
unskilled  labourers  at  Haulbowline 
Yard ;  and  this  in  face  of  the  fiEuit  that 
the  labour  is  paid  for  out  of  Imperial 
Yotes,  to  which  Ireland  contributes  her 
proportionate  share.  I  ask,  are  we  to  be 
UM  by  any  Supi)orter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  any  Ministor  of  the  Grown, 
this  is  dealing  out  even-handed  justice 
to  Ireland  ?  I  say  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  are  so  constantly  twitting 
us  that  we  in  Ireland  are  imjustifiably 
discontented,  and  charging  us  with  being 
disloyal,  should  recognize  that,  in  this 
very  Navy  Vote,  we  have  sufficient 
ground  for  being  discontented,  and  I 
would  almost  say  for  being  disloyal. 
At  this  moment  we  are  asked  to  vote 
this  large  sum  of  money  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  for  the  employment  of  over  32,000 
bauds  in  connection  with  the  Na'ral 
Service ;  and,  side  by  side  with  this 
request,  we  are  informed  that  £rom  June 
let  forward  there  is  to  be  no  other  con- 
sideration shown  to  Ireland  by  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty,  except  the  considera- 
tion implied  by  the  monthly  dismissal  of 
80  of  these  labourers  at  Haulbowline. 
I  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  if  the  policy 
of  his  Party  is,  that  people  living  in 
different  parts  of  this  kingdom  should 
all  be  treated  alike  and  none  of  tiiem 
receive  exceptional  favours,  as  compared 
with  others,  that  in  this  matter  of  Naval 
Expenditure  he  should  give  the  Irish 
people  their  just  share.  I  do  not  think 
that  we  are  seeking  any  preference ;  on 
the  oontrary,  we  find  our  £1,000,000 
absorbed  for  the  purpose  of  being  ex- 
pended in  English  naval  Dockyard, 
and  we  get  none  of  it,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  we  have  been  paying  our 
Imperial  levy  for  86  years.  The  Party 
to  which  I  belong  think  it  their  duty 
to  their  constituencies  to  ur^e  on  the 
Gh}vemment  to  take  a  wider  view  of  this 
question  of  the  Haulbowline  Dockyard 
th&n  would  seem  to  be  manifest  in  the 
policy  of  merely  carrying  on  the  works 
for  a  few  weeks  and  more  then  dismiss- 
ing the  men.  The  Government  should 
take  the  original  plan  upon  which  this 
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work  was  undertaken,  and  inquire  into 
the  case  oarefally,  and  not  in  a  man- 
ner which  Banctions  the  spending  of 
£600,000,  which  jastmiglit  as  well  have 
been  thrown  into  the  sea.  The  estab- 
lishment of  a  Dockyard  in  Ireland — a 
Doc^ard  which  would  not  be  too  short 
for  Her  Majesty's  ships— would  be  re- 
oc^irang  the  proportionate  share  of  Ire- 
land in  the  expenditure  fat  Navjr  Esti- 
mates, and  at  ue*  lame  time  fiimishing 
our  shipwrights  and  ship-carpenters, 
who  are  now  literally  starring,  with 
some  amount  of  employment.  If  thfs 
were  done,  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  I 
beliere,  would  be  increased  very  largely 
in  efficiency,  and  in  time  of  war  immense 
assistance  and  immeasurable  advantage 
would  be  rendered  to  disabled  ships  of 
war  which,  in  the  hour  of  danger,  could 
find  a  port  of  refuge  and  facilities  for 
repair  at  the  very  threshold  of  the 
ocean. 

Mb.  LABOUGHEBE  (Northampton): 
I  rise,  Sir,  to  move  that  you  report  Pro- 
gress and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I 
understand  that  the  Government  are 
anxious  to  bring  forward  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count. It  is  perfectly  ^repcwterous  that 
a  Vote  of  Buch  magnitude,  invdving 
large  matter  of  ducussion,  can  be 
brought  forward  at  this  time  of  night. 
I  strongly  object  to  this  system  of  Tote 
on  Account,  and  I  think  it  is  not  fair 
to  the  House  of  Commons  or  the  coun- 
try that  we  should  be  called  upon  to 
pass  a  Vote  of  £3,000,000  when  the 
discussion  on  it  commences  at  half-past 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  so  veiy  anxious  to 

fet  this  money,  why  did  they  bring  the 
ote  on  at  this  hour  ?  They  say — let  the 
Navy  Estimates  be  discussed ;  we  will 
withdraw  on  the  condition  that  this  Vote 
on  Account  be  taken.  It  is  surely  an 
old  principle  that  no  contentioufl  Votes 
in  the  Estimates  are  taken  after  haU- 

East  13  o'dook,  and  I  certainly  never 
eard  of  a  Vote  of  this  amount  being 
brought  forward  so  late  as  this  and  the 
discussion  begun.  Because  I  believe 
that  it  is  impossible  to  do  work  ade- 
quately in  this  style— we  get  so  impa- 
tient and  sleepy- that  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  agree  that  progress  be 
reported,  and  in  case  they  do  that,  I 
think  they  will  find  no  opposition  to  the 
Navy  Vote  being  taken  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Vote  on  Aoocnmt  will 
be  taken  on  a  f  atttre  day. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progrese,  and 
ask  leave  to  ait  again." — {Mr.  Z«hou^ 
ehr4.)  [1.30  A.1C.] 

The  Oommittee  divided  :—AyeB  71; 
Noes  196:  Majority  125.— (Div.  List, 
No.  70.) 

Original  Question  again  propoeed. 

Hb.  ILLtNOWOBTH  (Bradford, 
W.) ;  I  am  very  sorry  that  it  ahould 
be  neoeraary  to  go  into  this  Question  of 
voting  the  Estimates  at  such  an  hour. 
The  night  has  been  spent  by  the 
speeches  of  experts  on  subjects  mostly, 
I  admit,  of  great  importance  in  re- 

r-d  to  the  Dockyard  system,  and 
strongly  object  to  the  discussion 
being  taken  at  a  time  when  the  pub- 
lic will  be  unable  to  see  by  the  Press 
what  is  passing.  As  I  understand  this 
Memorandum  of  explanation,  it  is  mat- 
ter to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee, 
and  if  then  any  economy  can  be  scored 
for  the  figures  presented  by  the  officials 
of  the  Departments,  the  Beport  of  that 
Oommittee  will  show  whether  tbeee  Es- 
timates hare  been  prepared  wittk  any 
regard  to  economy  whatever.  I  Bhould 
like  to  ask  of  the  Government  upon  what 
principle  did  they  go  in  determining 
what  should  be  the  strength  of  the 
Navy.  In  the  Memorandum  giTcn  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lon  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  we 
are  told  that  it  was  upon  the  review  of 
the  last  six  years*  expenditure,  and  it 
seemed  that  when  there  was  a  fit  of 
economy  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment there  had  been  in  all  other  Eu- 
ropean countries  a  desire  to  increase  their 
naval  armament,  which  embodied  oon- 
sequent  expenditure.  We  are  told,  Mr. 
Courtney,  because  other  Powers  have 
increased  their  naval  strength,  it  was 
necessary  for  us  also  to  increase  oar 
expenditure  on  the  British  Navyi  and 
the  result  has  been  that  in  the  last  two 
^ears,  as  compared  with  the  preced- 
ing five  years,  we  have  spent  nearly 
£8,250,000  above  the  average  expendi- 
ture of  the  preceding  five  years.  Now, 
Sir,  I  understand  that  has  been  done 
to  make  our  fighting  power  equal  to 
the  combined  fighting  power  of  three 
States  of  Europe.  Mr.  Courtney,  what 
I  have  to  say  is  this — that  in  all  proba- 
bility we  shall  continue  this  same  policy. 
We  may,  from  time  to  time,  intretefl* 
small  cheeeeparing  ewHMnuees  bMMNV 

Digitized  by  Google 


081 


iMABOHfii,  1887}         2^av!i  HittmaiM^ 


the  other  hand,   accordingly  aa  the 
Powers  in  Europe  see  our  expenditure 
rifling,  they  will  say  to  themselves, 
it  is  neoeeaary  to  increase  our  arma- 
ments, and  then  again,  beoanse  they 
hare  increased  their  armaments;  we 
shall  be  told  it  will  be  necessary  for  us 
to  strengthen  our  Navy  in  proportion. 
We  have  been  doing  all  we  oonld  of 
late  years  to  strengthen  our  ships,  and 
to  make  heavy  oidnance.     The  other 
nations  in  Europe  have  been  compelled 
to  follow  our  example,  and  the  con- 
sequence has  been  a  rivalry  between  the 
different  States  in  Europe  in  regard 
both  to  their  Naval  and  Military  arma- 
ments, and  I  want  to  know  when  is  this 
to   cease  ?    Is  there  no  capacity  in 
British   statesmanBhip  —  is   there  no 
prospect  that  it  will  be  able  to  put  an 
end  to  this  increasing  rivalry  between 
foreign  Powers  and  ourselves  7   Are  we 
prepared  to  go  on  increasing  our  arma- 
ments aooordingly  as  the  Oontiaental 
Powers  inonase  theirs  P  If  we  are,  I 
can  only  say  the  result  will  be  that  it 
will  beoome  an  intoleraUe  burden  to 
this  nation.   I  for  one  moment  should 
very  much  like  to  imagine  that  there 
would  be  such  statesmanship  on  the  part 
of  the  Conservative  Admiuistration  as 
would  enable  them  to  put  an  end  to 
this  rivalry;  and  I  say  also  that  no 
Government  in  Europe  is  in  so  easy 
a  position  for  making  overtures  to 
foreign  nations  having  this  object  in 
view.    We  are  able  to  say  that  we  have 
a  fighting  capacity  equal  to  any  three 
Naval  Powers  on  the  Continent  com- 
bined, and  we  can  say  that  we  are 
willing  to  rest  upon  our  oars.  We 
could  make  rational  appeals  to  the  other 
Powers  in  Europe  to  cease  Uieir  rivalry 
before  it  is  too  late,  because,  I  insist, 
that  this  rivalry  cannot  go  on  without 
doing  an  enormous  amount  of  evlL  Let 
an  appeal  be  made  to  check  this  ex- 
penditure.  We  have  been  reminded  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to-night,  that  next  year's 
Estimates  have  been  prepared  with  such 
care  and  moderation  as  to  show  a 
decrease  of  nearly  £800,000.    That  may 
prove  to  be  so  or  not;  but  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  is  such  a 
thing — as  -we  imv    1^'  iiid  to  our  cost 
—lis    a    Suppltijieiitury  Vote,  and  it 
may  be  poAiible  that  in  the  spring  of 
sftxt  yww  w»        *<P       'i.uig  of 


promises  of  this  kind  as  of  very  much 
value  until  the  year's  expenditure  has 
been  got  through,  and  we  find  ourselvea 
not  burdened  with  Supplementary  Votes. 
When  an  appeal  was  made  in  the  year 
1885-6  for  a  very  large  amount  of 
money,  it  was  based  on  the  ground  that 
the  British  Navy  had  fallen  below  its 
proper  strength ;  and  that  an  extra* 
ordinary  expenditure  would  be  necessary 
for  a  year  or  two,  in  order  to  make  it 
efficient,  and  e<][nal  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  nation.  We  are  assured 
now  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
that  we  are  really  in  a  strong  position, 
and  able  to  grapple  with  any  three 
Powers  of  Europe.  I,  therefore,  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  know  why  they  do 
not  now  cut  down  their  Estimates  to  Ae 
normal  expenditure  of  1884.  If  we  are 
in  such  a  strong  position,  why  not  im- 
mediately drop  back  to  the  ordinary 
Estimates  which  satisfied  both  sides  of 
the  House  beEore  1885  ?  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  decrease  of  £800,000  is 
totally  inadequate  to  what  we  have  a 
right  to  expect ;  and  I  would  urge  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellur 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)— from 
whom  no  doubt  we  shall  have  a  flattering 
Budget  in  due  course — that  if  he  exer- 
cised the  infiuence  in  his  power,  he 
could  put  a  stop  to  this  continually  in- 
creasing expenditure  on  our  Navy  to 
Army ;  and  he  could  compel  the 
spending  Departments  of  the  State  to 
use  much  greater  economy  than  they 
have  done  in  the  past.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  we  are  now  at  peace 
with  all  the  world,  with  perhaps  the 
exception  of  Burmah,  where,  however, 
we  are  told,  afEairs  are  rapidly  becoming 
quiet.  What  then,  I  would  venture  to 
ask,  is  the  use  of  keeping  up  the 
armaments  of  this  countiy  at  their 
present  extravagant  level  r  I  shall 
never  cease.  Sir,  as  long  as  I  have  the 
bonourofsittiDgittthiB  House  to  protest 
sgainst  this  waste  of  the  people's  wealth. 
This  country  to  my  mind  nas  not  put 
itself  in  any  more  secure  position  now 
than  it  was  in  the  past,  although  we 
have  spent  so  much  more  money.  We 
are  told  that  there  is  a  most  necessary 
expenditure  to  be  incurred  tn  regard  to 
our  coaling  stations,  but  that  has  not 
yet  been  provided  for ;  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  due  course  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  will  And  that  he  has 
pressuze  bvoa^i  \b  bear  upon  him  to 
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induce  him  to  indulge  in  that  outlay. ' 
We  also  hare  it  intimated  to  us  by  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford),  that  the  Goremment  are  building 
a  number  of  small  Teasels ;  and  in  view 
of  this  I  must  offer  my  earnest  protest 
against  the  expenditure  which  is  being 
incurred,  and  which  the  GtoTemment  are 
attemptiog  to  jostify  on  the  ground 
that  in  no  other  way  can  we  place  our- 
Belres  in  a  pomtion  to  escape  from  oar 
diffioultieB. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  I  had  hoped,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  wa 
should  hare  been  relieved  at  this  late 
hour  from  the  necessity  of  discussing 
those  Estimates.  I  must  say  tiiat  I  am 
alarmed  at  the  ever-increasiDg  expendi- 
ture of  this  country ;  and  I  am  prepared 
to  say  that  I  think  the  greatest  damage 
to  the  Empire  is  to  be  found  in  her 
extravagant  naval  expenditure.  I  think, 
Sir,  that  the  state  of  trade  and  of 
industry  should  prevent  the  Qovemment 
from  placing  their  names  to  the  very 
extravagant  items  indicated  in  this  Tote ; 
and  I  must  add  my  belief  that  if  we 
listened  to  the  advice  of  the  Admirals, 
and  of  the  G^eral  Offioers,  who  happen 
to  be  Members  of  this  House,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  supposed  necessary  ezpondi- 
tuze  of  this  country  upon  the  two  Ser- 
vices, we  should  find  that  we  had  landed 
this  country  very  quickly  into  an  ex- 
ceedingly serious  position.  Z  noticed, 
in  connection  with  this  discussion,  three 
points  which  are  worthy  of  attrition ; 
but,  before  I  deal  with  them,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  think,  after  the  enor- 
mous amounts  we  have  already  s^ent 
upon  the  Navy  and  Army,  it  is  insulting, 
on  the  part  of  the  Admirals  and  Gene- 
rals, to  come  here  and  tell  us  that  all  our 
money  has  been  thrown  away,  and  that 
we  must  go  in  for  ire^  expenditure. 
Why,  Sir,  my  reply  to  them  would  be 
that,  if  the  money  has  been  thrown 
away  in  the  past,  it  has  been  bo  ex- 
pended on  the  advice  of  hon.  Members 
of  tiidr  class,  and  there  vonld  be  every 
reastm.  Ux  the  bc^ef  that  again  to  follow 
XtaeUx  advice  woidd  romlt  in  another  use- 
less outlay.  I  denre  to  express  the 
earnest  protest  of  my  constituents  against 
the  ever-growing  expenditure,  and  the 
continual  increase  of  the  Votes ;  and  I 
did  hope  that  the  lesson  taught  us  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor  South 
Faddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohmohill) 

Mr,2Uiii§mr8k 


would  not  have  been  lost  upon  the  Go- 
vernment.   I  had  hoped  t^at  he  had 
sufficient  influence  with  the  Government 
to  induce  them  to  listen  to  something;  in 
the  shape  of  economical  proposals ;  and 
if  that  had  not  acted  as  an  inducement 
to  them,  I  had  hoped  that  their  pro- 
fessions before  the  country  a  few  months 
since  would  have  led  them  to  put  before 
tts  Estimates  of  a  very  modest  and  eco- 
nomical character.     Bat,  Sir,  I  am 
a&aid  that  official  lite  is  fatal  to  eco- 
nomy; for  tiiie  moment  a  man  is  ap- 
pointed a  Member  of  the  QovOToment, 
he  seems  to  lend  himself  to  the  greatest 
amount  of  expenditure  possible.   I  ven- 
ture to  give  just  one  note  of  warning. 
If  this  increasing  expenditure  is  u-  I 
lowed  to  go  on,  you  may  depend  upon  it  I 
that  in  future  the  burden  will  fall,  not 
upon  labour,  but  upon  property ;  and 
Members  in  this  House  who  may  be 
said  to  represent  the  propertied  classes  | 
would  do  well  not  to  lose  sight  of  this 
fact.    I  had  hoped  that  the  professions  / 
of  the  Tory  Party  would  have  induced  1 
them  to  try  and  rival  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  in  economy.  I 
am  afraid  we  are  doomed  to  disappoint- 
ment.   There  is  only  <Hie  otlur  argu- 
ment that  I  wanted  to  use ;  and  m  rwa- 
tion  to  that  I  may  say  that  my  own 
impression  is  that  the  great  battle  of  Uie 
future  will  be  fought  between  this  coun- 
try and  America,  and  that  the  object  of 
tlmt  battle  will  be  to  secure  supremacy 
in  the  commerce  of  the  world.  Now, 
Sir,  I  would  remind  you  that  America  is 
fast  paying  o£f  her  National  Debt.  She 
is  paying,  at  least,  £30,000,000  a-year; 
and  when  the  day  of  competition  comee, 
this  country  will  enter  upon  the  contest 
handicapped  to  such  an  extent  by  hor 
National  Debt  that  I  am  a&aid  ahe  will 
be  over-weighted ;  and  I,  therefore, 
warn  the  Qovonment  and  this  House 
against  entering  upon  a  line  of  extra-  i 
vagance  which  must  have  such  disas-  \ 
troas  resolts  in  the  fature.  I  am  cratun  j 
of  one  thing,  and  that  is  that  the  rate-  ' 
payers  uid  tiie  taxpaym,  the  men  who 
form  the  indostrial  part  of  this  great 
nation,  have  a  right  to  a  voice  in  this 
matter.  They  feu  the  burden  and  the 
pressure  of  this  taxation,  and  their 
voice,  at  any  rate,  is,  and  ought  to  be, 
lifted  up  in  protest  against  the  ntrava- 
gant  Estimates. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETT  (Donejfal,  N.): 
£a  looking  through  the  Estiniatei^  I 
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notice,  in  legaid  to  tiie  item  for  victoal* 
Ung,  that  the  amount  is,  at  least,  25  per 
cent  more  per  man  than  it  was  in  1878-9, 
although,  smoe  that  time,  provisions  have 
&llen  in  price  to  the  extent  of,  at  least, 
30  per  cent.  This,  I  tbiak,  is  one  of  the 
matters  Thioh  oaght  to  be  discussed  in 
connection  with  these  Estimates.  To 
my  mind,  it  is  of  far  more  importance 
than  the  proposed  expenditure  on  our 
coaling;  stations.  I  would  urge  upon 
the  A^iralty  the  desirability  of  send- 
ing the  Fleet  more  often  to  Ireland. 
There  we  have  splendid  anchorage  for 
vessels,  with  admirable  facilities  for 
naval  manoeuvres,  and;  at  the  same 
time,  provieions  can  be  purchased,  at 
least,  25  to  30  per  cent  (Reaper  than  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world ;  and,  there- 
fore, while  the  ships  would  be  in  a 
healthy  oUmate,  the  op^ortanities  for 
practice  and  naval  evdlntionB  would  be 
nnosnally  good,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
economy  would  be  promoted  in  the  ex- 
penditure in  victnalung  the  Fleet.  Atone 
time  the  fleet  was  more  often  seen  off  the 
coast  of  Ireland.  It  only  wanted  some 
of  the  old  Conservative  Irish  Members 
to  make  representations  at  the  Admi- 
ralty to  induce  them  to  send  the  vessels 
there.  Of  late  years,  however,  they  have 
not  been  sent  tiiere ;  and  I  would  espe- 
cially call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — who 
has  not  a  little  connection  with  a  part  of 
Ireland— to  the  desirability  of  making 
nae  of  the  excellent  harbours  to  be  found 
there  for  naval  purposes. 

]lB.FLYNir(Oork,  NO:  On  a  recent 
occasion  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
Sat  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Oork  was 
very  anxious,  with  his  OolleMfues,  to 
hring  under  the  notice  of  this  House  the 
question  of  the  Haulbowline  Dockyard; 
but  before  he  could  bring  it  on,  many 
hours  were  spent,  and  pemaps  properly 
so,  by  hon.  and  gallant  Q^tlemen  in 
discussing  the  general  question  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy,  and  it  was  conse- 
quently impossible  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  House  at  a  perira.  at  which  it 
could  he  adequately  discussed.  We  de- 
aired  to  raise  the  question  relating  to 
this  dockyard  as  a  matter  of  economy, 
because  if  tiie  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  carried  out  as  announced  last 
Tldacsday  by  the  First  liOrd  of  theAd- 
ntinlty,  the  entire  snm  which  had  been 
sp^tnpon  the  place  wouMli^  uttorlv  \'*fX 
to 0k« (smntry,  wtd  Uini*'  '  ♦ 
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yard  would  remain  a  muddy  monument 
to  the  gross  incon^etenqy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Naval  Administration.  Twenty- 
two  years  ago  this  sabjeet  was  brought 
before  this  House.  It  was  itttnided  to 
spend  a  sum  amounting  to  something 
over  £500,000  in  the  erection  of  a  suit- 
able dockyard  at  Queenetown,  where 
the  largest  ships  of  the  Navy  could,  if 
necessary,  be  repaired ;  but  now,  when 
much  of  the  work  has  been  done,  the 
plan  has  been  altered,  the  Dockyard 
has  been  shortened  by  something  like 
70  feet,  and,  if  completed  as  proposed, 
it  will  be  utterly  useless  for  the  puroose 
for  which  it  was  originally  intenaed.  I 
regret,  Sir,  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  not  in 
his  place  to  give  us  some  more  explidt 
declarations  of  the  intentions  of  the  QtO- 
vemment  in  regard  to  this  matter.  A 
deputaticm  from  the  district  waited  upon 
him  12  months  ago,  and  in  compliance 
with  their  urgent  request  he  consented 
to  retain  upon  the  works  a  number  of 
unskilled  workmen  who  were  at  that 
time  threatened  with  dismissal.  We 
daim  now  not  merely  their  exemption 
from  dismissal,  but  we  claim  also  for 
them  work,  on  the  ground  that  Ireland 
is  entitled  to  a  legitimate  share  of  the 
Imperial  expenditure  of  this  country  on 
the  Navy ;  and  I  do  think  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  a  legitimate 
grievance,  especially  those  residing  in 
the  immediate  locality  of  this  Dockyard, 
in  the  fact  that  a  large  amount  of  money 
has  been  spent  up  to  a  certain  point ;  and 
that  money  is  to  be  allowed  to  remain 
unproductive  and  useless  for  all  purposes 
except  as  constituting  a  monument  of 
gross  blundering  on  the  part  of  tho 
Naval  Administration.  The  case  as  it  at 
present  stands  is  this — that  £500,000 
has  been  spent  for  making  a  Dockyard ; 
but,  if  the  work  be  discontinued  now, 
there  will  be  a  dock  too  short  and  quite 
unfitted  for  the  purpose  originally  de- 
signed. On  the  first  occasion  when 
that  matter  was  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment, it  was  pointed  out  by  Mr.  J.  F. 
Maguire,  who  was  then  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Cork,  that  the  Harbour  of 
Queenetown  was  peculiarly  well-suited 
for  the  establishment  of  a  Dockyard, 
and  that  for  many  reasons.  So  strong 
were  his  urgomeBti^  and.  K  powerfully 
did  they  appeal  tpthe  Naral  Authorities 
of  th?  day,  1M  hll^  JVOPSOMl^tionB 
'ttojo  adopted.  A  Stf^iSil  Vtl  issued 
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stating  that,  in  the  opinioa  of  the  Navid 
Authorities,  Queenstown  was  admirablj 
situated  as  a  harbour  of  re^ge  for  Her 
Majesty's  Fleet,  and  that  in  this  har- 
bour it  was  eminently  desirable  that  a 
Dockyard  should  be  created,  in  which 
vessels  of  war  could  be  properly  re- 
paired. Yet,  at  the  present  moment,  if 
storm  or  any  disaster  overtook  a  vessel 
of  the  Fleet  off  the  coast,  she  could 
not  be  repaired  at  Queenstown.  We 
had  a  recent  io&tance.  The  BelUitU, 
upon  which  it  was  found  necessary  to 
expend  £30,000  or  £40,000,  instead  of 
being  towed  to  Queenstown,  as  she 
would  have  been  had  this  Dockyard  ex- 
penditure been  properly  directed  in  the 
past,  she  was  taken  to  Chatham,  or 
Devonport,  or  some  other  Yard.  We 
contend  that  these  are  matters  well 
worth  the  consideration  of  the  Oom- 
mittee.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cork  was  a  little  too 
easy  and  somewhat  lavish  in  the  praise 
he  awarded  the  noble  Lord  on  this 
Dockyard  question.  I  maiotain  we  are 
fairly  and  fully  entitled  to  a  reasonable 
and  proportionate  amount  of  expendi- 
ture for  Dockyard  purposes ;  and  it  is 
impossible  that  we  can  have  this  in 
future,  unless  Her  Majesty's  GKivern- 
ment  reconsider  the  determination  which 
apparently  they  have  come  to.  Well 
acquainted  as  I  am  with  the  harbour, 
knowing  how  far  the  work  has  pro- 
gressed, and  what  a  serious  disappoint- 
ment it  is  to  many  who  take  the  deepest 
interest  in  the  aubject,  and  who  ex- 
pected by  this  time  that  anbstantial  pro- 
gress would  be  made — shall  take  every 
opportunity  that  is  offered  in  the  House 
of  oringing  this  question  forward.  My 
Colleagues  who  represent  neighbouring 
constituencies  are  actuated  by  similar 
motives ;  but  I  hope  it  will  not  be  neces- 
sary for  us  to  use  pressure  upon  the 
Naval  Authorities  with  regard  to  this 
most  important  matter,  and  whidi 
affords  a  flagrant  example  of  that  blun- 
dering which  has  come  to  be  regarded 
as  inseparably  connected  with  the  great 
spending  Departments. 

De.  CAMERON  (Gksgow,  CoUege): 
The  Motion  to  report  Progress  was 
moved  in  order  to  afford  the  Qovernment 
the  opportunity  of  saying  what  they 
intenoed  to  do.  It  must  be  pretty  evi- 
dent to  anyone  who  has  listened  to  the 
debate  for  the  last  two  hours,  discursive 
though  it  hat  bewii  that  it  haa  tanged 


over  a  considerable  number  of  new 
topics,  and  that  it  has  not  l>eeiL  alto- 
gether unconnected  with  the  possibility 
of  another  Vote  being  taken  subse- 
quently. Now,  I  must  certainly  s&y 
tha  my  hon.  Friends  who  have  fdt  it 
necessary  to  object  to  going  on  with  the 
Vote  on  Account  of  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, seem  to  have  reasons  on  their  side 
which  are  every  moment  increasing.  I 
am  informed  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ad- 
mitted diat  it  was  not  absolutely  nece^ 
sary  to  go  on  with  the  Civil  Service  Tots 
on  Account.  Various  methods  wers 
pointed  out  whereby  all  that  ia  legsUy 
necessary  may  be  complied  with.  Na- 
turally, the  Government  desire  to  get 
their  Vote  to-night ;  but  there  haa  bMn 
much  time  lost  in  the  attempt;  and, 
sarely,  they  will  not,  after  2  o'clock, 
ask  us  to  vote  away  £3,500,000,  and  oa 
a  Vote  that  embraces  a  number  of  topics 
upon  which  discussion  is  certain  to  be 
raised.  I  shall  now  propose,  Sir,  that 
you  leave  the  Chair.  Of  course,  if  the 
Civil  Service  Vote  is  to  be  gone  on  with, 
we  must  stay  and  attend  to  matters  in 
which  we  are  interested ;  but,  surely, 
the  Government  will  not  ask  us  to  take 
this  enormous  Vote  at  such  an  hour. 
Therefore,  to  give  the  Government  the 
opportunity  of  making  an  explana- 
tion, I  now  more  that  you  leave  the 
Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i)r.  Cameron.) 

Thb  SEOBKTABY  to  the  TBGA- 
ST7BY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
Government  if  we  do  not  get  on  with 
Business.  I  believe,  as  for  as  I  am 
able  to  judge,  that  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  we  should  take  the  Vote  which 
has  been  under  discussion  so  long.  I 
want  also  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  reference  to  what  he  appears  to 
believe  is  an  unreasonable  hour  to  take 
the  Tote,  that  it  must  be  taken  to-night; 
because,  although  it  has  been  mentioned 
that  on  one  occasion  it  was  taken  on  the 
24th  March,  it  was  then,  aa  has  been 
explained,  inserted  at  a  later  atage 
the  Ways  and  Meaas  Bill ;  and  unless 
the  Tote  is  taken  to-night,  it  cannot  he 
taken  on  the  24th  (Thursday).  We 
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oonld  not  take  it  ontil  FHday;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  absolutely  neoeasary  it 
should  be  taken  to-night.  I  am  sure 
hon.  Members  are  not  aware,  or  they 
would  not  hare  expressed  so  much 
aurprise,  that  in  1882,  thia  Vote  on  Aa- 
oomitwai  oommenoed  at  1.45;  ia  188S 
U  was  commenced  at  1  o*clo6k ;  in  1884 
it  was  oommenoed  at  2  o'dock ;  in  1886 
the  Vote  on  Account  was  oommenoed  at 
4  o'clock ;  and  last  year  it  was  oom- 
menoed at  1.30,  and  finished  at  3  o'clock. 
I  think,  therefore,  there  is  nothing  un- 
usual so  far  as  precedent  is  concerned. 
There  is  nothing  unreasonable  in  the 
Qoveroment  asking  that  the  Yote  should 
be  taken  under  t£e  circumstances,  and 
no  single  Member  of  the  Committee 
will  lose  the  opprartanity  of  criticizing 
any  single  Vote  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  Supply,  nor  will  any  Member  lose 
the  opportunity  of  raising  a  discussion 
on  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for  the 
Speaker  leaving  the  Ohair. 

Mb.  DILLON:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  used  an  argument  of  some  foroe; 
but  he  leaves  out  of  view  altogethw  the 
fact  that  there  are  oircumstacoes  at  the 
present  time  that  render  it  absolutely 
essential  that  there  must  be  a  prolonged 
discussion  on  this  Vote.  Of  coarse,  the 
Government  are  masters  of  the  arrange- 
ment of  Business;  and  if  they  do  not 
choose  to  afford  a  more  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity, we  must  discuss  it  at  this  time  of 
night.  It  is  all  very  well  to  tell  us  that 
no  Member  parts  with  any  privilege  by 
allowing  this  Yote  to  pass.  It  may  be 
perfectly  true  that  in  the  past  year,  or 
the  year  before,  it  was  not  neoeesary  to 
chaUMige  and  persist  in  a  discussion  of 
a  Vote  of  this  kind ;  but  Uiat  is  no 
argnment  that  it  is  not  necessary  this 
year.  Whatever  the  circumstances  were 
in  the  yeara  alluded  to,  they  are  now 
Buoh  that  it  ia  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion that  the  Vote  should  wn  without 
considerable  discussion.  English  or 
Scotch  Members  may  not  be  in  a  position 
to  discuss  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 
I  leave  them  to  judge  of  that;  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  we  avail  ourselves 
of  a  privilege  with  which  we  have  not 
the  slightest  intention  to  part.  If  we 
allowed  this  Vote  to  go  without  discus- 
Bi<w,  we  shall  not  have  another  op|K}r- 
tunity  until  May  of  raiung  questions 
that  are  ecmmlaing  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
■eat  mommit — questions  that  can  and 
vill  be  ruaed  on  thia  Tote,  no  matter 


what  is  Mad  by  the  Government,  no 
matter  how  inconvenient  it  may  be  for 
the  Committee.  Measures  of  vast  im- 
portance may  be  passed ;  while,  by  the 

Satent  plan  brotj^ht  to  perfection  by 
[embers  of  the  Tory  Party  within  the 
last  few  weeks,  every  discussion  on 

Suestions  of  importance  to  us  can  be 
locked  by  bogus  Notices  on  the  Notice 
Paper  never  intended  to  be  brought  to 
discussion.  I  allude  to  this  practice,  so 
unworthy  of  Members  of  the  House,  as 
an  additional  reason  why  we  shall  insist 
on  a  fair  discussion  of  this  Vote  on 
Acoount.  I  ask  this  question — if  these 
Votes  are  to  be  passed ;  if  it  is  con- 
sidered necessary,  or  essential,  to  pass 
these  Votes  without  discussion — why  is 
it  not  the  Bule  of  the  House  ?  Why  are 
the  Government  and  the  Committee 
obliged  to  admit  discussion  7  la  it  not 
because,  as  we  all  know,  that  the  prin- 
ciple is  that  circumstances  may  arise 
that  will  challenge  discussion,  perhaps  a 
prolonged  discussion,  and  in  relation  to 
matters  that  ought  to  have  a  prolonged 
discussion  ?  Oironmstancei  in  the  coun- 
try, or  ciroumstatices  connected  with  the 
Service,  may  arise  that  cause  the  Vote  to 
be  challenged  at  length.  This  has  hap- 
pened in  the  present  case.  Circum- 
stances  are  going  on  iu  Ireland  in  con- 
nection with  a  Service  for  which  we  are 
asked  to  provide  a  large  sum  of  money, 
and  it  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  we 
should  allow  this  Vote  to  pass.  No 
matter,  if  there  are  half-a-dozen  Votes 
on  Account,  we  challenge  each  one  so 
long  as  things  are  conducted  in  Ireland 
as  they  are  now.  I  say  this  iu  support 
of  the  Motion  for  adjournment.  If  the 
Government  oonsidered  this  Vote  was 
absolutely  necessary  to-night,  they  ought 
to  have  put  it  down  before  the  Navy 
Vote,  and  then  we  oould  have  debated 
it ;  and,  eudy  or  late,  the  debate  might 
have  been  dosed.  Ton  have  gained 
nothing  by  your  conduct  iu  regard  to 
this  Vote,  though  you  may  think  it  a 
gain  to  have  choked  off  a  certain  number 
of  gallant  Gentlemen  who  desired  to 
discuss  naval  matters.  As  I  have  said 
already,  it  is  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion that  this  Vote  can  be  taken  without 
considerable  diaouasion;  you  must  ex- 
pect this  when  you  ask  us  to  provide 
money  for  the  Bankruptcy  Court  and 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  and  you  might 
have  taken  the  discussion  at  a  more 
reascmaUe  hoar. 


Digitized  by 


991  Supply— 


{OOMUONS}  Mvy  £»Hmaiet. 


Mr.  LABOUOHEKE  :  The  Secretaiy 
for  the  TreasoTy  always  tells  us  that 
money  must  be  taken  by  a  certain  day. 
Sir,I  am  onriooa  toknow  what  wouldhap- 
penif tbemoney werenottaken.  Myown 
impression  is,  tiiat  the  world  would  wag 
on  Tery  much  as  it  did  before.  What 
terrible  xnroamstanoes  would  take  place 
if  this  money  were  not  taken  to<day  ? 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  has 
pointed  oat,  this  trouble  has  arisen  en- 
tirely from  the  Gh)Temment  arrange- 
ment of  business.  [  C^t  of  "  No,  no ! "] 
I  say  it  has  arisen  entirely  from  the 
aoticm  of  theGovemment,  and  if  an  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  otherwise,  let  him 
put  his  thought  into  speech.  Why, 
when  there  were  only  two  Votes  to  take, 
was  the  Navy  Vote  put  first  ?  It  was 
not  necessary,  because  the  GoTemment 
offered  to  wiUidraw  it.  If  you  had  com- 
menced discussion  with  the  Vote  on 
Account,  ^ou  could  have  said  to  the  gal- 
lant Admiral,  "We  will  have  your  dis- 
cussion at  another  time."  Tery  valuable 
suggestions  were  no  doubt  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman ;  and  then 
when  your  own  foUowers,  naval  Gentle- 
men, have  been  disooBsing  naval  matters 
up  to  a  late  hour,  you  ctnnplain  that  we 
on  this  side  axe  anxious  to  bring  forward 
certain  economical  matters  connected 
widi  the  Navy,  and  you  vont  to  bnrke 
discussion  on  the  part  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers by  bringing  forward  this  Tote  on 
Account  at  huf-post  2.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  tilie  Trea- 
sury appeals  to  precedents  of  the  last 
few  years,  and  that  only  proves  to  me 
our  sacred  duty  to  hold  fast  to  our  privi- 
leges, and  not  to  add  one  more  to  these 
evil  precedents.  No  one  can  deny  for 
a  moment  that  this  Tote  on  Account  is 
worthy  of  discussion  at  a  reasonable 
hour.  Tery  frequently  there  are  com- 
plaints of  our  discussions  being  carried  to 
a  great  length ;  but  nothing  of  the  kind 
can  be  said  of  this  Tote  on  Account,  for 
discussion  has  not  commenced.  If  the 
committee  like  to  go  on  I  am  prepared. 
I  have  the  Estimates  here,  ana  I  judge 
from  them  that  I  shall  nave  to  speak 
some  30  times,  and  I  estimate  wati 
shall  have  to  more  about  20  Amend- 
ments; but  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  re- 
main here.   

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  After  the  speech 
we  have  just  heard,  everyone  must  see 
that  it  is  the  boonden  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  proceed  with  the  Estimatee. 


What  would  be  the  use  of  postponing 
them,  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity 
for  an  Irish  discussion,  when  we  hear 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  it  is  his  intention  to  make  80 
speeches,  andmove  20  Amendments.  The 
hon.  Member  is  indifferent  whether  the 
money  is  voted  or  not,  and  he  wishes  to 
know  what  would  happen  if  the  money 
were  not  voted.  The  eCTeot  would  be  that 
the  finandal  arrangements  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  serioQsly  embarrassed, 
and  we  have  no  resource  but  to  proceed. 
I  can  quite  understand  the  views  of  hon. 
Membws,  who  eajr  thrae  ore  important 
matters  in  connection  vil^  Ireland  to  be 
discussed;  bnt  how  do  we  know  that 
any  particular  Irish  Qaestion  will  come 
on  when  we  are  to  have  80  speeches  from 
the  hon.  Member?  We  should  probably 
come  to  the  Tote  on  Account,  if  pro- 
ceedings were  to  be  conducted  in  the 
manner  indicated  in  the  course  of  weeks, 
not  days.  Therefore,  though  it  must  be 
most  inconvenient  to  any  Member  of  the 
Oommittee,  there  is  nothing  for  it  bat 
to  proceed  and  listen  with  patience  to 
Bucn  matters  of  importance  as  may  be 
brought  before  ns.  I  only  hope  tiiat 
hon.  Members  opposite  will,  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  Tote  on  Account,  go 
at  once  to  the  more  important  mattm 
they  desire  to  bring  forward,  not  wasting 
time  upon  minor  detuls. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  even  if  we 
did  get  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  our 
questions,  what  guarantee  would  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
have  that  he  would  obtain  time  for  ue 
adequate  discussion  of  the  important 
sabjects  to  which  he  has  referred.  Well, 
of  course,  it  would  be  diffioalt  to  obtain 
that  ^arantee  in  favour  of  the  matters 
he  thmks  it  due  to  his  countrymen  to 
bring  forward.  But  the  languageof  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
shows  that  he  feels  the  inconsistency  of 
the  position  of  the  Government.  He 
tells  us  that  some  years  ago  when  a 
Tote  on  Aeoonnt  was  taken,  it  woe  pro- 
posed at  half-past  1  utd  tHUsed  at  2. 
Ihiat  is  perfectly  true;  but  it  on^  ahowa 
how  diiforently  things  were  rituoled 
tiien. 

OoLoHXL  NOLAN :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohonoellor  of  Uie  Exche- 
quer, in  reference  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  {Mr.  Laboa- 
chere)  speaks  of  the  20  Amendmenta  «a 


Digitized  by 


993  Supply — 

if  they  were  20  crimes;  but  my  hoD. 
Friend  would  only  be  doing  what  he  is 
inthehabit  of  doing.  Let  hon.  Members 
recollect  that  last  ^ear  my  hon.  Friend 
moved  the  reduction  of  a  Vote  and 
carried  his  Amendment.  It  was  a 
friendly  Government  then  in  Office,  and 
it  had  not  to  go  out;  but  it  may  be 
expected  the  present  Gbveroment  would 
go  out  if  they  were  defeated.  How- 
ever, we  are  in  no  hurry  to  get  through 
the  discussion ;  there  are  items  we  would 
prefer  to  have  debated  to-morrow  morn- 
ing when  Kepresentattves  of  the  Press 
will  be  present.  We  are  standing  upon 
Oonstitutional  grounds;  you  are  not  when 
you  attempt  to  shout  us  down  or  vote  us 
down  in  suenoe  in  the  early  hours  of  the 
morning.  The  Secretaiy  to  the  Trea- 
sury says  that  for  years  this  Vote  has 
been  passed  at  a  late  hour ;  but  what 
happened  ?  Did  not  the  Estimates  go 
up ;  did  not  these  very  CSvil  Service  Esti- 
mates inorease,  because  we  did  not  dis- 
cuss them  ?  Well,  we  are  not  doing  that 
now.  What  is  the  use  of  sacrificing  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  altar 
of  economy  if  we  are  to  vote  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  when  there  is  no 
Press  to  record  the  names  of  Members 
who  are  in  sympathy  with  ns?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  like  the 
beggar  in  Oil  Blat  on  a  lai^e  scale.  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  yield,  but 
should  proceed  calmly  to  debate  the 
Naval  Intimates  until  the  Press  return, 
and  we  shall  be  well  reported  at  7  in 
the  morning.  If  the  pe(^)le  of  this 
country  knew  that  we  wanted  so  nncon- 
atitutionally  to  pass  the  Estimates  at 
this  late  hour,  when  Members  are  too 
tired  to  discuss  and  criticize  the  items 
efficiently,  they  would  make  themselves 
heard  in  such  a  way  that  we  should 
aooa  have  to  do  something  in  order 
to  keep  down  this  dreadful  extrava- 
gance. 

Me.  J.  O'OONNOB  (Tipperaiy,  8.) : 
I  desire,  Sir,  to  support  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  and  I  do  so  as  one  who 
has  a  few  small  grievances  to  bring  for- 
ward during  the  discussion  on  the  Navy 
Eetimates.  I  protest  against  the  way 
in  which  Business  is  being  rushed 
tlirou^h  at  this  hour.  The  grievances 
of  which  I  have  to  complain  being  of 
comparativdy  and  apparently  small  im- 
|K)rtance,  I  nave  abstained  from  bring- 
ing them  forward  hitherto ;  but  I  do  not 
see  that  I  should  lose  any  c^portunity 
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of  making  them  known.  Whilst  hon 
and  gallant  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way were  disoussing  matters  of  navul 
interest  I  refrained  iVom  interfering 
with  my  complaints,  because  I  knew 
they  wished  to  give  the  Committee  the 
benefit  of  their  experience  and  special 
knowledge,  and  to  bring  under  notice 
items  of  technical  importance;  but  I  did 
not  expect  that  facilities  for  discussing 
grievances  would  have  been  curtailed  or 
cut  off.  I  repeat  that,  though  the  par- 
ticular grievances  against  which  I  take 
exception  are  small,  I  protest  against 
being  compelled  at  this  hour  of  the 
morning  to  proceed  with  them.  For  it 
is  of  the  highest  importance  to  our  con- 
stituencies that  the  grievances  which 
specifically  affect  them  should  be  ade* 
quately  inquired  into  and  made  gene- 
rally known.  Tet,  owing  to  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  we  must  mil  to  get  pub- 
Udty  in  the  Ptess,  and  accordingly  the 
views  of  onr  constituencies  cannot  get 
ventilated.  I  consider  that  the  manoBUvre 
of  the  Government  this  evening  was  very 
unworthy  of  them.  Tbey  have  treated 
these  Estimates  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
force  andcompel  all  reasonable  Members 
of  the  Committee  to  accede,  if  possible, 
to  their  request  that  the  Vote  should  be 
taken ;  and  considering  the  public  duty 
that  hon.  Members  hiave  to  perform, 
considering  the  necessity  that  we  feel 
exists  for  the  adequate  discussion  of 
these  Estimates,  we  find  ourselves,  in 
fact,  reluctantly  obliged  to  refuse  the 
Government  that  whi^  they  desire.  Sir, 
I  also  believe  that  the  language  and 
tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gosohen)  towards  my  hon.  Friend  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  was  also  a  very  unworthy 
proceeding,  and  I  do  not  think  that  my 
words  are  at  all  too  strong  in  saying 
that,  for  if  we  are  to  take  our  cue  from 
the  words  and  manner  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  would  seem  quite  an  un- 
becoming thing  for  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  to  briog  forward  an  Amend- 
ment, or  to  make  a  Motion  during  the 
discussion  of  the  Estimates.  In  the 
most  emphatic  manner  possible  I  pro- 
test against  such  language,  and  against 
such  a  tone  towards  hon.  Members  when 
they  find  it  necessary  to  prolong  a  dis- 
cussion, in  order  to  oomplain  against  the 
treatment  of  those  who  nave  substantial 
grievances  to  bring  forward. 

3  K 
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Me.  JACKSON :  I  want  to  remove, 
so  far  as  I  cau,  the  impressions  formed 
from  oriticisms  which,  proceed  on  an 
incorrect  assumption.  Let  me  say 
that  nobody  ia  responsible  for  unworthy 
conduct  in  connection  with  the  placing 
of  that  Business  on  the  Paper  except 
myself.  I  entirely  accept  and  take  the 
whole  responsibility,  and  there  is  no 
attempt  to  do  otherwise.  I  placed  the 
Buaiuesa  of  the  House  on  the  Paper  in 
the  manner  in  whioh  it  stands,  in  dis- 
charge of  a  promise  made  by  the  Pirat 
Lord  of  the  Troasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
and  made  at  the  request  of  hon.  Mem- 
berson the othersideofthe House;  and, 
80  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  it  was  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  the  Vote 
on  Account,  which  is  so  necessary  to  be 
taken  to-night,  was  to  be  taken  subse- 
quently ;  and  this  was  made  last  Friday 
morning,  and  renewed  again  at  half -past 
4  o'clocE.  I  should  very  much  like  hon. 
Members  to  remember  that  if  there  is 
anyone  to  blame  I  am  entirely  to  blame 
in  this  matter. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  :  I  confess  I 
am  in  some  difficulty  in  understanding 
the  obserrations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  GK>schen).  He  rather 
gave  the  Committee  to  understand  that 
there  was  a  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  as  to  the 
procedure  on  tbe  Tote  on  Account,  in 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  senior  Member  fur  North- 
ampton (Mr.Labouohere).  As  I  under- 
stand, from  about  1 1  o  clock  to-night, 
the  Government  had  the  intention  to  force 
through  both  these  Votes ;  and  I  feel 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with^the  Government's  determination. 
I  admit  that  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  should  take  such  a  ground.  I 
asked  the  Question  of  the  Government 
whether  they  did  not  intend,  and  whether 
they  did  not  avow  that  intention,  to  take 
boui  these  Votes.  I  did  not  understand 
in  the  least  that  any  remarks  of  my  hon. 
Friend  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
anangementsof  tiiew}Temment;  and  I 
think  they  ought  to  tell  the  House  whe- 
ther it  was  or  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  force  through,  with- 
out discussion,  both  these  Votes.  There 
is  another  point  to  which  I  should  like  to 
oall  attention^  and  tbat  is  the  circumstance 


which  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  has  impressed 
upon  us — namely,  that  there  is  some 
actual  necessity  for  the  Vote  on  Account 
to  be  taken  to-night.  We  had  the  same 
point  urged  by  the  First  Lord  cf  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ;  but, 
though  precedent  completely  cuts  the 
ground  urom  under  his  feet,  X  wish  to 
state  that,  as  this  matter  appears  from 
this  side  of  the  House,  it  would  seem 
that  the  Government  is  of  opinion  that 
th^e  is  an  urgent  necessitj  that  this 
Vote  should  be  pushed  through  to-night, 
discussed  or  unconsidered,  on  the  score 
of  time.  Now,  I  submit  that  if  this 
House  is  driven  into  a  corner  like  this, 
it  is  the  Government  who  have  done  the 
damage,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  tbat  Go- 
vernment to  make  suchnecessary  changes 
and  arrangements  as  will  enable  the 
Vote  to  conform  with  the  law.  It  ie  not 
j  astifiable  on  the  part  Of  the  Government 
to  assume  that  in  the  case  of  the  Votes 
being  brought  forward  late  they  should 
be  allowed  to  pass  them  through  withont 
discussion.  It  is  surely  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  bring  in  the  Votes  at 
such  a  time  that  the  Committee  of  the 
House  may  not  be  deprived  of  a  reason- 
able opportunify  of  examining  and  dis- 
cussing them.  It  is  a  strange  doctrine 
to  promulgate  that  on  account  of  the 
way  in  which  the  GoTemment  has 
arranged  Public  Business  we  are  bound 
to  forego  discussion  of  important  mat- 
ters, in  order  to  suit  their  conrenienoe. 
Let  us  clearly  understand  that  hon. 
Members  from  all  parte  of  the  United 
Kingdom  regard  this  to  be  an  alto- 
gether abnormal  Session.  The  House 
has  been  almost  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  Qovemment.  Much  time  has 
been  spent  in  discussing  unnecessary 
changes  in  the  Procedure  of  the  House. 
This  having  been  done,  the  Government 
have  hinted  to  us  that  they  intend  to 
fully  monopolize  and  absorb  the  time  of 
the  private  Members,  on  tbe  jplea  that 
that  time  is  reqiured  for  special  Busi- 
ness. It  seems  to  me  that  hon.  Mem- 
hers  of  this  House,  though  they  may 
have  other  questions  to  consider,  would 
be  very  remiss  in  their  duty  if  they  did 
not  seize  the  only  opportunity  that  is 
given  for  discussing  questions  of  so  much 
importance  as  these.  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  House  that  a  very  fair 
and  reasonable  course  to  pursue  at  this 
time  of  ni^ht  would  be  tbat  i|  thero  is  a 


Digitized  by 


997  Supply^ 


{Kaboh  21,  1887}         2Tavy  Eitimatn.  698 


disposition  shown  to  let  this  Vote  pass 
at  a  conTenient  time,  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count should  be  postponed  until  Thurs- 
day next,  ID  order  that  hoo.  Members 
may  have  a  chance  of  discussinK  matters 
of  the  highest  importance.  The  main 
iray  in  which  the  constituencies  can  be 
informed  of  what  Business  is  passing  in 
the  House  is  through  the  Frovincial 
Press ;  and  if  discussion  on  this  matter 
is  prolonged,  a  great  deal  which  would 
hare  been  interesting  to  the  oountry  and 
to  the  Irish  constituencies  will  nerer 
reach  them.  I  submit  that  it  is  utterly 
tuureasonable  lliat  these  important  dis- 
casdons  should  go  on  between  the  hours 
of  3  and  8  o'clock  in  the  morning — un- 
reasonable to  Members  who  wish  to  take 
part  in  the  debates,  and  unreasonable 
to  the  constituencies  which  desire  to  see 
that  theirs  and  the  oountry 's  interests  have 
been  attended  to.  The  great  security 
vhich  Members  have  in  this  House  is 
not  the  weight  of  the  speaking  in  the 
House,  but  the  weight  of  public  opinion 
throughout  the  oountry.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  on  this  side, 
for  instance,  are  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  oTerwhelming  majority  of  public 
opinion  in  Ireland.  I  ask  and  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Gnan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  show  to  his 
Golleagaes  how  desirable  it  is  that  this 
Vote  on  Account  should  be  left  until 
Thursday  for  discussion.  I  grant  that 
if  the  matter  were  taken  up  again  on 
Thursday  the  Government  would  be  in 
a  position  to  request  to  allow  the  Vote 
to  pass  without  delay,  and  I  am  of 
opinion  that  such  a  request  would  be 
heeded.  I  feel  satisfied  that  this  appeal 
is  deserving  of  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  I  hope  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  see  their  way 
to  take  advantage  of  it.  If  it  were  ne- 
cessary to  my  case,  I  could  refer  to  the 
fact  that,  owing  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone],  it  so  happened 
that  these  Supplementary  Votes  were 
not  further  postponed ;  but  I  think,  on 
the  wh<de,  the  Government  should  give 
their  serious  consideration  to  the  sug- 
gestion, uid  they  will  find  that  they 
could  follow,  in  the  ciroomatanoeB,  no 
better  course. 

Db.  COjAHK  :  Might  I  point  out  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  that  it  was  on  Friday  morn- 
ing, between  the  hours  of  2  and  3 


o'clock,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  mentioned 
about  having  these  Votes  discussed  ?  A 
long  discussion  has  taken  place  on  a 
Vote  which  was  not  required,  and  after 
that  the  Government  asks  the  House  to 
begin  a  discussion  at  this  time  of  the 
morning  on  most  important  subjects, 
and  tells  hon.  Members  that  unless  they 
do  so  it  will  be  necessary  to  resort  to  an 
AU-night  Sitting.  Now,  that  is  a  course 
whichi  think  wiU  meet  with  very  little  ap- 
proval, and  it  seems  to  me  that  very  little 
regard  is  being  devoted  to  llie  interests 
of  the  constituencies,  and  more  espe- 
cially of  the  more  remote  portions  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  mi^t  be  allowed 
to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  there 
has  been  a  strong  growth  of  national 
life  in  Scotland  and  &eland,  and  also  in 
Wales.  [^Laughter.']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  laugh ;  but  I  am  only 
telling  what  is  a  very  patent  fact,  and 
one  which  they  would  d!o  well  to  recog- 
nize, for,  in  consequence  of  that  expanse 
of  nationality,  the  feelings  of  the  people 
have  been  affected  regarding  the  ancient 
Celtic, 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  remember  that  the  Motion 
before  the  House  is  that  I  "do  now 
leave  the  Chair." 

Db.  OLABE:  I  wished,  Sir,  to 
point  oat  that  the  reason  why  we  denre 
that  you  should  leave  the  Chair  is  that 
other  matters  should  be  discussed- 
matters  brought  forward  by  Scotch  and 
Welsh  Members,  and  of  thegreatest  im- 
portance to  the  Scotch  and  Welsh  people. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  I  feel 
sure,  will,  if  we  appeal  to  him,  in  order 
that  very  important  matters  may  come 
before  the  House,  withdraw  his  Motion 
regarding  the  Soyal  Palaces,  Parks,  and 
the  like,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  Scot- 
land and  WfJes  half  a  chance  of  making 
known  their  public  opinion  on  subjects 
chiefly  concerning  themselves. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen.  N.) :  loon- 
sider.  Sir,  that  no  olasa  of  Members  in 
this  Hoaae  have  more  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
when  matters  concerning  and  interesting 
to  that  class  are  for  discussion,  than  the 
Scotch  Members.  There  are  a  number 
of  Votes  of  a  contentious  character  which 
we  consider  that  it  is  our  duty  to  call 
attention  to  and  discuss.    Thus  there  ia 
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tiie  Vote  for  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
The  GoTeminent  recently  have  made 
arrangements  in  regard  to  that  Office  of 
the  most  uneatisfactory  character,  and 
of  such  a  character  as  demands  a  full 
discussion  in  this  House.    There  are, 
again,  matters  concerning  the  Fishery 
Board  of  Scotland  which  also  require 
ouetul  consideration;  and  I  could  go 
on  pointing  out  one  Vote  after  another 
upon  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Seotoh 
Members  to  express  the  ineonvenieuce 
to  which  the  people  of  Sootland  have 
bees  Buljected  by  the  action  and  con- 
duct of  the  Oovemment.  experience 
of  the  prefient  QoTemment  is  this— that 
when  there  is  an  opportunity  serioudy 
to  discuss  questions  affecting  Scotland 
we  ought  not  to  forego  that  opportunity, 
because  we  may  expect  no  consideration, 
no  mercy,  from  the  Ghovernment ;  for  if 
it  is  possihie  for  the  Government  to 
adopt  and  pursue  arraDgementa  which 
leave  no  facilities  for  the  consideration 
of  Scotch  affairs,  so  other  means  will  be 
provided  in  order  to  enable  Scotch  Mem- 
bers to  express  their  opinions  on  matters 
most  immediately  affecting  their  con- 
stituencies.  I  wish  to  say  that  if,  when 
we  come  to  questions  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  Scotland,  we 
are  asked  to  discuss  these  questions  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  that  is  a  pro- 
ceeding so  ansatisfaotoiy  to  the  people 
of  Scotland  that  it  will  open  their  eyes 
to  the  utter  hopelessness  of  carrying  on 
the  Business  of  Scotland  in  this  House. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
must  say  that  I  feel  distressed  when  I 
see  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Qoschen)  rising  in  his  place,  with 
his  face  denotiog  the  words  of  the  old 
song,  "  Home,SveetHome!" — and  this 
indicates  what  is  exactly  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  heart;  but,  unfortunately, 
owing  to  the  representations  and  remon- 
strances made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gaogway  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  he  seems  to  be  yielding  to  the 
policy  which  ia  imi^ed  in  the  words  of 
the  comic  song,  "We  won't  go  Home 
tiU  Homing." 

Snt  JAMES  M^GABEL  -  HOGG 
(Middlesex,  Homsey) :  I  should  like  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  what  comic  so^s  have  to 
do  with  the  Business  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  CHATHMAN  :  I  trust  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  more  respectful  to 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  ffwt$r 


Db.  TANNER:  I  will  refer,  Sir,  to 
DO  more  comic  songs.    But  really,  I 
think,  when  we  take  into  consideration 
all  the  various  remonstrances  which 
have  been  addressed  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  and  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen),  that  cer- 
tainly some  reasonableness  should  be 
shown,  and  the  request  made  for  oppn^ 
tunity  of  discussing  important  matters 
should  be  granted.    The  Vote  tmdn 
consideration  this  evening  is  one  whidi 
I  hope  to  say  a  few  wtnrdi  about  in 
oonneotion  munly  with  the  Uedioal 
Service  in  the  Navy.    In  that  Depart- 
ment there  is  a  highly  utasatiafamory 
condition  of  things ;  and  I  desire  to 
bring  attention  to  bear  in  debate  upon 
matters  of  great  grievance  in  regard  to 
the  various  schools  where  medicine  is  a 
subject  of  instruction.    I  suppose  the 
Government  is  acquainted  wiu  the  fact 
that  remonstrance  is  being  made  by  the 
Royal  College  of  Surgeons  in  Dublin ; 
and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give  them  some 
information  on  this  matter.  Another 
point  to  which  I  want  to  call  attention  it 
about  Haulbowline  Dockyard.  Now, 
these  are  two  veiy  important  points; 
and  I  think,  when  the  Goverunent  oon- 
sidersthem  earefully,  they  will  find  that 
it  is  not  ve^  right  to  adc  the  House  to 
go  on  at  this  hour  of  the  moraing,  in- 
stead of  ^Ting  an  opportoDity  for  de- 
liberate diseussioiu  oi  matters  of  griev- 
ance.  And  I  maintain  that  we  have  a 
right  to  expect  fair  treatment,  because  I 
presume  that  hon.  Members  are  sent  to 
this  House  to  represent  constituencies 
which  expect  that  they  will  BOO  how  the 
money  which  the  taxpayers  contribute 
is  spent.   That  being  so,  I  should  cer- 
tainly have  thought  that  there  would 
have  been  a  tone  of  moderation,  at  any 
rate,  assumed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  (Mr.  Gosohen),  in  acoordanoe  with 
the  usual  method  of  behaviour  which 
has  been  the  usage  and  custom  with 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  at  the 
head  of  affairs ;  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  hare  Tespeeted  the 
assurances  which  he  reosived  from  thia 
side  of  the  House — ^that  if  the  Supple- 
mentary Vote  were  taken  upon  Thurs- 
day the  debate  on  it  would  be  curtailed, 
so  far  as  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  were  concerned,  within  doe 
and  proper  limits. 
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Me.  LABOUCHEBE  :  When  the 
House  has  to  decide  whether  it  should 
proceed  to  disouss  reductions  of  the 
Estimates  or  Ooeroion  Bills,  I  think  that 
it  does  better  in  choosing  to  discuss  re- 
duotions  in  the  Estimates.  Therefore  I 
do  not  see  vhy,  when  a  seiiee  of  reduc- 
tions of  the  Estimates  are  propoaedi  bon. 
Gentlemen  ought  to  give  way  simply  in 
order  to  give  the  wnremment  gruter 
tame  far  their  onning  Ooeroion  Act.  As 
a  matter  of  fiwt,  the  GoTemment  dbould 
recognize  that  the  Irish  Members  are 
anxious  to  bring  forward  matters  in  re- 
ference to  Ireland,  and  that  they  are 
bound  to  give  fair  hearing  to  the  due 
Kepresentatives  of  that  country.  In 
order  to  lighten  the  difficulties  of  the 
QoTemment,  I  would  make  the  pro- 
position to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen),  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  really  not  try  to  force  this 
Vote  through  to-night,  and  ofEer  to  the 
Irish  Members  an  opportunity  to  discuss 
their  most  devotea  grieTances,  I  will 
safely  promise  tha^  during  the  whole  of 
tiie  ^Mussion,  I  wUl  hold  my  tongue.  I 
will  further  point  out  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  there  is  a  way  to 
^t  out  of  the  difficult  that  would  arise, 
if  the  Government  did  not  get  the  money. 
The  amount  of  tbe  Vote  on  Account  is 
calculated  at  two  months.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  House  should  not  be  asked  to 
give  the  Government  sufficient  money 
Jot  four  or  five  days,  and  then  we  would 
be  simply  in  the  same  position  with 
regard  to  the  discussion  as  before,  and 
the  items  could  be  carefully  considered. 
I  am  very  anxious  about  the  question 
whether,  when  the  GtoTemment  has  put 
o£F  the  Estimates  to  the  last  moment, 
they  have  a  right  to  keep  forcing  them 
eimply  for  the  purpose  of  getting  more 
time  for  the  Coercion  Bill.  We  actually 
meet  the  Government  more  than  half- 
way when  we  oflEsr  them  sufficient 
money  to  carry  on  their  Bunness,  and 
ask  in  return  only  that,  at  a  later  day, 
an  opportunity  for  criticism  and  con- 
sideration will  be  afforded  to  the  House, 
and  that  the  Government  should  not 
force  this  Tote  down  the  throats  of  the 
Committee  in  order  to  gain  more  time 
for  coercive  legislation . 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE:  I  am  in  this 
difficulty — that  I  want  to  call  minute 
attention  to  many  matters  in  this  Vote ; 
and  if  we  go  on  now  I  shall  not  have 
any  opportunity  of  doing  bo  with  proper 


efficiency.  Thus,  there  ore  the  Votes 
for  theBoyal  Palaces  and  Marlborough 
House.  Kow,  I  object  to  both  of  these  in 
ioto,  and  I  desire  to  take  a  Division  on  the 
Vote ;  for  I  think  that  we  ought  not  to 
pay  £6,000  for  the  one  and  £500  for  the 
other.  I  believe  it  is  impossible  fox  me 
to  do  my  duty  by  my  oonstituraits,  who 
are  reasonable  men,  and  object  to  these 
Votes,  if  the  Government  prevents  me 
from  taking  an  opportunity  of  doing  it, 
for  I  cannot  possibly  place  the  views  of 
my  constituency  beforo  the  Committee 
under  present  circumstances  and  con- 
ditions. There  are  a  number  of  other 
items  in  this  Vote  which  I  am  exceed- 
ingly desirous  of  having  debated,  for  I 
have  a  very  strong  objection  to  have 
public  money  spent  in  many  ways  that 
it  is  spent.  It  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible, even  if  we  proceeded  at  this 
time  of  the  morning,  to  adequately  dis- 
ouss and  consider  matters  of  such  large 
importance  to  the  people  of  thiscount^. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.) :  The  Go- 
vernment have  told  us  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  they  sboold  get 
this  Vote  to-night,  and  that  they  should 
get  a  grant  of  more  than  enough  money 
to  carry  them  over  the  next  fortnight. 
But,  Sir,  it  u  a  monstrous  thing  that  for 
the  next  two  months  we  shomd,  prac- 
tically speaking,  be  precluded  raising 
questions  regarding  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  me  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  has  drawn 
attention  to  what  he  says  took  place  in 
the  early  hours  of  Friday  morning ;  but 
my  distinct  recollection  of  the  compact  is 
that  the  Vote  on  Account  of  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  was  postponed  in 
order  to  afford  us  an  opjportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  whole  Irish  policy  of  the 
Government.  It  will  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  this  House  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South-East  Cork  (Mr. 
Hooper)  sat  on  these  Benches  eight  or 
10  hours  a  few  nights  a^o  in  order  to 
secure  an  opportunity  of  raising  a  debate 
on  a  subject  of  great  interest  to  his  con- 
stituents, and  of  vital  consequence  to 
the  people  of  Queenstown.  Not  wishing 
to  interrupt  the  debate  which  was  pro- 
ceeding that  evening,  it  was  I  o'clock 
before  an  opportunity  was  afforded  him 
to  speak  on  the  question  of  the  Haul- 
bowline  Docks.  He  then  put  a  series 
of  questions  to  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiral^;  and  although 
he  did  not  then  press  fox  specifio  expla- 
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nations,  he  surely  has  a  right  to  demand 
an  ansver  to  his  many  queries.  He 
vas  placed  in  a  disadvantageous  posi- 
tion, beaause  he  did  not  like  to  interrupt 
the  gallant  Admirals  who  were  address- 
ing the  House  on  naval  questions.  ^  To- 
night we  are  placed  in  a  like  position, 
and  for  very  similar  reasons.  Again 
the  Admirals  have  oooupied  eight  or  10 
hours ;  and  I  do  contend  now  that  it  is 
not  fair  and  reasonable  that  we  should 
now  be  called  upon  to  discuss  important 
questions.  There  are  a  number  of  topics^ 
which  we  might  have  discussed  on  the 
Nary  Estimates,  but  ve  refrained  from 
doing  so.  For  instance,  gunboats  have 
been  used  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  troops,  policemen,  and  bailiffs 
to  the  West  and  South  Coasts.  In 
regard  to  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates, 
there  are  a  lot  of  questions  on  which  we 
desire  to  have  the  verdict  of  the  House 
of  Oommons.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfiut  (Ur.  Sexton)  has  given 
Notice  of  a  discussion  he  intends  to 
initiate;  and  it  is  preposterous  to  say 
that  at  this  hour  &  reasonable  or  usefhl 
debate  could  take  place  on  it.  In  con- 
nection with  these  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, we  shall  be  able  to  point  out  that 
illegal  grants  of  money  have  been  made 
by  Qovernment  after  Government,  year 
after  year;  and  one  of  these  topics  alone 
would  be  saffioient  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  for  several  hours.  Again,  we 
desire  to  have  a  debate  on  the  riots  at 
Belfast;  and  I  repeat  it  is  not  fair  at  this 
time  of  the  mommg  to  ask  us  to  com- 
mence it.  If  it  is  a  question  of  sitting 
all  night,  I  tell  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  we  are  as  much  accustomed  to  that 
as  they  are,  and  ^rhaps  at  the  dose  of 
an  All-night  Sitting  they  would  find  that 
we  did  not  come  off  second  best.  So  far 
as  I  can  learn,  there  is  no  reason  in  the 
world  why  the  Government  should  not 
postpone  this  Vote  nntil  Thursday ;  and 
I  would  suggest  that,  if  necessary,  there 
might  be  a  Saturday  Sitting  to  take  the 
Beport  stage.  If  uiey  will  adopt  our 
suggestion,  they  will  find  that  we  are 
not  unreasonable. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HAEEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  am  very 
anxious  that  we  should  divide.  I  believe, 
after  the  remarks  that  have  been  made, 
we  shall  do  bo.  And  it  will  mean  also 
nothing  more  than  that  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  out- 
vote us  by  a  very  lo^  majoritj.  But 

Mr.  Jka^ 
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my  point  is  this.  We  are  here  to  re- 
present the  people  who  have  elected  na. 
I  do  not  intend  to  keep  the  House  very 
long ;  but  I  must  say  this—  that  it  is 
phyaioally  impossible  for  peoide  to  appljr 
themselves  as  they  could  wish  to  the 
performance  of  their  duties  if  importaafc 
debates  are  to  be  taken  at  siuih  an  un- 
reasonable hour.  I  am  putting  mj 
opposition  to  the  Tote  on  the  lowest 
ground  possible — that  of  physical  capa- 
bility ;  but,  as  hon.  Members  are  forcing 
me  to  do  so,  I  will  add  a  few  words  fur- 
ther as  to  my  reMons  for  my  present 
conduct.  I  consider  that  I  have  a  serious 
and  solemn  duty  to  perform  towards  my 
constituents,  and  towards  the  country 
generally.  I  can  only  say  that  if  this 
Vote  is  pressed  we  shall  certainly  per- 
severe in  discussing  it ;  and  I  must  add, 
Mr.  Courtney,  that  up  to  the  present  it 
certainly  cannot  be  stated  that  the  ob- 
struodve  talk  in  this  House  has  come 
from  these  Benches.  The  time  of  the 
House  has  been  occupied  by  hon.  sad 

gallant  Admirals  and  non.  and  gallant 
-enerals  and  Captains.  Does  the  Com- 
mittee understand  what  it  is  doing  f 
Does  it  understand  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Leaders  of  the  House 
want  it  to  do  7  They  have  taken  up 
the  Vote,  and  they  carry  it  on  until  they 
have  practically  exhausted  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  for  discussion,  and 
then  thev  run  a  red  herring  across  the 
Vote,  and  want  to  pass  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  in  the  scentof  that  red  herring, 
and  under  the  cover  of  the  Naval  Votes. 

Ma.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.):  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson),  when  he 
last  i^dressed  the  House,  stated  that  at 
the  revest  of  the  Irish  Members  the 
Naval  Tote  was  put  before  the  CSvil 
Service  Estimates  for  discussion.  Now, 
Mr.  (Courtney,  I  submit  that  that  is  not 
so.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  freely  admit, 
is  a  most  straightforward  man ;  and  I 
do  not  think  he  would  wilfully  moke  a 
misstatement  But,  Sir,  I  myself  was 
deeply  interested  in  the  final  scene  of 
the  night  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
referred ;  and  my  recollection  is  that  no 
request  was  made  from  the  Irish  Benches 
for  the  Naval  Estimates  to  be  put  befora 
the  Civil  Serrice  Estimates. 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  : 
X  did  not  say  that  the  request  was  made 
by  the  Irish  Membras.   What  I  said 
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was  tbat'they  were  put  on  in  that  order 
in  discharge  of  a  promise,  made  by  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  for  further  discussion  of  the 
Navy  Totes  on  the  item  for  clothing. 

Mb.  lane  :  I  readily  accept  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Qentleman.  What 
I  Tvidi  the  House  to  understand  is  that 
Tre  are  not  responsible  for  the  Oiril 
Service  Estimates  being  reached  at  so 
late  an  hour.  The  Government,  with 
the  best  intentions  possible,  no  doubt, 
have  'made  a  serious  mistake ;  but  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  be  asked  to 
place  ourselves  in  a  ridiculously  false 
position  simply  because  the  Gi>vemment 
have  done  so.  The  truth  is  that  when 
we  are  supposed  by  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  to  be  fagged  out,  they 
commence  the  disouasion  of  an  important 
Tote,  in  the  hope  that  it  will  be  quickly 
passed.  I  say  it  is  simply  ridiculous  to 
ask  the  Irish  Members  to  discuss  the 
Civil  Servioe  Totee  at  this  hour  in  the 
morning.  We  are  not  responsible  for 
tbur  coming  on  so  late  as  half-past  3, 
and  diwefore  I  think  we  are  quite  justi- 
fied in  asking  that  they  be  acyoumed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Aym  61; 
Noes  199:  Muority  138.— (Div.  List. 
No.  71.)  [3.25  A.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

CoLOMBi,  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  This 
qneetion  of  the  Naval  Tote  is  not  alto- 
gather  exhausted,  and  is  one  on  which 
there  ought  to  be  some  further  discus- 
sion. For  my  own  part,  I  strongly  ob- 
ject to  sittinK  up  until  this  totally 
unreasonable  liour,  and  to  discussing 
the  Navy  Estimates  at  such  a  time. 
StiU,  if  we  are  to  have  a  diaousaion,  I 
suppose  I  may  as  well  put  some  ques- 
tions to  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Ix>rd 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Geoi^e  Hamil- 
ton). I  had  intended  to  put  them  earlier 
in  the  evening,  and  they  are  certainly 
important  questions.  It  may  be  soma 
relief  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Marylebone  the  J unior 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Oharles 
Beresford),  if  he  has  to  sit  up,  to  be 
able  to  turn  to  the  subject  of  uie  Navy 
Estimates.  The  first  queetion  I  wish  to 
ask  is  one  which  I  put  to  the  Govern- 
ment last  year.  There  are  a  great  many 
vaj8  of  attacking  in  naval  worfiure.  We 
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all  are  acquainted  with  the  gun  and  the 
torpedo ;  but  there  is  another  system  of 
warfare  which,  it  seems  to  me,  the 
Government  are  very  much  neglecting, 
and  that  is  the  system  of  submarine 
warfare.   I  allude,  not  to  submarine 
mines,  but  to  submarine  boats.  I  think 
I  saw  in  the  papers  some  time  that 
the  noble  and  pliant  Lord  the  Member 
for  East  Marj^ebone  went  down  in  one 
of  those  boats.   Whether  this  be  so  or 
not,  I  am  of  a  very  strong  opinion  that 
this  is  a  very  dangerous  system  of  war- 
fare, and  one  which  we  are  totally  neg- 
lecting. I  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
has  done  anything  in  the  direction  of 
trying  the  m)rdenfeldt  boats  ?   I  have 
not  seen  any  of  those  boats,  but  I  have 
carefullj  read  a  lecture  rejecting  them, 
and  I  think  that  Mr.  Nordenfeldt's  sys- 
tem is  a  perfectly  feasible  one.   I  am 
quite  aware  that  it  is  not  a  system  of 
warfare  which  is  yet  entirely  developed, 
and  that  it  is  one  which  is  disliked  by 
naval  men.   I  know  of  one  gallant  offi- 
cer, a  Member  of  this  House,  who  says 
that  he  would  give  no  quarter  to  p^^o 
who  attacked  under  the  water.  Th» 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  thinks  it  is 
quite  fair  to  fight  on  the  surface  of  the 
water,  but  that  it  is  very  wicked  to  do 
so  under  the  surface.   There  is,  there- 
fore, a  certain  amount  of  prejudice 
against  this  method  of  warfare.  I 
think,  however,  that,  by  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  small  amount  of  money-— 
say  £10,000  or  £15,000— the  Govern- 
ment might  obtain  some  very  impor- 
tant experiments  regarding  it.  The 
last  time  I  drew  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject in  the  House,  I  was  asked  by  a 
naval   officer — the  hon .  and  gallant 
Member  for  Devonport  (Captain  Price) 
— whether  I  was  aware  that  one  of  the 
Nordenfeldt  boats  had  gone  to  the  bot- 
tom ?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
however,  afterwards  admitted  to  me  that 
he  did  not  know  himself  that  the  fact 
was  as  he  suggested,  but  that  he  put 
the  question  because  he  thought  it 
might  be  bo.    I  have  recently  read 
of  some  experiments  at  Constantinople 
with  Nordenfeldt  boats,  and  I  think  they 
were  tolerably  successful.  Imay  say,  Sir, 
that  I  would  much  rather  have  drawn 
attention  to  this  subject  at  a  reasonable 
hour;  but  I  think  that  if  we  are  to  con- 
tinue sitting  here  we  may  as  well  talk 
sense.  The^  Beoond  question  I  have  to 
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pat  to  the  Qorernment  is  as  to  what  the 
Admiralty  are  going  to  do  with  respect 
to  the  manufaoture  of  artillery.  Last 
Tear  the  question  of  naval  guns  came 
before  the  House,  and  it  was  stated  that 
the  Naval  Authorities  had  arrived  at 
the  oondusion  that  for  the  future  they 
would  be  responsible  for  their  own  guns. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  obtain  some  infor- 
mation on  that  point.  What  are  the 
Naval  AuthoritieB  going  to  do?  Are 
they  going  to  set  up  a  lar^e  arsenal  of 
their  own,  or  are  the^  entering  into  large 
coBtraota  with  Elswickt  and  with  other 
large  firms  ?  I  mav  be  told  that  I  was 
one  of  those  who  objected  to  the  Admi- 
ralbr  mannfaoturing  th«r  own  guns. 
Well*  what  I  objected  to  was  a  system 
under  which  we  should  have  two  seta  of 
people  making  guns,  as  I  thought  it 
wotdd  lead  to  double  expense  in  the 
matter  of  superintendeuoe,  as  well  as  to 
divei^eDces  in  the  types  adopted,  which 
might  be  very  awkward  in  time  of  war. 
At  the  same  time,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  proposal  I  have  referred  to 
is  to  be  earned  into  effect,  or  whether 
matters  are  to  go  on  much  as  they  did 
before  ?  My  own  idea  on  the  subjeot  is 
titat  if  the  Admiralty  do  not  think  that 
they  are  sufficiently  oonaidered  by  the 
Ordnanoe  Board  they  oaght  to  have  one 
Oommittee,  and  not  two,  to  deal  with 
Hie  eubject.  You  will  see,  Sir,  that  I 
have  only  spoken  on  sdentifio  questions, 
and  I  have  done  so  because  there  are 
present  a  good  many  scientific  men  from 
whom  we  may  get  informatioD. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  action  of 
the  Admiralty  in  the  Oorea. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  be  in  Order  in  doing 
that. 

Ma.  MOLLOY:  What  I  intend  to 
do.  Sir,  is  to  go  through  the  Correspond- 
ence which  has  been  issued  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Members  within  the  last  few  days,  in 
regard  to  the  action  of  onz  Fleet  at 
Port  Hanulton,  in  the  Oorea. 

Thx  OHAIEUAN  :  That  course  would 
not  be  in  Ordw. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  I  will  not  dispute 
your  ruling,  Sir;  bat  I  may  point  out 
that  the  cost  of  victualling  these  ships  is 
iu  the  Tote.  The  action  I  refer  to  was 
taken  by  the  Admiralty,  and  we  are  dis- 
cussing the  Admiralty  Vote. 


Oaftaiit  PRI0£:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  beg  to  ask  yon,  Sir, 
whether  what  occurred  at  Fort  Hamil- 
ton would  come  under  this  Vote  7 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  may  say  that  Port 
Hamilton  is  referred  to  aa  a  ooaliag 
station. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  iteoae  in  &e 
Vote  refer  to  the  coming  year,  and 
transactions  which  have  taken  place  at 
Port  Hamilton  last  year  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed under  them. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  The  Eatimatea  ia- 
olade  a  sum  of  money  which  was  spent 
there. 

The  SECBETABY  to  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  FfSWooD)  CLanoaahire^ 
Ormskirk) :  The  hon.  Member  is  nfo- 
ring  to  ^e  Supplementary  Estimates, 
which  have  already  been  passed. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  CRpperary,  S.): 
There  is  a  considerable  increaae^ia 
one  item  of  this  Vote — namely,  that  re- 
lating to  the  victuals  and  clothing  of 
seamen  and  Marines ;  but,  before  draw- 
ing attention  to  the  manner  ia  whiA 
the  contracts  for  these  victuals  are  issued, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  mat- 
ters introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane).  I 
do  so  because  I  see  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  Member  for  ISast  Masyle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  in  his 
place,  and  I  denre  to  draw  his  attention 

{larticularly  to  the  ntuation  of  Hanlbow- 
ine  Doclu.  I  protest  against  those 
Docks  being  left  in  their  present  dis- 
graceful state.  It  is  a  crying  shame 
and  a  scandal  that  the  Haulbowline 
Docks,  after  so  much  money  has  been 
spent  on  them,  should  be  allowed  to  re- 
main in  such  a  condition.  I  do  not  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Iiord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) has  left  his  place,  because  I  think 
that  when  he  visits  Cork  Harbour  he 
seems  to  have  an  eye  only  for  the 
beauties  of  the  view.  The  view  is  a  very 
beautiful  one ;  bnt,  when  he  looks  at  it, 
he  kee^s  carefully  dosed  tiiat  particular 
me  which  would  embrace  Haulbowline 
Doeka.  The  bare  and  naked  atate  of 
those  Docks  really  spoils  the  beauty  of 
the  scene.  I  would  appeal  to  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Mary- 
leboue  to  say  whether  it  would  not  be 
well  that  the  Docks  should  be  put  into 
such  a  condition  as  would  enable  him- 
self or  any  other  naval  commander  to 
go  there  ror  repaira  if  unhappily  his 
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Teasel  should  ho  disabled  at  aoj  time. 
1  may  say  that  Cork  Harbour  is  one  of 
the  strongest  harbours  in  the  world. 
Naturally,  it  is  a  strong  harbour.  Long 
before  the  forts  which  protect  the  en- 
trance were  built,  a  g^at  Commander, 
of  whose  courage  thwe  oould  be  no 
doubt,  was  obliged  to  take  refuge  in 
Cork  Harbour,  and  we  still  point  with 
pride  to  a  small  river  which  fells  into 
the  harbour,  and  which  is  called  Drake's 
Pool.  It  was  there  that  Admiral  Drake 
took  refuge,  and  when  the  Spaniards 
oame  in  after  him  they  failed  to  find 
him. 

The  OHAIKMAN  :  I  must  warn  the 
hoa.  Member  that  he  is  ezoessiTely 
irrelerant. 

Me.  J.  O'OONNOE :  I  should  indeed 
be  sorry,  Mr.  Courtney,  if  you  should 
find  it  necessary  to  accuse  me  of  irrele- 
vancy. What  I  want  to  point  out  tu 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  is  that  Cork  Harbour 
has  been  fortified  in  such  a  way  as  to 
make  it  imjpossible  for  any  memy  to 
reach  the  BaulbowHne  Docks  whilst  the 
forts  are  armed  with  their  present  big 
guns.  The  erection  of  the  forts  has  had 
snch  an  effect  upon  the  Docks  as  to 
make  them  perfectly  safe  for  the  build- 
ing or  repairing  of  vessels.  It  would, 
therefore,  bo  for  the  interest  of  the 
Public  Service  if  the  Department  to 
which  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  be- 
longs would  ask  for  such  additional  sup- 
plies as  would  enable  it  to  put  the 
Docks  in  suoh  a  condition  that  they 
wonld  be  available  in  time  of  war  for 
the  repair  of  disabled  vessels.  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  disgraceful  to  the  Public 
Service  that  these  Docks  should  have 
been  in  course  of  erection  for  as  many 
as  S3  years.  Only  a  small  sum  of  money 
is  asked  for  this  year  in  respect  of  the 
Docks.  Last  year  money  was  granted 
for  the  purpose  of  building  an  engine- 
shed  and  obtaining  maohinen' ;  but  the 
shed  has  not  yet  been  built  and  the 
machinery  has  not  yet  arrived  at  the 
Docks.  Indeed,  nothing  has  been  done 
by  the  Department  which  proves  the 
least  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Naval 
Authorities  to  make  the  Docks  what 
they  should  be — a  credit  to  the  Depart- 
ment and  an  advantage  to  the  State.  I 
believe  that  there  is  some  difficulty  in 
the  way.  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
thinks,  pohaps,  that  HaoTbowline  can 
•carcely  be  available  as  a  naval  station. 


It  seems  contrary  to  common  seose, 
however,  that  any  man  of  experience 
can  think  so.  Surely  a  harbour  that 
has  in  the  past  played  suoh  an  impor- 
tant part  in  the  protection  of  the  Navy 
of  these  countries  can  still  be  used  for 
that  purpose.  It  seems  only  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  the  further  use  of  that 
harbour  would  be  for  the  advantage  of 
the  Public  Service.  I  should  be  fflad  if 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  is  Me  to 
give  me  such  an  answer  as  will  relieve 
my  mind  from  the  distress  I  always  feel 
when  I  look  at  these  unfinished  Docks. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  already  that  my 
country  contributes  lai^ly  to  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  for  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  the  Navy,  and  that 
only  a  very  small  portion  of  the  funds 
so  provided  are  devoted  to  naval  con- 
struction and  to  naval  mattera  in  Ire- 
land. I  leave  it  to  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  to  justify  the  lamentable  negli- 
gence of  the  Admiralty  Department  in 
regard  to  the  Haulbowline  Docks.  I 
am  particularly  anxious  that  the  Docks 
should  be  etnnpleted  at  an  early  date, 
for  I  believe  tiiat  we  Irishmen  shall  soon 
have  a  greater  interest  in  the  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  of  the  Navy  than 
we  have  cared  to  evince  in  the  past,  and 
nothing  would  give  as  greater  pleasure 
than  to  have  these  Docks  completed  and 
contributing  to  the  defence  of  the  com- 
mon Empire  in  which  we  all  hope  to 
t^e  such  an  increased  interest  after 
certain  events  have  transpired.  And 
now  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  a  matter  of  comparatively 
minor  importance.  I  find  in  the  Esti- 
mates that  there  is  an  increase  of 
£27,600,  caused  principall;y,  I  under- 
stand, by  the  additional  prices  for  vic- 
tualling, for  stores,  and  so  forth.  Now, 
I  believe  it  is  a  wrong  principle  to 
outside  the  oonntryfbr  the  food  supphes 
of  the  Navy.  If  in  time  of  war  your 
foreign  food  supplies  are  out  off,  you  will 
find  that  you  have  allowed  those  sources 
of  supply  to  perish  that  would  have 
afforded  you  an  ample  supply.  It  should 
be  the  policy  of  the  Naval  Authorities  to 
encourage  the  home  trade  as  much  as 
possible.  The  experience  of  the  Crimean 
Campaign  would  illustrate  my  meaning 
when  I  seek  to  impress  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  having  in  a 
flourishing,  capable  condition  those  in- 
stitutions and  firms  in  the  country 
capable  of  supplying  the  needs  of  the 
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Nary.  It  is  the  custom  of  the  Navy 
to  send  to  Denmark  for  their  mess 
pork.  We  do  not  know  what  political 
combinations  may  be  brought  about; 
bat  we  may  imagine  a  war  between 
this  country  and  a  State  with  which 
Denmark  is  allied,  and  then  we  should 
be  deprived  of  this  source  of  sup- 
ply, and  we  ahoold  be  oompelled  to 
ray  on  home  supply,  which  would  be 
fbund  as  unsatisfactory  as  it  waa  in  the 
Crimean  War.  The  manner  in  whioh 
the  meat  waa  made  up  and  its  qualify 
was  a  source  of  reproach  then,  and  has 
cootioued  bo  since.  It  was  found,  too, 
that  the  trades  not  having  been  ea> 
oouraged  by  Government  orders,  they 
had  not  the  necessary  machinery  and 
appliances,  and  broke  down  under  the 
unaccustomed  strain ;  they  could  not 
execute  the  orders  they  received  from 
the  Army  and  Navy.  Only  a  short  time 
sinoe  a  large  quantity  of  pork  in  casks 
was  found  among  the  stores  at  Haolbow- 
line,  and  it  had  evidently  lain  there  ever 
since  the  time  of  the  Chrimean  War — a 
diagraceftil  thing  refieoting  anything  but 
credit  on  the  management  of  a  ffnat 
Department,  whioh  at  the  same  time  ne- 
glected inatittttioiu  that  could  serve  them 
wdl  in  time  of  war,  sending  money  out 
of  the  country,  while  the  trade  at  home 
languished.  Because  of  a  small  advance 
in  price  I  hold  that  such  a  policy  is  a 
false  economy.  There  are  tradesmen 
anztouB  to  contract  for  this  class  of  sup- 
plies. Only  recently  I  was  speaking  to 
the  manager  of  a  large  &rm  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  and  he  tola  me  that  he  could 
not  think  of  tendering  for  Kavy  con- 
tracts, because  of  thevexatious  conditions 
in  the  form  of  contract  that  contractors 
were  obliged  to  sign — conditions  that 
restrict  the  meat  supply  to  one  class  of 
animaL  But  foreign  oontraotors  were 
free  from  those  conditions,  and  made  up 
their  meat  supply  in  inch  a  manner  as 
to  decmve  tiie  experts.  Now,  regulations 
of  this  kind  should  be  swept  away  or 
stringently  enforced.  If  the  examination 
of  supplies  were  strictly  performed,  it 
would  be  found  that  a  considerable 
quantity  of  contraband  meat  is  imported, 
made  up  byforeign  tradesmen  whose  deft- 
ness almost  equalled  their  dishonesty. 
For  mess  pork  there  is  no  need  to  go 
beyond  Ireland ;  Irish  pork  having  a 
world-wide  fame.  Ireland  might  be 
said  to  be  the  home  of  the  pig ;  it  is  in- 
digenous to  the  soil.  The  animal  is  the 
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friend  of  the  family  ;  he  pays  the  rent, 
the  taxes  too,  and  I  have  no  doubt  his 
resources,  if  called  upon,  would  be  equal 
to  supplying  the  British  Fleet.  There 
is  no  need  to  go  beyond  Ireland  for  these 
contracts,  and  I  cannot  believe  that 
when  the  matter  comes  before  the  Admi- 
ralty Board  tills  grievance  will  be  dis- 
regarded. There  is  a  peculiar  knack 
among  Admirals  offldala  of  dinpng 
tenaciously  to  old  piaotioes,  bad  though 
they  may  be,  and  wis  though,  yearafker 
year,  attention  might  be  drawn  in  the 
House  to  these  mupracttces.  I  hope  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty will  take  some  notice  of  these 
matters,  whic^  I  have  brought  forward 
without  any  desire  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  Oommittee.  Honestly,  I  have  never 

Foken  a  word  in  Cfommittee,  and 
hare  always  manifested  a  desire  to 
fortify  myself  with  the  Votes.  There  is 
no  reason  why  Queenstown  should  not 
become  an  important  naval  station,  after 
works  have  proceeded  for  the  past 
22  years.  The  day  may  arrive  when  the 
Admiralty  will  regret  this  neglect,  and 
the  noble  Lord  should  take  ue  matter 
into  his  serious  ooimdenition  and 
signalise  hie  entry  into  Office  by  a  work 
of  which  he  migfat  well  be  proud. 

Hb.  OONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
boine):  When  I  see  stretched  before 
me  the  recumbent  forms  of  so  many 
sleeping  Ministers,  I  doubt  the  advisa- 
bility of  bringing  any  more  matters 
before  the  attention  of  the  Committee ; 
but  we  are  bound  not  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  Oommittee,  and  as  I  have  not 
been  permitted  at  an  earlier  hour  of 
mentioning  one  or  two  questions  I  will 
take  the  opportunity  of  making  the  refer- 
ence now.  The  hon.  Uember  for  Devon- 
port  (Mr.  Puleston)  alluded  to  the  cheap- 
nees  of  Dockyard  ae  distinguished  from 
oontraot  building ;  and  if  I  refer  to  that 
for  a  moment  it  is  with  a  view  of  calling^ 
the  attenticm  of  the  noble  Lord  flu  first 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty— who  has  every- 
thing connected  with  the  Admiralty  >t 
his  fin^r  ends — to  another  matter  in 
which  it  might  be  advantageous  to  give 
to  the  Dookyarda  work  now  undertaken 
by  oontraotors.  I  allude  to  the  breaking 
up  of  old  vessels.  The  noble  and 
^lant  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Bereeford)  prides 
himself  on  being  the  most  destructive 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  the  ooontry 
has  erer  seen;  tat  he  asks  for  Um 
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de&truction  of  I  do  not  know  hov 
m&uj  different  resaels  of  the  Fleet 
at  present  scattered  over  the  face  of  the 
aeas.    Now,  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  jadves  it  would  be 
cheaper  that  these  yessels  should  he  sold 
to  contractors  to  be  broken  up,  or  whe- 
ther it  would  be  cheaper  to  break  them 
up  in  the  Dookyarda  f  I  refer  to  specific 
instances  to  illustrate  what  I  mean.  Re- 
cently, in  the  Hamoaie  I  saw  a  number 
of  old  unarmonred  Teasels  which  I  was 
giren  to  understand  had  been  sold  to 
contractors  to  be  broken  up.  Now,  at  the 
same  time  when  these  vessels  were  being 
thus  disposed  of,  men  were  being  dis- 
charged from  the  Dockyard  by  the  pre- 
sent Government  because  there  was  not 
work  for  them  to  do.   I  put  it,  therefore, 
to  the  noble  Lord — if  the  oontraotora  find 
they  can  make  a  profit  by  buying  and 
breaking  up  old  vessels,  conld  not  the 
Government  make  the  same  or  more 
profit  by  having  such  vessels  broken  up 
in  the  I>ockyard8,  selling  or  using  the 
old  materials  f   It  seems  to  me  that  the 
profit  in  the  business  might  aa  well  be 
in  the  pockets  of  the  nation  as  in  those 
of  contractors,  and  especially  when  the 
want  of  em^oyment  has  led  to  the  dis- 
charge of  l>ookyard  workmen,  and  a 
consequent  addition  to  the  distress  for 
want  of  employment.   There  is,  too,  an- 
other point  in  connection  with  the  mat- 
ter I  have  referred  to.   "We  are  very 
much  exercised  now  as  to  what  is  to  be 
done  to  relieve  the  excessively  congested 
districts  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  ;  and 
though  it  may  seem  an  extraordinary 
non  lequitur  to  connect  this  with  the  old 
ships  of  the  Navy,  I  venture  to  suggest 
would  it  not  be  possible  to  send  some  of 
these  old  vessels,  no  longer  fit  for  sea 
service,  to  the  fiords  and  estuaries  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  dfordsoma 
meana  of  exciting  the  interest  of  the  un- 
fortunate youth  in  congested  agricultaral 
diatricts,  and  perhaps  encouraging  some 
of  them  to  0001c  ft     hare  of  employment 
beyond  the  land  that  will  not  support 
them,  taking  them  from  the  small  nold- 
ings  for  which  by  farming  industry  they 
cannot  pay  rent  r   It  seems  to  me  here 
is  some  assistance  towards  the  solution 
of  a  diflScnlty  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— when  they  have  got  coercion 
out  of  their  mind— might  well  take  into 
consideration.   These  vessels  would  be 
useful  to  the  people,  as  teaching  them 
Bometbing  about  Uie  Naval  Service,  wd 


you  might  form  small  naval  establish- 
ments thereon  with  results  beneficial  to 
tho  nation  and  the  unfortunate  inhabit- 
ants of  congested  districts.  Another 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  has  refer- 
ence to  a  couple  of  small  vessels  which, 
during  last  autumn,  I  saw  building  in  a 
private  yard  at  Falmouth.   I  should  like 
to  know  what  has  become  of  them? 
When  I  saw  them  I  hod  some  convar- 
•a^on  with  the  anperintendmt  of  the 
yard,  and  I  learned  that  the  lines  upon 
which  the  vessels  were  laid  down  had 
been  altered  several  times,  and  it  was 
considered  probable  that  more  orders 
and  countermands  would  be  received. 
The  vessels  were  ordered  by  the  penul- 
timate Board  of  Admiralty  in  the  pre- 
vious year — I  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  produce  a  favourable 
impression  in  Falmouth  in  view  of  a 
General  Election— -and  I  understand  these 
vessels  are  not  yet  completed,  after  hav- 
ing gone  throuffh  such  a  variety  of 
changes  that  the  ouilders  scarcely  know 
what  to  make  of  them.   I  have  nothing 
to  sa^  for  or  against  the  necessity  of 
buildm^  these  vessels,  or  of  the  propriety 
of  ordering  them  at  Chts  partictuar  yatd ; 
but  it  u  very  desirable  that  when  a  vessel 
is  ordered  we  should  endeavour  to  make 
a  good  job  of  the  business,  which  ap- 
pears to  me  an  imposabiUty  when  the 
plans  are  changed  almost  every  other 
week.    Having  put  these  observationa 
before  the  Oommittee  on   matters  I 
should  have  liked  to  have  touched  upon 
earlier,  I  should  now  like  to  bring  be- 
fore the  Committee  another  matter.  We 
are  well  aware  that  a  Commission  is  at 
present  inquiring  into  the  question  of 
those  scanuls  that  have  arisen  in  con- 
nection with  the  supply  of  stores — it  is 
called,  I  believe,  the  Ordnance  Inquiry 
Commission.   At  the  head  of  that  Com- 
mission is  a  distinguished  Judge — Sir 
James  Fitzjames  Stephen — and  what 
has  happened  in  this  inquiry  should,  I 
think,  nave  the  notice  of  the  Committee 
and  the  Government   There  is  a  gallant 
officer — Ifajor  Arnott — who  has  been 
chiefly  instrumental  in  procuring  inquiry 
into  various  allegations.    He  has  be^ 
treated  with  anything  but  fairness  by 
the  Head  of  that  Commission,  Sir  James 
Stephen — almost  with  a  want  of  courtesy. 
I  do  not  dwelt  on  that ;  I  only  want  the 
Committee  to  understand  how  this  in- 
quiry, which  is  of  vital  importance  to 
officials  at  the  head  of  Departments 
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and  aU  who  desire  that  the  Service 
should  be  supplied  with  cartridges  that 
do  not  jam,  and  bayonets  that  do  not 
buckle  up,  and  to  keep  contractors  from 
preying  on  the  innocence  of  Gt>vernment 
Inspectors,  is  conducted.  It  is  most 
essential  that  an  inqui^  of  this  kind 
should  be  conducted  with  every  desire 
and  every  effort  to  reach  the  guilty 
parties,  and  where  there  are  snoh  to  put 
a  stop  to  abuses.  Major  Amott  says, 
in  a  letter  he  has  published,  that  Sir 
James  Stephen—^ 

OThb  OTf  AIRMAN;  I  most  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  it  is  rather  an  abase 
of  the  proceedings  of  tiie  Oommittee  to 
question  tiie  conduct  of  a  Oommission 
still  sitting. 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE:  I  do  not  wish 
to  do  anything  that  is  unfair  ;  my  real 
object  is  to  draw  attention  to  the  pub- 
lished lettor  of  this  gentleman.  I  thought 
I  should  not  have  been  out  of  Order, 
because  Sir  James  Stephen  is  acting 
not  as  a  Judge,  but  as  Head  of  a  Com- 
mission. I  will  only  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
subject,  to  for  themselves  what  are 
the  allegations  made  by  Major  Amott, 
and  to  consider  whether,  from  the  point 
of  view  I  have  taken,  and  having  in 
Tiew  the  stress  laid  upon  this  matter  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
FaddingtoD  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill), 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if 
anything  has  been  going  wrong  every 
effort  should  be  made  to  track  out  the 
offenders,  and  no  endeavour  should  be 
permitted  by  anyone,  however  elevated, 
to  prevent  that  being  done.  These  are 
the  mote  important  matters  among  those 
I  wished  to  bring  forward  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  that  presented  itself.  Some 
other  questions  I  may  touch  upon  later, 
but  ^ej  ooncern  a  humbler  class  of 
individuals— the  unfortunate  hard-work- 
ing men  in  the  lower  ranks  of  the  Navy 
who  have  no  opportunity  of  speaking  for 
thenuelves,  and  have  few  friends  to 
speak  for  Uiem ;  bat  it  would  be  bettor 
to  follow  the  example  of  othen,  and 
wait  for  the  return  of  representatives  of 
the  Frees  to  the  Gallery. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
should  certainly  have  spoken  in  detail 
before  if  I  thought  that  the  Business 
would  be  going  on.  But  now,  as  Busi- 
ness appears  to  be  proceeding,  I  should 
be  wanting  in  my  aatj  as  a  Membw  of 
this  House  if  I  did  not— and  I  should 


very  much  like  to  do  so — call  attention 
to  at  least  three  different  sete  of  facts 
which  are  all  important  in  connection 
with  the  Vote  at  present  bsfore  us.  The 
first  point  which  I  shall  bring  under  the 
notice  of  hon.  Members  is  in  regard  to 
the  Naval  Medical  Service  clustering 
around  which  there  are  a  number  oT 
abuses  whioh  give  such  strong  ground 
of  grievances  &at  they  merit  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  House.  In  going 
into  the  hieto^  of  that  Service  

Thx  (THAIBMAN  :  The  Naval  Medi^ 
cal  Service  is  not  in  this  Vote  at  all. 

Da.  TANNER :  I  was  not,  Sir,  going 
to  specifically  apply  my  remarks  to  the 
Naval  Medical  Service ;  but  I  was  merely 
going  to  explain  in  a  general  way  tiie 
causes  of  the  discontent  of  the  medical 
officers  in  that  Service,  and — I  "  Order ! " 
"Question!"]  Then,  Sir,  I  shall  simply 
proceed  now  to  the  Haulbowline  affair, 
about  whioh  I  shall  adduce  some  impor- 
tant facts  or  series  of  facts.  I  cannot 
help  wondering.  Sir,  at  the  immense 
amount  of  ignorance  which  is  displayed 
by  officials  who  are  pished  in  important 
positions ;  and  in  particular  relation  to 
this  subject  I  think  that  no  one  can  fail 
to  be  Btxuak  in  regard  to  these  docks  or 
prospective  docks  at  Haulbowline  with 
the  large  amount  of  ignorance  on  neces- 
sary matters  on  the  part  of  the  Admi- 
ralty offl(aals  oi  the  present  Gh>Temment 
I  took  the  trouble  when  I  was  last  in 
Cork  to  visit  tiiese  docks,  and  I  found 
very  great  difficulty  indeed  in  getting 
round  to  see  them,  because  the  officials 
there  appear  to  be  conserving  the  secrets 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  Oeorge  HMnilton). 
You  have  in  this  Dockyard  a  Urge 
floating  dock,  an  outer  dock,  and  one 
dry  dock,  which  is  simply  but  the  last 
monument  of  naval  incapacity  in  dealing 
with  practical  matters.  This  nav^  dock 
has  been  dug  out  at  the  right-hand  aide 
of  the  floating  dock.  It  was  originally 
intended  that  a  second  dock  shouUhave 
been  constructed ;  but  this  waa  tj^  man- 
ner in  which  that  was  done.  Fnieti- 
cally,  the  workmen  vwe  directed  to 
excavate  the  wron^  dock  first.  One  of 
the  sites  at  th^  disposal  oould  easily  be 
excavated,  because  it  was  muddy;  but 
the  other  site  was  a  portion  of  an  island 
known  as  "Rat  Island,"  and  they 
actually  went  and  blasted  out  the  rook, 
and  leit  the  interspaces  on  these  rooks, 
whioh  made  the  leaks  <rf  whioh  so  miudi 
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was  heard  about  in  the  oouneof  thelast 
Sessioii  of  Parliament.  But,  in  order  to 
show  further  the  lamentable  ignorance 
and  incapacity  of  the  authorities  in 
ohoomog  this  right-hand  site  for  a  dock, 
I  may  mention  that  they  ran  it  close  to 
the  deep  water,  and,  of  course,  the  run- 
ning water  in  the  deep  channel  filtered 
through  into  the  dock,  and  caused  most 
of  the  trouble  complained  of.  Now,  the 
authorities  are  trying  to  mend  their 
hand  with  the  same  damaging  iocom- 
petenoy.  As  yet  they  have  not  finished 
the  stone  fastening  of  the  floating  dock, 
which  is  left  y^tj  incomplete,  and  the 
reason  g^ren  for  this  neglect  was  because 
that  it  was  intended  to  go  on  with  the 
ooDstmotion  of  a  seoond  dock.  And, 
again,  now  we  hear  that  there  is  a  new 
development,  and  that  this  is  not  their 
purpose  at  aU ;  but  that  they  are  going 
to  discharge  ^m  employment  aU  the 
hands  whom  they  haTe  hitherto  utilized 
in  connection  with  the  oonstruction  of 
these  Docks.  The  authorities,  I  iosist, 
are  acting  in  ifipiorance,  and  io  a  wilful 
way  which  I  do  not  think  they  will  find 
the  country  able  to  endorse.  They  are 
diEcharging  their  hands  without  bar- 
ing completed  the  channel,  and  they 
hare  directed  that  a  great  deal  of  the 

work  

Thb  FIB8T  LOKD  or  tub  TBEA- 
StlBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I 
beg  to  more  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Oommittee  divided  :—Ajob  207; 
Noet  54 :  Uqority  153.      [6.40.  a.h.] 
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Cochrane-Baill^,  hon. 

0.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
CommereU,  AdmL  Sir 

J.  E. 
Corbott,  A.  0. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
CuTJon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  Q.  N. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
DaTonport,  H.  T. 
DavenpOTt,  W.  B. 
De  Cobain.  £.  S.  W. 
I>eLi8le,E.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  E. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
DuDCombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.  Sir 

W.  H. 
Ed  wards- Mo68,  T,  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  0. 1. 
Evolyn,  W.  J. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Ferguasoo,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
P^tzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Htz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
FolkestoQQ,  right  hon. 

Visoouut 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  H.  N. 
Fraaer,  General  C.  0. 
Gardner,  B.  Bidurd- 

floa- 
Gedge,S. 
Gent-Daria,  B. 
Gibson,  J.  Q-. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  & 
Godson,  A.  F. 
QoldBworthy,  Mqor- 

Oeneral  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grotriao,  F.  B. 
Gnnter,  Colonel  B. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsev,  T.  V. 
Hamilton,  right  hon, 

LordG.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  0.  E. 
Hankey,  F.  A.. 
HardcasUe,  F. 


Heath,  A.  B. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Hermon- Hodge,  B.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  n^ht  hon.  Iiord 

Hiu[  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 

Holland,  rt.  hon.  Biv 

H.  T. 
Holloway,  G. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Howorth.  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hus^ieB,  Colonel  E. 
H^bM  -  Hallett,  Col. 

Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  E. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafraie,  A. 

Laurie,  Odonel  B.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long.  W.  H. 
Lowtber,  JT,  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Uacdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Uaclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'OalmonL  Captain  J. 
M*Garel>Hogg,  Sir  J. 

M. 

Malcolm,  Col.  J.  "W. 
Marriott,  rt.hn.W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  AdmL  B.  0. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  B.  G.  C. 
MalhoUand,  H.  L. 
Munoaster,  Lend 
MuntB,  P.  A. 
Noble,  W. 

Nortboote,  hon.  H.  8. 
Norton,  B. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E.  T. 
Pagot,  Sir  E.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Ponton,  Owtain  F.  T. 
Howden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Plunket,   right  hon. 

D.  E. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell.  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  B. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
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Baikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankio,  J. 
Easch,  Major  F.  0. 
Beed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Hitchie,  rt.  hon.  0.  T. 
Bobertaoa,  J.  P.  B. 
Boss.  A.  H. 
Bound,  J. 
Roydeo,  T.  B. 
Baasell,  Sir  Q. 
KuiweU,  T.  W. 
Saundcrson,  Col.  E.  J. 
SetoQ-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidottotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,'  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hoa.  B. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sykea,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  O. 
l^^ngt  T.  E. 
Temple,  Sir  B. 


Thorbnm,  W. 

ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Totteaham,  A.  L. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Walah,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  B. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  B. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R 
Wood,  N. 

Wortlcy,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  8. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBBS, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  CoL  W.H. 


NOES. 


Adand,  A.  H.  B. 
BUne,  A. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Chirk,  Dr.  Or'.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M, 
Conybeare.  C.  A.  V. 
Cosuuun,  H. 
Cnug,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
EUia,  T.  E. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foi,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Hairington,  E> 
Hayden,  U  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labonohere,  H. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
MaoKeiU,  J.  G.  8. 
M'Cartan,  M. 


M'Donald,  P. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan.  J. 
U'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Pisketton,  J. 
Frorand,  A.  D. 
Quinn.  T. 
RaBsell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stnart,  J. 
Swinfauroe,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  E. 
Tuite,  J. 
WaUaoe,  R. 
Wilson,  U.  J. 

TBLLIBI. 

Deasy.J. 

Sheil,  £. 


Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  210; 
Noee  52:  Majoritj  168.— (Dir.  Uet, 
No.  73.) 

CZYIIi  SERVICES. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  QuesUon  pro- 
poaed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exoeedtng  jes,6S4,100,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  to- 
wards defrajriog  the  Cfharge  for  the  followiog 
Civil  Serrioes  and  Berenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  >lat  day  of  Usroh 
1888.  Tii.:- 


GlA.88  I. — FUBUO  WOBKS  AKD 
BuiLDIHOa. 

Great  Britain :  £ 

Royal  Palaces      ..          ..  6,000 

Murlboreugh  House          . .  . .  600 

Royal  Parks  and  Fleasnre  Groondi  . .  17,000 

Houses  of  Parliamrat        . .  . .  0,000 

Gordon  Monument           .  •  . .  -  - 

Pnblio  Buildings  . .         . .  . .  30,000 

Furniture  of  Publio  Offices  . .  . .  3,000 

Rerenue  Department  Buildings  . .  36,000 

County  Court  Buildings     . .  . .  6,000 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts  . .  I.fiOO 

Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland  . .  2,000 

Surveys  of  the  United  Eingdom  . .  4S,000 

Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings  3,000 

British  Mnseum  Bmldingi  . .  . .  2,000 

Harbours,  &c.  under  Board  of  3,600 

Peterhead  Hnrboar           . .  . .  6,000 

Bates  en  Government  Pnqterty  (Oraat 

Britain  and  Ireland)      . ,  . .  80,000 

MetropoliUn  Fire  Bri^e  . .  . .  2,600 

Distumpiked  and  Main  Roads  (Eng- 
land and  Wales)            ..  ..  10.000 

Distompiked  Roads  (Scotland)  . .  6,000 

Ireland :  — 


Public  Buildings  . . 

Science  and  Art  Buildings,  DabUn 

Abroad:— 
Ligbthooses  Abroad 
Diplomatic  uid  Consular  BuUdiogi 


36,000 
6,000 

1,000 
6,000 

Class  II. — Salaries  aso  Ezpehsbs  or 
Civil  Defartubnts. 
England: — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices      . .          . .  6,000 

House  of  Commons,  Offices  . .  6,000 
Treasury,    including  Parliamentary 

Counsel    10,000 

Home  Office  and  Sabor^nate  Depart- 

menta  ..          ..          ..          ..  15,000 

Foreign  Office      . .          . .          . .  10,000 

Colonial  Office      . .           . .           . .  6,000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Sabor^nata 

Departments     ..          ..          ..  7,000 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 

partments  . .  20,000 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade    100 

Charity  Commission  (including  Bd- 

dowed  Schools  Department)         . ,  6,000 

Civil  Service  Commission   . .          . .  8,000 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    . .  9,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Rwnstry           ..  1,600 

I«nd  Commiadon  for  j^igUnd       ,,  4,000 

Local  Goreromeot  Board              ..  <0,000 

Lunacy  Commission          . .          . .  2,000 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    . .          , .  20,000 

National  Debt  Office         . .          . .  2,600 

Patent  Office        ..          ..          .,  9,000 

Paymaster  General's  Office            , .  4,600 

Publio  Works  Loan  CmamiMlail      . .  1.600 

Record  Office                 ..         ..  «,00O 

Registrar  General's  Office  . .          . .  8.000 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing        . .  90,000 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office  of         . .  4,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  8,000 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Oraatia  Aid  16,000 

Secret  Servioe   10,000 
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Scotland £ 

Secretary  for  Sootltmd                   ..  2,000 

Excheqaer  and  other  Oflloei           ..  606 

FiBheryBoud   ^  ..          ..         ».  3,000 

Lnnwqr  CoiDiniHion         *.         ••  1,000 

.  Begirtntr  Oeneral'i  OiBos  ..         ..  1,000 

Boud  of  Sopenrinon        ..         ..  3,000 

IreUnd: — 

Ziord  Lieutenant'!  Hooaehold         ..  1,000 

Chief  Secretary's  Office      ..          ..  6,600 

ChaiitaUe  Itonations  and  Beqneata 

Office  ..         ..         ..         ..  300 

Local  GoTemment  Board  ..         ,.  20,000 

Public  WorkB  Office  10,000 

Record  Office                  ..          ..  1,000 

Bcttistrar  Oeneral'a  Offioe  3,000 

VaTnatioa  and  Boundary  Sorr^     ..  4,600 

Ol.^  m. — LkW  AND  JuBnoz. 
Ellwand  I— 

Law  Chargee                 ..         ••  14,000 

Criminal  noeecations       ..  30,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judioatnze  70,000 

Wreck  Commiadon           ..  2,000 

County  Conrta      . .          . .          . .  20.000 

Land  Begiatey      . .          . .          . .  1,000 

Beviriw  Barnatar^  England  •  - 

Police  Conrta  (London  uid  Sheemaaa)  2,600 

MetropoliUn  Police          ..          ..  160,000 

Special  Police      . .          . .          . .  6,000 

C»anty  and  Borough  Police,  Cheat 

Britain            ..          ..          ..  1,000 

Friaou,  England  and  the  Cdoniea  ..  110,000 
Boformatonr  and  Induatrial  School*, 

Great  Britain   70,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Aiylum  6,000 

Scotland:— 

Loird  Advooato  and  Criminal 

ceedinga  ..  10,000 
Conrta  of  Law  and  Justice  . .  . .  5,000 
Register  House  Departments  . .  6,000 
Croftera  Commission  ..  1,600 
IV^ioe,  Oonntiaa  and  Burghs  (Soot- 
land)    1,606 

Friaons,  Scotland  ..         ..  16,066 

Lreland: — 
Law  Cbaigea  and  Criminal  Proaaea- 

tiona    ..          ••          ••  16,660 

Supreme  Court  of  Jndieaton          . .  16,000 

Court  of  Bankruptoy         . .          . .  1,600 

Admiralty  Court  Begistry  ..       ■  ..  200 

Registry  of  Deeds            ..          ..  3.000 

R^stry  of  Jndgmmts      ..  600 

Land  Commission  . .          . .          . .  10,000 

County  Court  Officera,  &o.  ..  16,000 
Pnhlin  Uetropotitan  Police  (indnding 

Polioe  Coorta)   30,000 

Ooostahnlanr  260,000 

Friaona,  IrJand   20,000 

Keformatory  and  Induatrial  Schools  26,000 

Dnndram  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  1,600 

Class  17.— Edvoatioh,  Soibhob, 

AHD  AbT. 

FnUie  EdDoatioa   660,600 

Scunce  and  Art  Department  66,600 
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British  Museum               ..  25,000 

National  Gallery  ..          ..  1,600 

National  Portrait  Gallery  ..  ..  400 

Learned  Societies,  ftc.       ..  ..  6,600 

London  University           .,  ,.  2,000 

University  Colleges,  "Wales  . .  1,000 
Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expediti<m  (Be- 

port)   ..          ..          ..  ..  1,666 


ScoUand:— 

Puhlic  Education  .. 

..  140.000 

Univerrities,  fto. 

..  2,000 

National  Gfljlery  .. 

400 

Ireland:— 

Puhlifl  Education  .. 

..  200,000 

Teachers'  Feusion  Office 

500 

Endowed  Schools  Commiaaioners 

200 

National  Galtery  .. 

800 

Queen's  Colleges  .. 

600 

Boyal  Irish  Academy        , . 

100 

(3lA8S  T. — ^FOBEIOH  Am)  CoLoniAi. 

Sbrtioks. 

Diplomatic  Services 

..  50,000 

Consular  Serrices  . .          .  ■ 

..  40,000 

Slave  Trade  Services 

..  6,000 

Suez  Caoal  (British  Directors) 

400 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid     .  • 

4,000 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena 

8,000 

Subeidiea  to  Telsgra^  Companiea 

16,600 

Class  TI. — ^Non-Effeotitb  ahd 
Chahitable  Sbbviozs. 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow - 

anoes  ..  *.  120,000 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Fenaiona, 

&c   1,606 

Panper  Lunatics,  England  ..  -  - 

Pauper  Lunatica,  Sc(xland             ..  -  - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland   ..          ..  60,666 

Hospitals  and  lufinnaries,  Ireland  . .  4,660 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency        ..          ..          ..  -  - 

Miscellaneoua  Charitable  and  other 

Allowanoaa,  Great  Britain  600 
Uiscellaneons  Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Ireland        .,          ..  600 

Class  TII.— Misobllanboits. 

Temimrary  Commisriona    ..  8,000 

MisceUaneooa  Expenaaa     . .         . .  4,000 

Adelaids  Exhibition,  1887  ..  2,600 


Total  for  aril  Sarrioea  £2,064,100 


Bbvbhitb  Dbpabthxnts. 

Customs  ..          ••          •<          ••  100,000 

Inland  Revenue  100,060 

Post  Office           . .          • .          • .  100,000 

Post  Office  Packet  Serrice  . .          . .  20,000 

Poat  Office  Telegraphs       ..          ..  350,000 


Total  lor  RaranneDepurfaMuti  £670,000 


Chaad  Total  ..  £3,624,100 


Digitized  by 


1033  Sujtply^ 


{COUMONS}         CwaSenim.  1034 


Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  The  tims  has  now  come  to  make  a 
aerious  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  hon.- Gentlemen  opposite  will 
not  be  Burprised  to  hear  that  my  argu- 
ment win  be  in  the  form  of  the  Motion 
that  you,  Sir,  report  Progress.  We 
hare  had  a  very  interesting  disouaaion 
on  the  Navy  Estimates;  we  have  pro- 
longed that  discussion  until  the  early 
hours  in  the  morning ;  yet  we  are  now 
asked  to.  Tote  a  sum  o£  £3,624,100  on 
account  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 
It  most  occur  even  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
OTOosite  that  this  is  not  an  hour  at 
miich  such  a  Vote  should  be  moved, 
and  such  ft  discussion  aa  must  follow 
Ujpon  itsiiould  tako  place.  Under  these 
circumstancoB,  I  do  hope  that  theGovern- 
ment  themselves  will  see  that  in  common 
fairness  to  the  House — not  only  to  Mem- 
bers on  this  side,  but  also  to  those  sitting 
behind  Ministers — they  should  not  press 
it.  I  atft  always  anxious  to  pour  oil  on 
trouble^  waters,  and  I  would  therefore 
make  a  practical  suggestion  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  toll  us 
that  they  must  have  some  money  to- 
night ill  any  case.  I  would  suggest 
that,  instead  of  asking  for  a  Supply 
Bufficient  for  two  months,  they  should 
take  a  sum  to  carry  them  over  10  days 
or  a  fortnight.  During  the  fortnight 
snrely  the  Qovemment  will  be  able  to 
find  some  day  to  bring  on  the  Estimates, 
and  give  an  opportunity  for  their 
adequate  discussion.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  have  so  far  been  unable  to 
discuss  questions  of  moment  to  their 
.countrymen,  because  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  pursued  the  somewhat 
remarkable  course  of  putting  on  the 
Paper  Motions  which  probably  they 
never  had  the  slightest  intention  to 
make.  Therefore,  thia  is  the  only  oppor- 
tunity left  to  my  hon.  Friends  behind 
me  to  discuss  these  matters— at  any 
rate  for  some  months  to  oome ;  and  I 
think  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  will  accede  to  the  re- 
quest I  have  to  make. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Jfr.  Laiouchers.) 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  surprised  at  the 
propositon   of  the  hon.  GenUemaa 


opposite,  who  says  it  is  his  occupation  to 
pour  oil  on  troubled  waters.  He  can 
hardly  have  made  his  request,  that  we 
should  take  enough  money  for  a  fort- 
night only,  seriou^y.  Why,  that  period 
would  arrive  in  the  middle  of  what  I 
hope  will  prove  to  us  a  period  of  some 
holiday  and  some  rest,  and  it  would 
only  defer  for  a  short  time  the  incon- 
venience we  now  wish  to  avoid.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  we  must  ask  the  Com- 
mittee at  this  Sitting  to  give  us  the 
Vote  which  we  ask. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.):  I  think 
there  is  another  oouive  open  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  though  I  cannot 
pledge  English,  Scotch,  and  Welsh 
Members  definitely,  I  am  in  a  position 
to  speak  for  my  Colleagues.  There  are 
in  these  Votes  certain  sums  of  money 
for  services  rendered  in  Ireland  which 
are  of  great  interest  to  my  countrymen. 
The  Irish  Members  are  being  unfairly 
and  unjustly  treated.  An  effort  is  being 
made,  by  means  of  a  trick,  to  get  through 
the  House  —  to  smuggle  through  the 
House — Votes  whioli  the  Government 
must  know  we  regard  aa  highly  conten- 
tious. I  was  silenced  here  one  night 
while  endeavouring  to  direct  attention 
to  the  action  of  the  Bankruptcy  Ooort 
in  IreUnd,  and  I  undoubtedly  looked 
forward  to  this  cmEKurtunity  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  thia  House  prac- 
tices on  the  part  of  that  Court  the  like 
of  which  has  not  existed  for  the  lisst  25 
years.  Do  the  Government  for  one  mo- 
ment suppctte  that  60  or  70  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  going  to  be  silent  while  money 
is  voted  away  for  the  purposes  of  that 
Court  ?  If  they  do,  they  have  made  a 
mistake.  I  am  laying  before  this  Com- 
mittee reasons  which  compel  us  to  criti- 
cize and  oppose  to  the  best  of  our  ability 
some  of  these  Votes.  Certain  questions 
are  convulsing  Ireland  at  this  moment, 
and  if  money  is  to  be  voted  to  enable 
operations  against  which  we  wish  to 
protest  to  be  carried  on  we  shall  do  our 
best  to  oppose  the  Vote.  I  can  mention 
other  Totes  which  are  oontonttous  if 
necessary.  I  tiiink  it  is  hanUy  decent 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  «i- 
deavour  to  smnggle  this  Vote  through 
at  such  an  hour.  They  were  rendj 
enough  to  withdraw  the  Navy  Vote,  but 
that  offer  was  made  at  an  hour  which 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  me  fair,  and 
therefore  with  my  OoUeagues  I  opposed 
it  The  Goramment  told  us  thflj  would 
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withdraw  it  in  order  to  bring  on  the 
Oiril  Sernoe  Votes,  but  how  oould  we 
hope  to  discuBS  them  adequately  at  that 
time  of  night  ?  One  of  the  items  is  for 
the  Irish  Chief  Secretary's  Office.  A 
man  has  recently  gone  to  that  country 
to  govern  it  without  knowing  anything 
about  it.  His  action  threatens  us  day 
by  day  with  bloodshed.  Can  the  Qo- 
Teroment  be  Berious  in  asking  that  this 
Committee,  without  discussing  what  he 
did  in  IHiblin,  should  vote  money  to 
enable  him  to  cany  on  his  Office  with- 
out oritieiBm  for  s6?eral  months  ?  As 
long  as  we  have  power  in  this  Com- 
mittee, and  80  long  as  the  Qovemment 
deniea  oa  the  right  to  discuss  at  such 
le&|fth  as  IB  reasonable  and  fair,  Votes 
which  are  of  the  most  vital,  and  it  may 
be  of  the  most  deadly  import  to  our 
constituencies— Votes  which,  if  allowed 
to  pass  to-night,  will  deprive  us  of  the 

Eower  of  criticizing  the  action  of  the 
lepartment  for  months  to  come — we 
will  oppose  them  by  every  means  in  our 
power.  Why,  in  these  months  events 
may  occur  which  none  of  us  can  fore- 
cast, and  we  should  be  false  to  our  duty 
if  we,  by  our  action,  justified  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  imagining  that 
they  oould  get  these  Votes  through  with- 
out adequate  discussion  otherwise  than 
by  brute  force.  For  myself,  I  am  per- 
fectly prepared  now  to  enter  on  the  dis- 
euanon,  and  if,  by  exercising  the  Bule 
they  passed  only  yesterday,  they  thrust 
down  our  throats  Votes  the  discussion 
of  which  should  occuot  eight  or  ten 
hours,  I  am  convinced  that  the  public  of 
this  country  will  not  approve  of  their 
action. 

Me.  OONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne] :  I  desire  to  point  out  in  very 
few  words  that  this  is  a  matter  wluch 
concerns  not  merely  Ireland,  but  the 
people  of  England  and  their  Bepre- 
eentativee  in  this  House.  It  must  be 
understood  that  this  money  comes  from 
the  pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer, 
who  therefore  has  a  right  to  carefully 
oriti<UM  how  it  is  to  be  sprat,  I,  for 
one,  am  not  iu  the  least  disposed  to 
forego  my  right  and  my  privilege  in 
this  respect  as  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  people  to  criticize  any  detail  which 
may  suggest  itself  to  me.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  Leader  of  the 
House  expressed  surprise  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  should  have  proposed 
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this  Motion,  and  he  seemed  to  treat  the 
whole  thing  as  a  joke.  I  can  assure 
him  that  if  he  chooses  to  play  practical 
jokes  we  do  not,  and  we  are  perfectly 
serious  in  making  this  Motion.  Indeed, 
we  shall  be  equally  serious  in  making 
as  many  more  as  we  consider  necessary. 
He  seems  also  to  consider  it  an  out- 
rageous proposal,  and  he  rests  his  ob- 
jection to  it  on  the  ground  that  they 
must  have  money  for  the  next  two 
months.  We  have  told  them  we  are 
willing  to  give  enough  for  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks.  What  I  want  to  point  out 
to  the  Government  ia  this — if  they  are 
content  to  accept  our  .compromise  and 
take  a  Vote  on  Account — say,  for  a  fort- 
night— it  only  requires  that  they  should 
give  up  one  day  to  us.  They  have 
every  day  at  their  disposal  between  this 
and  the  holidays.  It  is  but  a  small  thing 
to  ask  them  to  set  apart  one  day  for  us 
to  discuss  the  Vote,  as  all  they  have  as 
an  alternative  is  the  introduction  of  a 
fresh  Coercion  Bill.  For  all  I  know  we 
may  sit  here  all  day.  I  know  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  been  burning  for 
this  for  weeks ;  but  we  are  bound  to  con- 
sider, if  not  our  own,  at  least  the  health 
of  other  people— of  the  servants  of  this 
House.  There  are  the  attendants,  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table,  and  the  policemen 
on  duty  outside ;  they  cannot,  like  many 
hon.  Members,  make  up  for  this  long 
Sitting  by  taking  extra  sleep  later  on. 
Supposing  this  Sitting  is  to  continue  all 
day,  will  these  men  be  relieved  from 
their  posts  ?  If  hon.  Members  are  cal- 
lous to  their  own  suffering,  I  say  it  is 
monstrous  uid  scandalous  that  we  should 
tax  the  energies  and  sacrifice  the  health 
of  our  servants. 

Mr.  sexton  fBelfast,  W.) :  I  am 
not  surprised,  Mr.  Courtney,  at  the  pros- 
pect held  out  in  the  brief  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  He  has,  I  think,  made  an  un- 
precedented proposal.  I  am  old  at  this 
kind  of  thing,  and  I  call  it  unprece- 
dented to  ask  we  Committee  at  half-past 
5  in  the  morning  to  vote  £3,500,000  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  Public 
Service.  We  are  surprised ;  but  we  are 
not  disheartened  at  the  action  of  the 
Qovemmeot.  I  apeak  with  some  con- 
fidence, and  after  an  experience  of  seven 
years,  and  I  nay  the  Iriui  Members  here, 
and  some  English  Members  too,  both 
below  and  above  the  Gangway,  are  as 
ready,  as  willing,  and  as  able  as  any 
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hon.  Uembera  opposite  to  proceed  to 
oontimie  thia  Sitting  until  the  time 
arrives  tot  Vr.  Speaker  to  take  the 
Ohatr  on  the  Sitting  of  Tuesday,  the 
22nd  March.  Now,  Sir,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  the  exercise  of  what 
I  suppose  I  am  obliged  to  call  his  dis- 
cretion, has  thought  fit  to  refuse  bis 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  Well,  I  very  re- 
spectfully and  humbly,  as  befits  my 
position,  venture  to  express  a  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  acted 
viael^.  I  think  be  must  have  already 
perceived  that  the  grossness  of  the  mis- 
managmnent  of  the  Buainesa  of  this 
House  in  the  present  Sitting  haa  not 
been  equalled  for  many  years.  There 
were  three  oouiaeB  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  pment  Sitting  for  the 
furtherance  of  ^blic  Business,  and  they 
took  the  least  convenient.  If  th^  had 
placed  the  Vote  on  Account  first  on  the 
Faper  they  might  have  obtained  a 
Division  upon  it  at  the  usual  time  for 
the  closing  of  ordinary  Sittings  of  this 
House.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  had 
been  content  to  take  a  Division  on  the 
Navy  Vote  at  hslf-past  12  they  oould 
have  had  £1,250,000.  But  nothing 
satisfied  them  except  to  cram  both  Votes 
into  one  Sitting  of  the  House,  and  I 
venture  to  hope  they  will  find  it  impos- 
sible to  do  so. 

Ma.  NOBLE  (Hastings^ :  Hr.  Court- 
ney, I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner)  is  in  Order  in  saying  that 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  dmnkf 

Tee  chairman  :  I  did  not  hear  the 
words  used,  even  as  repeated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Captaik  COTTONCCheshire,  Wirral): 
I  beo;  to  say.  Sir,  that  I  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  use  those  words. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  words  have 
not  reached  this  end  of  the  House  in 
any  form. 

Captain  COTTON ;  I  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  say.  Sir,  that  one 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  was 
drunk. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN :  Such  an  observa- 
tion, if  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  is  most  offensive  and  im- 
proper. 

DB.TANNEB:  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  Bat, 
Hr.  Courtney,  I  must  ask  you— [  J/*itti< 
lirw/eriMo/" Withdraw!"]  Iiunnot 


going  to  withdraw,  Sir.  [Snuwtd  mm 
«/" Withdraw!"]  Ifthe hon.  Member 
opponte  will  point  out  any  person  to 
whom  I  said  it,  I  wiU  withdraw. 

The  CHAIBMAN :  It  is  most  offen- 
sive and  disorderly  to  say  it  of  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House.  I  must  now  call  on 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  ob> 
servation  as  he  does  not  disavow  it. 

Dr.  TANNEB:  Mr.  (Jourtney,  I 
shall  certainly,  out  of  respect  for  you, 
withdraw  anything  you  tell  me  to  with- 
draw. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  was  saying,  Mr. 
Courtney,  when  I  was  interrupted,  that 
the  Government  ought  to  have  granted 
us  an  op^rtunity  for  properly  disoass- 
ing  the  Vote  on  Account.  They  have 
pursued  a  course  whioh  is  unfair  and  in- 
considerate  to  the  Members  of  this 
House,  and  which  will  be  regarded  as 
unfair  by  men  of  all  politicu  Parties. 
They  put  first  on  the  ^per  a  Vote  for 
the  Navy,  and  they  place  second  tiie 
Vote  of  over  £3,000,000 — a  Vote  involv- 
ing the  whole  Public  Service  of  Ireland. 
This  course  has  been  parsued  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  hope  that  when  we 
reached  the  Vote  on  Account  at  a  late 
hour  at  night  they  might  gag  the  Irish 
Members  with  regard  to  questions  of 
vital  importance  andof  manif<Mt  urgency. 
I  turn  now  for  a  moment  to  the  question 
of  physical  endurance.  [^JfinitUrial  *rim 
of  "  Question ! "]  Well,  if  there  is  any- 
thing more  relevant  to  t^e  present  aita- 
ation  of  the  Committee  than  the  question 
of  physical  miduranoe  I  should  be  glad 
to  hear  what  it  is.  We  have  been  here 
for  13  or  14  hours.  Eleven  hours  kenoo, 
that  is  to  say  at  about  6  o'clock  to-day, 
we  shall  be  called  upon  to  discuss  a 
question  which  the  Government  them- 
selves regard  as  of  suoh  unequalled  ur- 
gency that  they  intend  to  ask  for  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  it.  Now,  Sir,  I 
ask  is  it  fur,  is  it  seemly,  under  suoh 
circumstances,  to  proceed  with  this 
Vote  now?  [An  hon.  MsuBKa:  Tea.] 
The  hon.  (Hntieman  opposite  showed 
suoh  extremely  bad  jui^gment,  as  well 
as  bad  taste,  in  a  recent  episode,  that  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  reply  to  his 
interruption.  I  ask  whethw  it  is  rea- 
sonable to  go  on,  when  Members  haT« 
been  here  so  many  hours,  and  whan  we 
know  that  there  is  only  time  enough  left 
for  us  to  get  to  our  homes,  obtain  the 
necessary  naturftl  test,  and  oomeba^  to 
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the  House  before  the  Speaker  takes  the 
Chair  for  this  eveniDg  s  Sitting?  Is  it 
fair  to  ask  us  to  approach  the  consider- 
ation of  the  question  of  precedence  for 
the  Irish  Coercion  Bill,  which,  I  am 
told,  contains  norel  and  startling  pro- 
Tisiona — to  approach  the  consideration 
of  that  question  with  our  minds  worn  out, 
and  with  our  bodies  jaded  ?  The  Go- 
vernment  want  to  go  on  with  the  Vote 
on  Account.  The  Yote  on  Account  in- 
cludes a  sum  of  money  for  the  Office  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Where 
is  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ifr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  f  Where  is  the  Attorney 
Qener^  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  ?  I 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land is  wandering  gloomily  somewhere 
about  the  premises;  but  I  think  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
at  a  distance  from  the  House.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  may  be 
competent  to  deal  with  some  legal 
questions,  although  some  doubt  has 
arisen  on  that  point  since  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  formulated  his 
opinion  respecting  the  Flan  of  Campaign ; 
but,  asBoming  that  he  is,  is  he  to  be 
allowed  to  be  the  mouthpiece  of  the  Irish 
Executive  on  any  large  question  of  policy 
which  may  be  raised  ?  We  intend  to 
ruse  the  question  of  the  death,  or,  as 
some  oonsider  it,  the  murder,  of  the  boy 
O'Hanlon,  of  Toughal,  the  question  of 
Froclamationa  by  uie  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  the  question  of  sooial  order  in  Bel- 
fast. Will  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  contend  that  it 
is  seemly  or  tolerable  that  we  should  be 
asked  at  this  hour  of  the  morning  to 
bring  forward  questions  of  such  urgency 
and  gravity  when  the  Minister  of  the 
Grown  responsible  for  the  affairs  of  Ire< 
land  is  not  here  to  answer  us  ?  I  think 
I  am  perfectly  justified  in  pleading  that 
we  should  not  be  called  upon  to  do  so. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Saoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  else- 
where taking  his  natural  rest,  or  is  pre- 
paring bis  mind  for  that  masterly  and 
memorable  statement  of  policy  which  is 
expected  bom  him  this  evening.  Is  it 
fair  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  rest,  and  to  reduce  us,  by  omitiiiued 
attendance  in  the  House,  to  such  a  con- 
dition of  mind  and  body  that  when  the 
evening  comes  we  shall  be  unable  to 
answer  him?  I  wish  to  ask  another 


question,  Sir.  Have  the  Government 
considered  what  will  be  the  probable 
length  of  this  Sitting?  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  iiSormation  on  the 
subject  before  we  proceed  any  further. 
Do  the  Govemment  contemplate  sitting 
all  day  ?  Do  they  mean  to  allow  the 
Sitting  of  the  2l6t  of  March  to  merge 
in  the  Sitting  of  the  22nd  ?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen may  find  that  the  result  may  be 
confusing,  because,  if  the  two  Sittings 
are  merged,  what  will  become  of  the 
Order  of  Business  set  down  for  the  22ud  ? 
The  plan  of  the  Govemment  was  that 
this  evening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  should  move  for  precedence 
for  the  stages  of  the  Bill  it  is  intended  to 
bring  in  to  apply  coercion  to  Ireland. 
If  we  contiaue  sitting,  I  apprehend  that 
the  Business  on  the  Paper  for  this 
evening  will  lapse,  and  that  the  only 
Business  to  be  done  to-day  will  be  the 
Business  of  the  Yote  on  Account.  I 
ask  Gentleman  opposite  who  have  a  taste 
for  mathematics  to  tot  up  the  balance 
of  advantages,  and  to  see  whether  they 
are  really  gainingany  time  by  the  course 
they  are  now  t^ing.  I  heard  some- 
where recently  that  Irishmen,  compared 
with  Englishmen,  are  tallermen,  stronger 
men,  and  men  of  greater  endurance. 
The  miyority  o^oaite  are  anxious  for  a 
compromise,  and  are  cryi^  out  for  con- 
ciliation. [Mr.  Db  Lisi;b  (Leicesterahire, 
Mid):  Oh,  oh!]  I  am  too  veil  ac- 
quainted with  the  heroic  nature  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  think  that  he  would 
ever  do  so.  At  all  events.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  be  anxious  for  a  compro- 
mise at  4  o'clock  this  afternoon,  when, 
perhaps,  we  shall  be  no  longer  in  a 
melting  mood.  It  may  interest  the 
House  to  know  that  a  large  batch  of 
eloquent,  and  some  of  them,  perhaps, 
prolix  Members,  are  arriving  from  Ire- 
land by  a  train  which  reaches  Euston  at 
half-past  6,  having  occupied  Pullman 
cars  on  the  journey.  We  have  taken 
the  precaution,  Sir,  to  despatch  a  mes- 
senger to  Euston  to  bring  them  to  the 
House  Commons.  On  the  whole. 
Sir,  I  thii^  that,  oonsidering  the 
amount  of  this  Vote  and  the  questions 
involved  in  it,  there  is  no  prospect  of 
an  early  termination  of  thii  Bitting,  and 
that  the  Sittings  oTOftaiifcfiASInd  of 
March  will  be 
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to  the  no  small  confusion  of  the  Public 
Business.  I  can  confidently  say  to  the 
Oommittee  that  not  only  will  the  nu- 
merous questions  in  this  Vote  relating  to 
Ireland  be  raised  as  long,  Sir,  as  you 
consider  that  the  rights  of  the  minority 
entitle  them  to  raise  tiiem ;  but  they  will 
none  of  them  be  disoossed  with  any  less 
falness  than  i<  we  were  conducting  a 
debate  at  half'past  5  in  the  evening. 
Now,  I  desire  tlut  fair  progress  should 
be  made  with  the  Fublio  Bunness,  and 
I  would  suggest  to  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  most  sensible  thing 
they  can  do,  seeing  that  the  Procedure 
Bules  have  been  given  Notice  of  for 
Thursday,  and  that  the  only  urgent 
Itule  of  Procedure  has  been  passed,  is 
to  alter  the  arrangements  so  far  as  to 
put  down  Procedure  for  another  day, 
and  to  take  this  Tote  on  Account  on 
Thursday.  I  think  my  Colleagues  will 
bear  me  out  when  I  say  that  we  would 
undertake,  notwithstanding  the  urgent 
and  important  character  of  the  questions 
involTed  in  this  Vote,  that  the  Division 
upon  it  should  be  taken  at  a  reasonable 
time.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  made 
the  lai^st  and  most  reasonable  o£fer 
that  could  be  made,  and,  if  it  is  refused 
by  the  Government,  there  is  nothing  for 
it  but  to  fight  the  question  out.  Of  one 
thing  I  am  sure,  and  that  is,  that  when 
this  battle  is  over,  it  is  not  the  Irishmen 
in  this  House  who  will  feel  discomfited 
and  defeated. 

Me.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  did  not  vote 
against  the  majority  in  the  last  Division 
because  I  thought  that  there  was  some 
ground  on  which  the  Government  might 
urge  that  full  debate  had  taken  place  on 
the  Navy  Estimates.  But  I  think  the 
situation  is  altogether  changed  now.  In 
xay  opinion,  we  are  entitled  to  say  that 
the  Government  are  turning  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House  topsy-turvy.  They 
are  turning  our  days  into  nights,  and 
tiie^  are  driving  us  into  a  situation 
which  I  do  not  hesitafe  to  say,  Mr. 
Courtney,  is  beooinina;  intolerable.  No 
one,  not  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Chwchen),  if  he  were  here,  or  even  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  could  deny 
that  hon.  Members  are  within  their 
rights,  upon  the  Motion  which,  you.  Sir, 
have  put  from  the  Chair,  in  diecussing 
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any  item  in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 
I  will  go  further,  and  say  that  not  only 
are  Gentlemen  within  their  rights  in 
taking  that  course,  but  that  it  la  their 
bounaen  duty,  under  the  special  cnrcum- 
stanoes  into  which  we  are  thrown  by  the 
action  of  the  Government,  to  raise  any 
question  in  which  they  are  interested, 
and  to  discuss  it  at  length.  The  pros- 
pect before  as  is  altogether  nnoertaio. 
The  Government  are  at  lliis  moment 
seeking  to  get  Votes  on  Aooonnt,  whereby 
ihej  will  be  able  to  postpone  any  Vote  ia 
the  Estimates  far  the  period  of  a  couple 
of  months.  The  Government  have  been 
taking  all  the  time  of  private  Members, 
and  if  even  there  was  an  occasion  when 
such  Members  were  entitled  to  take  the 
first  opportunity  of  discussing  matters 
in  which  they  are  interested,  I  think 
that  time  has  arrived.  No  answer  has 
been  given  from  the  Front  Benoh  oppo- 
site to  the  appeal  which  haa  just  been 
made  that  this  Vote  on  Account  might 
be  taken  up  on  Thursday,  and  diacuned 
at  a  reasonable  hour  and  in  a  fair  way. 
On  the  Vote  which  we  have  just  passed 
there  was  an  absolute  silenoe  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  I  vonld, 
therefore,  ask  this  qu«^on.  Soppose 
we  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  this 
Vote  on  Account,  is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  deal  with  it  in  the 
same  spirit  as  they  dealt  with  the  Vote 
for  the  Nary,  and  to  observe  an  obsti- 
nate silence  upon  the  important  ques- 
tions which  are  to  be  raised?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  is  not  in  his  place,  and  X  eaj  that 
there  is  no  one  else  who  is  able  to  speak 
for  the  Government  on  the  pointe  i^ch 
will  be  discussed.  I  cannot  imagine 
that  it  is  intended  by  the  Government  to 
make  it  a  sham  discussion,  because,  if  it 
be,  I  venture  to  say  that  there  will  be  a 
complete  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  We  have  had  an 
assurance  that  if  that  discussion  is 
started,  the  infinite  variety  of  subjects 
over  which  it  will  range  will  receive  the 
consideration  they  deserve  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  I  have  not  one 
particle  of  misgiving  as  to  the  duty  that 
rests  on  me,  and  upon  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  offer  the 
strongest  opposition  to  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  in  seeking  to  dra- 
goon the  Committee  into  passing  so  large 
a  Vote. 
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[Mt,  Kaikbs  (Postmaster  General)  took 
the  Ohair.]  [5.45.] 

CoLOHiL  NOLAN  tGalway,  N.) :  Mr. 
Baikes,  your  appearance  in  the  Chair 
Teminds  me  of  several  All-night  SitUngs 
which  were  held  a  great  many  years 
ago,  and  I  would  just  ask  the  "old 
Parliamentary  hands  "  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  point  out  to  their  Friends 
and  Colleagues  that  it  was  very  seldom 
tiiat  any  good  came  of  them.   We  all 

S>%  tired  and  weary  and  excited,  and 
e  ezdtemwit  spread  to  people  out-of- 
doors,  and  a  great  deal  of  harm  was 
done  by  the  attempts  made  by  the  Oto- 
Temment  of  the  day  to  force  Business 
on  in  those  All-niffht  Sittings.  I  think, 
Sir,  that  in  regara  to  some  of  those  Sit- 
tings, over  which  you,  Mr.  Baikes,  pre- 
sided—and as  far  as  your  presidenoy 
went,  Sir,  no  complaint  couH  be  made 
— things  would  have  been  much  better 
if  they  had  never  taken  place.  I  would 
now  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  assent  to  the  Motion  for  re- 
poiting  Progress,  and  I  would  urge  on 
them  severu  reasons  for  doing  so.  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
that  we  ought  not  to  plead  for  a  little 
rest.  I  always  feel  fatigued  at  these 
Sittings.  I  have  been  present  during 
all  the  All-night  Sittings  in  this  House, 
except  for  four  or  five  hours  of  one  of 
them.  Bat  I  have  always  felt  fatigued. 
I  do  BO  now,  and  I  Imow  that  other 
Members  oaanot  bear  the  fatigue  any 
more  than.  Z  <»ui.  I  must,  perhaps,  make 
an  exception  in  the  case  of  we  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
CHiaplin),  who  came  down,  I  think,  as 
late  as  about  5  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
and  who  looks  very  fresh.  Well,  we 
are  now  supposed  to  enter  upon  serious 
Business,  expecting  a  Vote  on  Account 
amounting  to  £3,600,000.  I  should  like 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Baikes,  whether  you 
would  like,  in  the  conduct  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  Post  Office,  to  have  to  con- 
aider  a  question  involving  an  expendi- 
ture of  £3,600,000  after  having  been 
sitting  in  this  House  all  night  ?  I  do 
not  think,  Sir,  that  yon  would  be  in  a 

f roper  condition  to  do  so.  At  all  events, 
would  rather  have  your  ojnnion  upon 
any  subject  when  you  have  not  been 
sitting  up  all  night  tiian  when  yon  have, 
I  dioud  like  to  put  it  to  you,  Sir,  whe- 
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ther  it  is  prudent  for  a  Oonlmittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  take  a  course 
which  would  not  be  considered  wise  in 
an  individual.  I  quite  acknowledge 
that  if  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
this  Business  should  be  done  at  onoe, 
we  should  have  to  do  it.  But  no  such 
necessity  exists.  It  is  a  mere  question 
of  obsttuacy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  may,  of  course, 
say  that  they  are  merely  firm,  and  that 
it  is  we  who  are  obstinate,  but  I  con- 
tend that  the  reverse  is  the  case.  Would 
it  not  be  better  that  we  should  adjourn 
and  consider  this  question  at  a  reason- 
able hour?  This  sum  of  £3,62i,100  is 
really  not  wanted  by  the  Government. 
I  would  put  this  question  to  Ministers. 
Does  an  Appropriation  Bill  take  more 
than  ei^ht  days  to  pass?  If  it  does 
not,  it  IS  not  necessary  to  force  tiiis 
Vote  through  the  Committee  now,  and 
I  would  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  really  intend  to  cause  such  a  scandal 
as  would  be  involved  in  making  us  vote 
this  lai^e  sum,  when  they  know  that 
the  immense  majority  of  Members  must 
be  so  tired  and  fagged  that,  not  only 
are  they  unfit  to  deu  with  tiie  money 
of  tiie  oountry,  but  they  are  unfit  to  take 
part  in  an  ordinary  game  at  whist.  The 
tan)ay ers,  I  have  always  found,  are  very 
jeafous  about  the  action  of  their  Be  pre- 
sentatives  in  re^rd  to  voting  mone^, 
and  rightiy  so.  But  can  we,  at  this 
time,  give  reasonable  attention  to  voting 
Supply  ?  What  is  the  Government  pro- 
gramme ?  Do  the^  want  us  to  surren- 
der all  right  of  discussion  and  simply 
pass  this  Vote  ?  We  want  to  oome  here 
after  a  few  hours'  interval  to  discuss 
this  matter  properly.  Will  they  give  us 
a  fair  opportunity  of  doin^  so  ?  We 
are  not  in  a  position  to  do  it  now,  and 
soon  we  shall  have  excited  London  pour- 
ing into  the  House,  not  much  helping 
towards  a  calm  dispassionate  discussion 
of  some  of  those  Irish  subjects  that  are 
called  burning  questions.  There  is  an- 
other reason  for  not  plunging  into  this 
discussion  at  once,  and  why  the  Govern- 
ment might  make  some  temporary  ar- 
rangement, even  if  they  allow  an  ad- 

i'oumment  for  a  couple  of  hours  only, 
lestdes  the  personal  advantages  of  ft 
rest  for  that  time,  we  should,  on  resam- 
ing,  have  representatives  of  the  Frws 
bere  in  proper  force,  if  not  in  numbers 
above  the  usual  average.  It  is  a  matter 
of  consequence  that  the  pith  of  the  re- 
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mar^s  in  reference  to  this  large  sqiu,  one 
of  the  moat  important  Votes  of  the  year, 
should  be  made  public.  The  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  open  up  the  whole  field 
of  Oivil  administration.  The  late  Mr. 
Isaac  Butt,  a  great  authority  on  matters 
of  Parliamentary  Procedure,  declared 
it  most  un -Constitutional  to  habitually 
take  these  large  nuns  on  account.  Tou 
take  a  Tote  for  two  monUia,  then  for 
another  two  months,  and  then,  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  when  we  are  all 
heated,  tired,  and  jaded,  and  want  to 
get  away,  these  Totes  are  brought  on 
with  a  rush.  First  and  last,  these  Esti- 
mates do  not  get  properly  conudered, 
and  evil  coneequenoes  result.  The  De- 
partments will  not  pare  off  abuses  in 
expenditure  if  this  expenditure  is  voted 
without  protest;  it  is  only  pressure 
from  this  House  that  will  induce  them 
to  do  so.  Then  the  constituents,  too, 
seeing  that  the  Estimates  are  not  pro- 
perly discussed,  are  apt  to  think  the  ex- 
penditure is  more  extravagant  than  it 
really  is ;  and  thus  we  are  susceptible  to 
sudden  bursts  of  frugality  that  may  be 
detrimental  to  the  true  interests  of  the 
Public  Service.  Passing  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count like  this  without  proper  discussion 
leads  to  these  evils,  and  it  is  mere  idle- 
ness to  say  there  can  be  a  proper  dis- 
oussion  at  the  end  of  the  year ;  there 
will  bfi  no  more  than  a  discussion  of  a 
few  foremost  items.  I  am  unwilling  to 
take  up  time  in  elaborating  my  argu- 
ment ;  bat  I  urge  the  Qovemment  to 
take  into  acconnt  our  anxiety  to  discuss 
the  Vote,  not  item  by  item,  but  by  five 
or  six  Irish  <}ue8tion6  and  eight  or  nine 
English  subjects;  and  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Sexton)  has  given  a  pledge  that, 
so  far  as  Irish  Members  are  ooncemed, 
these  discussions  shall  terminate  on 
Thursday.  This  extraordinary  attitude 
of  the  Qovemment  was  quite  unexpected, 
or  a  large  number  of  Members  would 
have  been  here  to  increase  our  mino- 
rity ;  and,  even  as  it  is,  we  have  Eng- 
lish liberal  Members  here  to  aid  us  in 
our  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
Government — Members  whom  you  do 
not  often  find  taking  part  in  an  All- 
m^ht  Sitting.  Tbey  nave  dcme  so  on 
this  oooaaion,  for  they  feel  that  in  this 
contest  OD  this  question  of  Supply  they 
have  their  constituents  with  them. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  The  proceedings  of  to-night  will 
have  an  effect  in  the  country.   I  am 


uite  sure  that  nothing  will  more  en- 
anger  the  position  of  the  Government, 
bringing  it  into  collision  with  the  feel- 
ings of  the  taxpayers,  than  the  attempt 
to  force  on  a  large  Vote  at  this  hour. 
I  may  urge  this  view  on  Members  of 
the  Government — that  the  effect,  when 
these  things  become  known  outside,  will 
be  disastrous  to  them,  leading  the  people 
to  believe,  what  I  am  afraid  they  will 
have  considerable  ground  for  believing, 
that  we  vote  away  money  without  due 
consideration.  For  their  own  interest, 
I  would  advise  the  Goremment  to  toko 
the  Vote  at  a  time  more  opportune  for 
discusmon. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh.  E.): 
Throughout  this  discussion  it  appears  to 
me  to  have  been  forgotten  that  there  is 
another  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
besides  Ireland  having  grievances  felt 
acutely,  which  desires  to  have  those 
grievances  discussed,  and  has  sent  72 
Members  for  that  purpose.   May  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  of  those  72 
Bepresentatives,  only  three  are  present 
— or,  say  four,  though  we  do  not  usually 
count  the  Lord  Advocate  as  a  Sootw 
Member.    Sixty-eight  Scotch  Members 
are  certainly  absent.   I  have  waited 
here  all  night  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
forming my  duty  as  a  Sootoh  Mem- 
ber, knowinff  that  thne  are  different 
grievances  miich  our  oonsiataants  ex- 
pect us  to  discuss  at  tho  Ten  earliest 
moment.   I  have  waited  for  the  umplo 
reason  that,  of  all  the  Nationalities  re- 
presented here,  the  Scotch  nation  has 
the  most  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  hearing. 
We  are  constanuy  on  the  watch  to  get 
in  a  word  upon  Scotch  affairs,  because 
our  difiioultyis  that,  while  the  Irish  are 
hated,  we  are  despised,  and  contempt 
is  far  more  difficult  to  overcome.  Hatred 
stimulates  resistance  from  the  hated, 
contempt  crushes  and  paralyzes  the 
orp;an  of  oombativeness.   We  are,  on 
this  Teiy  acconnt,  the  more  eager  to  dia- 
ouss  our  grievances  at  those  moments 
permitted  by  the  spirit  of  the  Constitu- 
tion.  It  is  a  new  doctrine  to  me — and, 
though  not  an  old  Member,  I  have  been 
a  student  of  the  eubject — that  grievances 
are  to  be  postponed  for  Supply ;  I  always 
thought  they  preceded  it.   It  is  aatouisn- 
ing  to  me  that  a  professed  Oontervatir* 
Gtivernment  should  resist  by  physical 
force  one  of  the  oldest  traditions  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  country.    I  might 
remind  the  Oovemment  td  aome  of  the 
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Scotch  questions  that  naturally  arise  in 
consideration  of  tlie  Vote.  There  are 
items  that  have  connection  with  the 

frooeedings  that  have  taken  place  in 
kye  

Thb  chairman  (Mr.  Raikbs)  :  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  it  would 
not  be  in  Order  to  disonsa  Uie  items  of 
the  Tote  on  a  Motion  to  report  Fro- 
gresa. 

Mb.  WAUiAOE :  I  had  no  intention 
of  doingao.  I  was  merely  about  to  point 
out,  as  reasons  for  having  Progress  re- 
ported now,  that  there  were  items  of 
a  certain  character  that  would  reqmre  to 
be  discussed,  when  discnsslon  of  these 
particulars  became  orderly.  These,  I 
was  about  to  say,  were  so  complicated, 
BO  numerous,  and  so  important,  that 
they  must  needs  give  rise  to  consider- 
able debate ;  and,  therefore,  in  view  of 
the  amount  of  work  before  the  Commit- 
tee, it  would  be  well  to  r^mrt  Progress, 
and  resume  under  more  favourable  cir- 
cnmstancea.  One  of  the  items  we,  as 
Sootoh  Members,  would  be  called  upon 
to  diaoaas  would  be  the  Crofter  Ques- 
tion, never  snffioieatly  ventilated  in  this 
House.  When  occasion  seemed  to  offer 
itselt,  I  had  myself  prepared  an  elabo* 
rate  speech  on  the  subject ;  but,  if  I 
might  use  a  colloquialism,  that  speech 
was  burked  by  hon.  Qentlemen  oppo* 
Bite.  It  would  be  a  serious  under- 
taking to  bring  out  all  the  arguments, 
facts,  and  illustrations  I  had  prepared — 
a  serious  undertaking  for  me,  and  pos- 
sibly for  the  House  too.  There  would 
be  many  questions,  abstract  and  par- 
ticular, arising  in  conoeotion  with  the 
Vote  for  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland, 
the  Crofter  proeecutions  in  particular. 
Again,  there  is  the  Education  item  to 
be  considered.  Members  not  now  pre- 
sent have  an  engrossing  interest  in  edu- 
cational matters,  and  have  various  griev- 
ances to  ventilate.  Not  only  so;  but 
tiiere  is  the  Fisheries  Question,  which 
preeents  many  pointo  of  absorbing  inte- 
rest If  I  were  to  mention  the  herring 
brand,  for  instance,  it  would,  if  it  did  not 
exaotiy  produce  excitement,  excite  most 
diversified  interest  in  the  minds  of  Scotch 
Members  

Thb  chairman  (Mr.  Raikbs): 
Order,  order !  I  have  already  pointed 
out  it  would  be  entirely  out  of  Order  to 
attempt  to  discuss  items  of  the  pro- 
posed Vote  on  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. I  must  request  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber to  confine  his  obaervations  to  that 

Motion. 

Mr.  WALLACE :  I  shall  avoid  that 
subject,  Sir.  Not  that  I  was  intending 
to  disregard  your  ruling  in  aoy  way,  or 
to  depart  from  Order  by  discussing  the 
item;  I  was  about  to  point  out  the  diffi- 
culties of  attempting  discussion  at  this 
unusual  hour.  There  will  be  Scotch 
Members  desirous  of  oonsid«ing  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Scotland;  but, 
passing  away  from  the  special  aspect  of 
the  Vote  as  afTecting  the  grievances  of 
Scotiand,  I  think,  as  an  individual,  I 
have  a  right  to  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's 
GovemmeDt  on  tiie  question  of  the 
physical  resources  of  hon.  Members 
present.  I  think  they  are  mistaken  if 
they  enter  into  this  contest  regarding  it 
as  a  question  that  must  be  settled  by 
plurality  of  numbers;  it  is  rather  a 
case  of  Thermopylss  than  a  battle  on 
Salisbury  Plain — a  Jew  only  are  neces- 
sary to  stop  a  pass  against  a  host 
incalculably  more  numerous  than  the 
defenders.  We  shall  be  able  to  keep 
up  a  sufficient  supply  of  strong,  f^h 
Members,  able  to  do  what  is  necessary 
to  oppose  the  arguments,  or  the  mere 
official  presence  d:  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  omtosite.  I  feel  myself,  I 
will  not  say  brighter,  that  Iwould  be 
arrogating  too  much  to  myself,  but  not 
more  dull  than  I  was  12  hours  ago,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  for  me  to 
be  more  dull  12  hours  hence.  StiU,  I 
would  appeal  to  Her  Majes^'s  Qovem- 
ment  to  accept  the  reasonable  compro- 
mise that  has  been  held  out  to  them 
more  than  once.  Uhe  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  offered 
a  reasoneible  compromise  when  he  sug- 
gested the  Oovernment  should  take  a 
Tote  on  Accoimt  sufficient  for  a  fort- 
night; but  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  offered  a 
still  more  reasonable  oompromiae,  when 
he  consented,  on  behalf  of  those  for 
whom  he  was  entitled  to  apeak,  if  tiie 
Tote  were  aet  down  for  Thoraday  that 
it  should  be  considered  fairly,  with  no 
attempt  to  resist  it  beyond  that  day. 
But  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  restore 
peace  when  war  is  raised  by  challenge 
and  attack  from  the  other  side.  There 
is  much  that  might  be  said  in  regard  to 
the  mind  of  the  country  not  being  suffi- 
cientiy  informed  in  regard  to  theVote 
owing  to  the  absence  cA  the  Flreaa. 
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Naturally,  the  countn  takes  an  interest 
in  the  expenditure  of  tiie  money  raised 
hy  its  taxation :  and  if  to  discuss  an 
important  Vote  like  this  behind  the 
backs  of  those  vho  are  to  pay  it,  I  am 
perfectly  sure  a  feeling  of  resentment 
will  be  provoked.  I  mieht  add  many 
other  reasons;  but  I  desire  only  to 
participate  in  the  debate  to  a  reason- 
able extent,  and  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  make  good  the  position  I 
occupy  in  support  of  the  Motion  before 
m. 

The  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  fob 
"WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stawhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  The  speech  of  the  bon. 
Member  makes  us  recognize  the  cleTer- 
ness  of  the  nation  to  which  he  belongs. 
He  tells  UB  the  Scotch  Bepresentatives 
have  all  gone  to  bed ;  and  I  am  quite 
sure  he  will  be  glad  to  follow  their 
example.  There  is  nothing  in  what  we 
are  asking  the  Oommittee  to  do  to  pre- 
vent him.  We  ask,  in  order  tbat  the 
law  may  be  complied  with,  for  a  Vote 
on  Account  of  the  Civil  Service.  We 
are  asking  a  thing  that  has  been  asked 
every  Session  for  years  past,  and  such 
a  Vote  has  been  passed  Session  after 
Session  with  little  or  no  discussion. 
When  the  hon.  Member  talks  about  the 
necessity  for  discussing  item  after  item, 
he  will  forgive  me  for  saying  he  hardly 
understands  the  nature  of  a  vote  on  Ac- 
count. It  is  not  possible  for  the  affairs 
of  the  country  to  be  carried  on  if  there 
is  to  be  such  a  discussion  of  items.  The 
Oommittee  will  have  ample  opportunity 
of  considering  evenr  item,  and  of  attack- 
ing any  to  which  objection  is  taken 
when  in  ordinaxr  course  the  Votes  come 
on.  We  are  told  it  is  an  ean  matter 
to  adjourn  the  Committee  to  Thursday 
and  finish  the  Vote  then,  but  we  should 
not  be  able  to  comply  with  the  law  if 
we  did  anything  of  the  kind.  Hon. 
Members  must  credit  us  with  having 
paid  some  attention  to  the  Rules  oi 
Order,  and  this  matter,  in  which  we  are 
specially  interested,  we  have  carefully 
considered.  Hence  the  statement  that  we 
cannot  comply  with  the  law  unless  we 
obtain  the  Vote  we  now  ask  for,  and 
which  has  been  granted  in  eeveral  Ses- 
sions. The  sooner  we  get  it,  the  sooner 
shall  we  get  to  bed. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  the 
usual  cTap-trap  of  officialism.  We  have 
heard  that  speech  from  the  Treasory 
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Bendi  times  out  <A  mind.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  atwohitely 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the 
nation,  that  the  vote  should  be  taken, 
but  we  have  Mually  good  authority 
that  it  is  not  absouitely  necessary.  If  the 
Ghjvemnient  want  money  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  law,  uej 
should  come  here  in  time  and  propoae 
their  Votes— at  such  a  time  as  will 
enable  us  to  discuss  grievances  witiiont 
being  met  with  this  stale  Tory  cry, 
the  exigencies  of  time,  the  usual  plea 
from  that  Bench.  We  have  a  right  to 
claim  that  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session — at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment, to  insure  the  passing  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill  within  the  required 
period — the  Government  should  submit 
their  Estimates  for  considwatim.  Other- 
wise we  stand  in  the  position  that  we  are 
entitled  to  refuse  the  m(mey,  aetinff  that 
we  have  not  the  opportunity  of  bring* 
ing  forward  our  grievances  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  time-honoured  Constitntioiial 
doctrine  that  grievances  precede  Supply. 
So  far  as  I  can  see,  Sir,  the  practice  in 
Parliament  diverges  altogether  from  the 
procedure  laid  down  in  books.  The 
practice  of  Parliament  seems  to  be  that 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  oome  down 
to  the  House  at  the  end  of  every  six 
weeks  with  a  Vote  of  Supply,  and  ex- 
pect to  get  the  money,  and  the  discussion 
on  the  details  comes  on  after  the  Minis- 
ters have  got  the  money.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Tadcson)  oomee 
here  and  says  that  the  money  haa  al- 
ready been  voted,  ottering  ttie  usual 
clap-trap  of  officialism.  It  is  a  veiy 
strange  sort  of  procedure  which  allowi 
the  mon»  to  be  voted,  and  then  when 
Motions  for  reducing  the  Votee  are 
made,  hon.  Members  find  that  they  are 
of  no  use,  because  they  are  barred  by 
the  very  effective  argument  that  the 
money  is  already  voted.  I  always 
thought  that  the  Constitutional  doctrine 
was  that  grievances  came  before  Supply ; 
but  the  practice  of  this  House  is  vezr 
different.  There  is  another  fact  whion 
illustrates  the  odd  character  of  the  prae- 
tice  of  Parliament.  To-night  we  hare 
had  a  precedent  created  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  closure,  which  no  doubt 
will  be  in  time  fully  felt  in  praotioe  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  OTOosite.  Member*  <» 
this  side  of  the  Hdum  had  no  indieaF 
tioD  that  the  Government  were  giriag 
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to  pursue  the  policy  wbicb  tboy  bave 
entered  upon,  or  that  they  intended  to 
persevere  or  apply  the  closure  on  a 
question  of  Snp^y.  This  is  a  prece- 
dent whiob  before  lung  will  be  used 
with,  great  effect  upon  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and 
very  reasonably  because,  when  their 
Leaders  set  an  example  they  should  be 
prepared  to  understand  that  such  bad 
examples  are  likely  to  be  followed,  which 
one  wonM  think  ought  to  make  tbem 
very  ohuy  in  setting  them.  The  Go- 
Toroment  may  carry  forward  tbeee 
Yotes  to-night  by  the  repeated  applioa- 
tion  of  the  closure  with  a  mechanical 
majority  at  their  back.  But  if  they 
should  do  that  they  will  be  counte- 
nancing an  un-Constitutional  thing,  for 
siDoe  it  is  in  thoir  power  to  apply  the 
closure  on  the  discussion  of  each  Vote 
which  oomes  up  for  consideration,  they 
will,  if  they  do  this,  be  making  at- 
tempts at  silencing  Members  in  a  legi- 
timate debate  on  a  question  of  a  Vote 
on  Acoount.  It  certainly  does  appear 
to  me  that  the  Gkivemment  are  proceed- 
ing very  unwise^.  Votes  in  Supply 
hare  been  free  from  the  operations  of  the 
dosure  in  the  past,  but  now  that  there 
is  a  precedent  it  is  hard  to  say  how  far 
the  power  will  extend  in  the  fiiture. 
There  is  no  guarantee  that  the  power  will 
not  be  used  inOommitteeof  Supply,  and 
consequently  the  whole  principle  of  Be- 
preeeatative  Gkiremment  i«  reduced  to 
an  absurdity. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  just  want,  Sir,  to  point 
out  a  contrast  between  the  statement  on 
a  certain  point  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson),  and  a  statement  of  the 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  The 
Financial  Secretary  admitted  earlier  in 
the  evening  that  the  law  could  be  com- 
plied with  if  thU  Tote  were  taken  on 
Thursday.  On  the  other  hand,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
has  declared  that  the  reason  why  the 
Government  requested  that  the  Tote 
should  be  taken  was,  that  the  law  de- 
manded that  it  shoiild  be  passed  to- 
night, at  the  present  Sitting.  Now,  I 
am  anxious  to  know  if  the  Government 
are  willing  that  their  case  should  stand 
or  fall  by  the  assertion  of  their  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  The  case  of  the 
Government  is  that  one  of  its  Members 


makes  a  statement  absolutely  contra- 
dictory to  the  assertion  of  another  of  its 
Members  in  a  previous  part  of  the  same 
evening.  I  am  glad  the  Secretary  of 
State  lot  War  has  ^ut  bis  contention 
that  the  law  positively  requiree  that 
this  Tote  should  be  passed  to-night; 
but  I  have  to  say  that  the  law  does  not 
require  this,  and  that  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  Uie  Treasury  was  quite  cor- 
rect when  he  stated  that  the  Totes  could 
be  taken  on  Thursday  and  yet  Uie  law 
would  be  completely  complied  wiOi. 
["No!"]  Well,  in  other  words,  he  did 
not  deny  that  the  law  would  be  oom- 

5 lied  witb  if  the  Tote  were  taken  on 
hursday,  and  I  suppose  he  can  if  be 
chooses.  Aod  this  diametrical  opposi- 
tion is  the  cause  of  the  trouble  and  a 
scandal  of  this  All-night  Sitting.  It 
was  agreed  that  if  the  Tote  ww  put 
down  fox  Thursday  the  debate  would  be 
extended  to  Friday,  and  the  law  oould 
not  in  that  way  be  complied  with  ;  but 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  answered  that  by  saying 
that  the  Tote  would  be  allowed  to  pasa 
on  Thursday;  and  thus  the  whole  ob- 
jection falls  to  the  ground  at  onoe,  and 
no  danger  of  a  breach  of  law  is  inouired. 
I  only  hope  that  the  obBerrations  of  Uie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  will  reach  the  Frees,  that 
the  public  may  be  able  to  judge  of  the 
inteuigence  and  ability  of  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed on  high  authority  that  if  this 
Tote  was  carried  on  Thursday,  the  34th 
of  March,  it  could  be  reported  on  Friday, 
the  25th  of  March,  and  this  would  be 
three  days  before  the  time  upon  which 
it  was  reported  in  a  previous  year.  It 
is  simply  monstrous  to  consent  to  the 
passing  of  over  £3,000,000  of  thepublio 
money  without  any  discussion.  We  are 
desired  to  pass  the  Estimates  referring 
to  the  Home  Department  in  the  absence 
of  the  Home  Secretary;  tboee  of  the 
Public  Works  Department  in  the  iU>- 
sence  ol  the  Chief  Oommissioner  of 
Public  Works ;  those  for  the  Law  De- 
partment in  the  absence  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Solicitor  General ;  and, 
finally,  the  most  important,  solemn,  and 
contentious  Totes  of  all  those  of  the 
Irish  Department  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  We  are  quite  willing 
that  the  way  in  which  the  taxes  are 
spent  should  go  forth  for  the  judgment 
of  the  country^  and  I  agaiu  repeat  that 
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it  is  mainly  owing  to  the  ^as,  pal- 
pable,  and  immense  contradiction  be- 
tween two  Members  of  the  GoTemment 
that  we  have  the  scandal  and  trouble  of 
this  All-night  Sitting.  I  say  again,  Sir, 
that  if  the  Votes  are  put  down  for 
ThuTBday,  bon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  undertake  that  the 
discussion  will  dose  on  that  day,  and 
probably  hon.  Uembore  above  the  Gang- 
way would  assent  to  this  arrangement  or 
accept  the  suggestion  as  a  reasonable 
promise. 

Thi  8E0BETABY  to  ths  TRRA.- 
STTBY  (Mr.  jAOKSoir}  (Leeds,  N.):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
asks  whether,  if  this  Vote  were  put  down 
for  Thursday,  it  would  be  in  accordance 
with  the  law  ?  I  pointed  out,  I  think, 
that  it  required  eight  days  for  the  Ap- 
priation  Bill,  and  Thursday  is  the  24th 
of  March.  Hence  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  Thursday  would  be  too  late 
a  day  for  passing  the  Vote  if  the  law 
was  to  be  fully  complied  with.  The  Sup- 
plementary Votes  are  to  meet  expendi- 
ture for  the  current  year,  and  they  re- 
quire to  go  through  exactly  the  same 
processes  as  the  vote  on  Account  to 
make  them  available  for  the  Services  of 
die  country.  Hon.  Members  must  see 
that  in  order  to  make  the  maavy  service- 
able within  the  current  financud  year — 
that  ia  to  say,  shortly  before  the  Slst  of 
March — it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
we  should  have  this  Vote  now  passed.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  do  not  want  to  put  the  Go- 
remment  into  the  unpleasant  position  of 
bein^  driven,  at  the  last  moment,  to  the 
inability  of  carrying  out  the  Services  of 
the  country.  The  Cktvemment  are  quite 
willing  to  meet  the  suggestions  of  hon. 
Members ;  but  I  have  to  say  distinctly 
that  Thursday  would  be  too  late,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  to  get  this  Vote  in 
order  to  make  matters  regular. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton) :  I  wish  to  ask*  Sir,  whether, 
seeing  that  Thursday  is  too  late,  it 
would  be  possible  to  regularise — if  I 
may  use  the  word— the  situation  by 
holding  a  Sitting  on  Saturday,  lb. 
Baikes,  I  have  sat  in  the  House,  and 
often  heard  that  grievance  oomes  be- 
fore Supply  ;  but  I  find  in  practice 
that  there  ia  far  too  much  of  a  feeling  in 
the  House  now  Uiat  the  principal  and 
first  object  of  the  House  is  to  legislate, 
whilst  high  authorities  on  th«  Honaa 
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impress  on  us  that  the  ren^ation  of 
grievances  is  a  most  important  point  to 
observe  and  follow.  We,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  have  no  desire  indefinitely  to 
prolong  the  debate  on  these  Estimates ; 
but  we  certainly  do  feel  that  it  was  a 
very  mistaken  proceeding  to  00  arrange 
matters  that  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
should  be  discussed  at  the  late  hour 
which  the  Government  thought  proper 
to  provide.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
at  an  early  period  of  this  Seaaioa  I 
suggested  myself  ttiat  we  ahonld  Teqmre 
to  discuss  uie  Estimates  on  a  side 
Vote,  becanae  I  foresaw  and  feared  this 
awkward  situation.  I  may  ▼entnre  to 
say  that  Uie  cause  of  man^  of  ns  re- 
maining in  this  House  during  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  Estimates  was  in  order 
to  secure  to  hon.  Membera  below  the 
Gangway  an  opportunity  of  ventilatiog 
certain  grievances  connected  with  tlw 
GoTemment  of  Ireland  —  grierances 
which  there  were  no  other  means  or 
facilities  of  making  known.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
position  of  affairs  in  this  matter  in  the 
present  year  are  peouliar,  and  thtttefore 
it  is  not  right  to  compare  past  yaaia  with 
the  present  year,  because  during  the 
present  year  hon.  Members  have  be« 
deprivea— and  prospectively  are  to  be 
deprived — of  almost  emy  opportanity 
which  private  Membera  are  anppoaed  to 
possess,  in  order  to  bring  forward  the 
grievances  which  naturally  would  hare 
been  brought  forward  had  there  been  a 
chance  of  doing  ao.  Besides,  not  only 
ia  the  time  of  private  Membera  taken 
and  to  be  taken  by  the  Government  for  a 
lengthened  period,  but  that  new  me^od 
of  procedure  whereby  we  find  snbjects 
really  pass  out  of  discussion  because  of 
bogus  Motions  several  days  or  weeks  in 
advance,  has  come  into  existmce;  and 
private  Members  have  to  seize  eve^  avail- 
able Importunity  in  order  to  endeavoor 
to  secure  a  chance  of  discussing  matters 
of  grievance.  Therefore,  on  these  fisti- 
maiea  hon.  Members  on  Uiis  dde  of  the 
House  have  really  got  the  de^re  to 
get  such  an  opportunity  of  inHonrming 
the  House  and  railing  uie  attention  or 
the  country  to  abuses  which  require  re- 
form. I  hope  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  will  take  into 
consideration  whether  they  can  see  their 
way  by  some  less  violent  tactics  and 
methodthanpasaing'aVotewithoatdis-  , 
crimination  or  diaooKioii  of  its  unpovtent 
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contontfr—especially  the  Irish  items — 
to  retrularize  the  situation.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers nave  been  in  attendance  for  about 
15  hours;  and  I  would  again  suggest,  in 
the  abaenoe  of  other  alternatiTe,  to  the 
GoTOmment  that  Saturday  could  be  in- 
troduoed  for  a  Sitting  for  the  purpose  of 
accomplishing  the  passing  andoonsidera- 
tton  of  this  Vote,  and  especially  that  the 
House  may  discuss  questions  of  great 
interest  and  importance  concerning  the 
safely  and  seountr  of  Ireland.  No  better 
course  could  be  followed ;  and  it  is  surely 
preferable  to  this  Sitting  in  excitement, 
and  under  ciroumBtancea  which  prevent 
the  utterances  of  hon.  Gentlemen  being 
properly  recorded  in  the  public  Press. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
I  think  the  whole  fault,  Sir,  of  this 
scandalous  Sitting  is  to  be  blamed  upon 
the  (Government.  We  have  heard  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
aon)  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Ur.  £.  Stanhope)  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  these  Estimates  should 
be  passed  to>night.  And  the  GoTem> 
ment  knew  that  fact  before  to-night— 
that  they  wanted  over  £3,000,000,  and 
-with  that  knowledge  in  their  minds  they 
come  down  to  the  House  and  bring  on 
the  Estimates  just  before  midnight.  I 
ask  the  Qovernment,  are  they  not 
ashamed  to  acknowledge  that  they 
knew  it  was  necessary  to  pass  this 
enormous  sum  of  money  to-night,  and 
yet  they  did  not  introduce  the  Estimate 
for  consideration  until  midoiKht?  It 
was  not  the  custom  to  discuss  the  items 
upon  this  Vote,  it  was  said.  I  took  the 
trouble  to  look  what  happened  last  year, 
and  what  do  I  find  ?  That  a  Member  of 
the  present  Cktvemment  itself  discussed 
these  Votes.  If  hon.  Members  will  look 
at  the  Estimates,  they  will  find  that  we 
are  now  called  upon  to  discnsa,  as  a  part 
of  this  Vote,  the  grant  of  some  £  100,000 
for  the  Post  Office ;  and  I  would  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Qovemment 
have  put  the  Ohief  of  the  Department 
the  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Haikes]  in 
the  Chair  while  the  matter  ia  under  dis- 
cussion. I  venture  to  say  that  never  in 
the  history  of  this  Parliament  has  there 
been  a  single  precedent  of  the  discussion 
of  an  Estimate  in  Committee  with  the 
Minister  who  is  responsible  for  that 
Estimate  occupying  the  Chair.  I  can 
hardly  realize  myself  that  what  I  have 
stated  ia  the  case.  Now,  what  would 
be  the  procedure  whm  we  come  to  the 


Post  Office  Vote  7  It  would  be  that  you, 
Mr.  Chairman,  would  leave  the  Chair, 
and  the  Ooverument  would  select  another 
Chairman  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  or 
that  the  rig^it  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baikes),  in  charge  of  a  Department, 
would  find  himself  in  the  Chair  whilst 
the  Estimates  of  his  OoUeaguea  were 
being  passed,  and  not  knowing  what 
Vote  may  come  next— it  might  be  the 
Estimates  of  his  own  Department — 
he  would  stand  up  and  ask  the  accept- 
ance  of  his  own  Vote  with  the  Committee 
discussing  Estimates  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair.  I  desire  to 
repeat  that  this  is  what  the  Government 
has  reduced  us  to  this  evening.  I  am 
able  to  speak  deliberately  and  with  some 
knowledge.  The  position  we  are  in  is 
this.  The  Government  declare  in  this 
House  that  they  are  bound  to  get  the 
money  represented  by  this  Vote  to-night. 
They  knew  that,  and  that  by  law  wey 
must  ^t  the  money.  Ana  yet  Hxer 
bring  in  a  Vote  for  this  money  at  mid- 
night. Then,  when  the  projper  Chair^ 
man  leaves  the  Chair,  the  Gbvemment 
put  the  Chief  of  one  of  their  own  De- 
partments whose  Estimates  are  under 
disoueeion,  in  the  Chair.  I  challenge 
the  Chairman  (Mr.  Baikes)  and  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table  to  show  the  Com- 
mittee a  solitary  instance  of  a  similar 
character,  and  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  permission  of  this  is  pre- 
judicial to  our  Parliamentary  usage. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  When 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
are  as  still  as  statues,  we  cannot  expect 
them  to  accept  the  invitation  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Molloy);  and,  besides,  not 
even  the  ingenuous  mind  of  the  Secre- 
tanr  to  the  ^asuiy  (Mr.  Jackson)  can 
find  an  answer.  I  respectfully  submit 
to  you,  Mr.  Baikes,  that  the  point  which 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Molloy)  has  made 
is  one  so  cogent,  that  either  yon,  Sir,  as 
Postmaster  General,  should  be  out  of 
the  Chair,  or  the  Sitting  should  come  to 
a  termination.  The  challenge  of  my 
hon.  Friend  has  not  been  answered;  and 
I  nay,  for  my  part,  that  during  my  seven 
years  in  Parliament  I  have  never  known 
such  a  case  to  arise  as  that  to  which  our 
attention  has  been  called.  In  regard  to 
the  observation  made  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  for  you,  Ur. 
Baikes,  to  leave  the  Chair  wh«i  the 
Vote  for  yoor  Department  oomes  on,  it 
seems  to  me  that  from  the  moment 
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that  you  put  the  Question  of  the  Vote 
on  Account  from  your  Chair — from 
that  moment  you  will  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  presiding  orer  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  (^mmittee  upon  the 
Estimates  of  your  own  Department. 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  impossible,  under  these  circum- 
stances,  for  the  debate  to  proceed.  We 
are  told  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  public 
interests  that  this  Vote  should  be  t^en 
at  Uie  present  Sitting ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
Terhamptcm  has  told  us  it  is  not  neces- 
sary, when  doctors  disagree,  how  shall 
we  decide  f 

The  SEOEETAET  to  thk  TEEA- 
STTBY  (Hr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.J  : 
Since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolrerhampton  made 
the  statement  that  once  the  Vote  was 
taken  on  March  34, 1  have  discovered 
that  it  was  interposed  in  Oommittee,  but 
that  it  was  aotuuly  taken  on  March  19. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  hare  not  had  the 
advantage  of  looking  at  Bantairi.  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  proposal  for  a 
Baturday  Sitting  is  rqeoted  f 

Mb.  JAGEESON:  A  Saturday  Sit- 
ting will  not  haLp  as.  It  is  a  question 
of  beginning.   We  must  take  the  early 

"'S'.  SEXTON:  "VTiU  Thursday  do? 
I  have  another  suggestion  to  make.  The 
Government  have  proposed  this  day  to 
ask  for  precedence  for  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill.  It  is  ob- 
viously inconvenient,  to  say  the  least, 
thatweshould  proceed  to  thediscussion  of 
that.  Wilt  the  Government  consider  the 
expediency  of  winding  up  this  Sitting, 
and  putting  down  this  Yote  for  the  first 
Order  this  evening  ?  If  they  are  disposed 
to  do  that,  I  think  my  hon.  Friends  will 
agree  with  me  that,  having  taken  a  sub- 
sUntial  and  full  disoussion  of  two  or 
three  questions  of  gravity,  the  debate  on 
the  question  of  precedence  for  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendmoit  Bill  might 
be  taken  after  the  dinner  hour.  What 
more  can  you  expect  than  that?  Suppose 
we  go  on  sitting  till  noon  to-day,  and 
the  Tote  is  got  by  the  application  of  the 
closure,  so  as  to  secure  precedence  being 
taken  at  half-past  6  this  evening  

Thb  CHAIKMAN  (Mr.  Buns): 
The  hon.  Member  is  now  travelling 
beyond  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mu.  SEXTON :  Am  I  not  at  liberty 
to  make  suggestions  on  a  Motion  to  re- 

Mr.  SmUm 


port  Progress  ?  Instead  of  proceeding 
with  this  Sitting  now,  let  the  Govern- 
ment adjourn  this  debate,  on  our  under- 
taking to  dose  it  to-night  in  time  to  give 
the  Leader  of  the  House  an  opportunity 
to  move  the  Sesolution  of  which  he  has 
given  Notice,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  MorleyJ  an  opportunity  to  reply. 
I  see  the  right  hon.  Genueman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  here.  I 
do  not  donbt  his  ability  at  any  time  to 
appreciate  promptly  and  accurately  the 
importance  of  any  point  that  may  be 
suggested.  Let  this  Yote  precede  the 
priwdence  Seeolution  to-night;  tiia 
latter  will  go  on  all  night  under  any 
circnmstanoes.  I  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  see  that  this  sug- 
gestion is  prompted  by  a  serious  desire 
for  the  harmony  of  the  House,  and  to 
avoid  ill-temper  arising  from  extreme 
courses. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
regret  exceedingly  the  Government  do 
not  avail  themselves  of  these  chuioes.  I, 
for  my  part,  cannot  help  feeling  that  the 
Government  have  an  object  in  view. 
[^LauffhUrA  I»  too,  have  an  object  ia 
viewj  and;  I  should  raoommend  hon. 
Members  opposite  not  to  laugh  at  it,  if 
humanity  fonn  any  portion  of  their 

rntion.  I  firmly  bwieve — and  wbeth^ 
am  right  or  wrong  will  be  for  mr 
countrymen  to  judge — that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  trying  this  on  at  the 
present  moment  in  order  to  excite  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  bloodshed.  Mr. 
Raises,  they  simply  want  to  promote 
murder  and  assassination  in  Ireland. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  (Mr.  BAncn) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware 
that  it  is  entirely  contrary  to  the  Bale*  of 
this  House  to  impute  motires  to  hon. 
Members,  and  especially  motiree  aneh 
as  murder  and  assassinadon.  He  must 
withdraw  the  statement. 

Da.  TANNER :  I  dare  sav.  Sir.  But 
what  I  said.  Sir,  was  Z  feared  the  polioj 
of  the  Goremment — ^the  policy  whioh  the 
Government  were  promoting  at  this 
Sitting — was  one  which  would  laad  to 
assassination  and  murder. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.XUms):  The 
hon.  Member  stated,  in  the  hearing  of 
the  Oommittee,  that  he  believed  the 
Government  had  an  object  in  view,  and 
that  was  to  promote  assassination  and 
murder.  I  call  upon  the  hon.  Mesaber 
explicitly  to  withuaw  that  Btatemeot. 
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Dr.  tanner  :  I  will  certainty  with- 
draw that,  Sir;  but  I  say  again  I  beUeve 
that  this  policy  will  lead  to  assaasina- 
tion  and  murder.  [Oim  of  "With- 
draw ! "]  Of  course  I  withdraw  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  me.  He 
is  a  Uember  of  the  Government,  and 
I  withdraw.  It  is  all  very  fine ;  but 
I  maintun  that  my  hon.  Friend  is 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  these 
vety  important  matters.  Wl^,  Sir,  at 
the  present  time  we  ure  oallea  upcm  to 
diflouss  the  Post  Office  system,  when  we 
know  that  the  papers  are  teeming  with 
aeoonntB  of  the  extraordinary  dealings 
with  the  Post  Office  by  officials,  of  i^om 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
is  at  the  head.  The  Ohaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  in  his  place ;  he  is  practi- 
cally the  prop  and  the  crutch  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  and  I  should  hope  that  he 
would  deal  with  this  matter  properly 
and  decently.  And, accordingly,! charge 
the  (}oTernment  with  doing  what  I  be- 
lieve will  lead  to  murder  and  assasBina- 
tion  in  Ireland.  Let  them  answer  that 
if  they  can. 

Ub.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  I  have 
only  to  say  that  even  if  we  agreed,  the 
Oommittee  now  in  passing  these  Votes 
would  be  d<ring  an  iU^;al  act. 

ICb.  OONTBEABE  (Oomwall,  0am- 
borne) :  I  am  only  going  to  say  one  or 
two  wcada  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Ifr.  Jackson).  We  hare  received  no 
answer  to  the  appeal  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton).  I  wish  to  add  to  that 
appeal  that,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
if  the  Government  will  accept  the  com- 
promise, I  shall  be  willing  to  waive  my 
right  to  speak  on  these  Estimates.  If 
they  do  not,  I  shall  certainly  raise  a 
question,  and  go  to  a  Division. 

Mn.ILLINGWORTH(Bradford,W.).: 
It  has  been  asked,  more  than  once,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gover- 
ment  that  if  a  discussion  is  raised  on 
any  of  these  items  it  will  noeive  the 
attenti<m  it  deservw.  Is  it  desired  to 
TOte  money  wholesale,  without  any  dis- 
ouflsion  ?  Not  long  since  the  right  hon. 
Oeaitleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  pointed  out  that  if  discussions  were 
raised  on  these  occasions  it  would  be 
impoesible  for  the  Business  of  the  House 
to  go  on.  But  that  ia  not  an  answer  to 
the  question.  Wh^aever  moncj  is  do- 
maoded,  erei^'  individual  Member  of 


this  House  is  entitled  to  raise  any  grtev< 
ance  in  his  mind,  or  that  may  be  felt  by 
his  constituents ;  and  if,  as  a  result. 
Votes  on  Account  should  be  abandoned,  it 
would  not  be  a  matter  for  regret.  I  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  enter  upon  the  Vote  and  fully  explain 
all  poiots  rused  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Are  we  to  have  a  r^y  to  any 
questions  we  may  raise  ?     

The  GHANOELLOB  of  tub  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohxh]  (St.  Georee's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  oan  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  even  if  the  discussion  on 
the  Estimates  had  been  taken  hours  ago, 
he  would  have  found  Members  of  the 
Government  perfectly  prepared  to  give 
such  explanations  as  are  necessary,  and 
all  questions  will  be  answered. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  responsible  Mi- 
nisters are  not  here?  Where  is  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  answering  the 

Juestion,  I  trust,  in  good  humour ;  but 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast,  in  regard  to  the  com- 
promise he  has  suggested,  that  I  have 
heard  the  Scotch  SUmbers  and  others 
dedare  that  thev  wish  to  discuss  certain 
points  oonneoted  with  these  Estimates ; 
and,  therefore,  he  is  not  in  a  porititm  to 
make  the  compromise  bind  them.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  to  do 
now  what  he  might  have  done  hours 
ago — to  discuss  the  points  which  he 
wishes  to  have  discussed.  He  may  ex- 
pect a  courteous  answer  from  any  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  whom  he  may 
appeal.  With  regard  to  Post  Office 
questions,  if  it  is  wished  to  discuss  any 
particular  Vote  affecting  the  Post  Office, 
another  hon.  Member  can  relieve  the 
Postmaster  General  in  the  duty  of  Chair- 
man. I  hope  the  Motion  will  be  with- 
drawn, and  that  we  mf^r  now  begin  to 
make  some  progress.  Will  the  hon. 
Member  state  the  points  on  which  be 
wishes  information  7 

Mb.  SEXTON :  At  no  time  while  this 
discussion  has  been  going  on  has  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  been  in  his 
place ;  I  believe  he  left  the  House  before 
midnight. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land are  here. 

An  hon,  HiWttdt ;  What  do  tht^ 
know? 
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Me-QOSCHEN:  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  it,  wo  will  send  for  tho  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mtt.  SKXTON:  I  am  thankful  to 
know  that  he  will  be  seat  for.  It  will 
be  neoesssCry  for  him  to  hear  our  com- 
plaints. We  cannot  accept  the  replies  of 
the  Law  Officers.  We  are  not  at  liberty 
to  receive  from  them  replies  on  ^are 
questions  arising  outside  their  Office. 
Why  does  not  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  accept  my  offer  ?  la  it  merely 
to  gratify  the  ill-temper  which  seems  to 

Srevail  among  hon.  Members  below  tlie 
Gangway  opposite?  I  think  you  are 
making  a  great  mistake  in  refusing  it. 
Hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  unanimous  in  support  of  ray  propo- 
sition, and  I  beliore  none  of  our  Friends 
now  absent  will  Interfere  with  the 
arrangement. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  :  I 
think  Her  Majesty's  G-ovemment  would 
be  well  advised  to  accept  the  compro- 
mise offered  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  pleased  to  say  (hat  if  grievances 
were  stated  by  hon.  Members,  the  Go- 
vernment were  perfectly  prepared  to 
answer  them.  He  knows,  however,  per- 
fectly well  that  hon.  Members  who  have 
grievances  to  state,  never  expected  to 
be  called  on  to  state  them  at  such  an 
hour.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  answer  at  a 
time  when  he  knows  perfectly  well  hon. 
Members  are  not  present  to  make  their 
statements.  As  the  only  Scotch  Member 
now  present,  I  will  state  that,  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  am  in  harmony  with 
the  offer  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast. 

Me.  PIOTON  (Leicester) :  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  made  his 
offer,  X  heard  hon.  Members  opposite 
cry  out,  "No  compromise!"  Sir,  I 
understand  the  spirit  of  those  worda ; 
but  I  scarcely  understand  the  meaning. 
What  do  they  mean?  Do  they  mean 
that  the  minority  have  no  rights  at  all 
that  ue  worth  consideration  f  The  time 
may  oome — and  it  mar  not  be  very  &r 
hence— when  they  will  be  in  a  minority 
thranselves,  and  they  then  will  not  like 
to  hear  "No  compromise"  called  out 
under  umilar  circumstances.  We  are 
asked  to  vote  £3,500,000  on  a  Besolu- 
tion  brought  in  after  midnight,  and  I 
think  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  un- 


gracious to  reproach  us  with  anything 
improper.  The  Government  have  the 
matter  in  their  own  hands;  they  can, 
whenever  a  discussion  is  allowed  to  take 
place,  apply  the  cloture.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  told 
us  Votes  on  Account  have  been  re> 
peatedly  taken  before  with  little  discus- 
sion. It  is  true  ;  but  then  it  was  not  at 
a  time  when  a  feeling  of  uneasiness  per- 
vaded the  oountn'.  There  is  now  a  pro- 
found feeling  of  uneasineBs  as  to  what 
use  is  to  be  made  of  the  money  the  Go- 
vernment are  asking  us  to  vote.  There- 
fore it  is  only  fair  that  the  minority 
should  be  allowed  to  bring  forward  their 
grievances.  The  arguments  used  by  the 
other  side  might  have  been  proper  in 
the  time  of  Charles  I.,  when  they  used 
tu  say — "Give  us  the  money  and  trust 
us  to  do  the  best  we  can  with  it.  Leave 
yourselves  in  our  hands."  But  that  is 
not  the  case  to-day,  and  I  trust  that  the 
temper  of  the  House  of  Commons  will 
not  tolerate  treatment  of  that  kind.  I 
hope  the  reasonable  arrangement  pro- 
posed wilt  be  agreed  to. 

Me.  LABOnCHEBE  (Northampton) : 
We  are  perfectly  ready  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion.  We  have  no  right  to 
waive  the  privilege  to  discuss  the  Esti- 
mates. We  will  be  able  to  show, 
after  a  discussion  of  a  few  houn  be- 
tween the  Irish  Members  and  the  Go- 
vemment,  from  their  different  stand- 
points, that  the  position  of  Ireland  is 
somewhat  critical.  Beally  it  seems  to 
be  reasonable,  therefore,  that  some  ar- 
rangement should  be  made  by  which 
the  Irish  Members  may  be  enabled  to 
discuss  for  a  few  hours  the  points  they 
wish  to  raise.  It  is  really  absurd  for 
us  to  sit  all  night.  ["Hear,  hear!"l 
Hon.  Gentlemen  say  "  Hear,  hear ! " 
Do  they  mean  to  say  that  the  Irish 
Members  have  not  a  right  to  diseuas 
these  Estimates?  All  ihe  Irish  Mem- 
bers ask  for  is  that  they  should  be  given 
a  few  hours  in  which  to  do  so.  The 
Government  must  admit  that  it  is  ■  oon- 
oession  on  the  part  of  the  Scotch  and 
the  Engli^  Members  to  say  that,  aa  far 
as  they  are  concerned,  they  will  waive 
any  sort  oi  Amendment  or  discussion 
which  they  might  legitimately  move  or 
raise  upon  it.  They  do  that  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  making  a  concession  to  tiie  Irish 
Members.  Of  course,  the  Govemmeat 
would  not  think  of  asking  for  the  olfitoro 
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on  the  Yote,  hecanse,  if  we  wen  to  begin 
disooBsing  it  now,  no  one  could  say  we 
were  exceeding  our  legitimate  rights  if 
we  were  to  divide  on  every  single  item. 
Supposing  we  were  to  discuss  each  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  item  of  the  Vote  for 
half-an-hour.  That  would  take  a  very 
loDg  time,  and  then  we  should  have  to 
deal  with  the  Irish  portion  of  the  Vote. 
It  could  hardly  be  said  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  exceeding  their  rights  if 
they  discussed  the  pointo  in  which  they 
are  interested  for  three,  or  four,  or  fire 
hours.  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  whe- 
ther a  fair  and  reasonable  proposal  has 
not  been  made  ?  Do  you  mean  that  the 
discussion  shall  go  on  now  ?  [Minitierial 
of  "  Yes  1 "]  Then  for  how  long  ? 
[An  hon.  Membbr  ;  Days.]  An  hon. 
Gentleman  says  it  ought  to  last  for  days. 
Well,  we  do  not  take  such  «xas^;erated 
views  of  these  things.  We  speak  of 
hours, andnotof days.  TheOoremment 
declare  that  they  have  a  heavy  task 
before  them  in  reference  to  Uieir  Ooer- 
oion  Bill  this  evening.  If  the  Govern- 
ment will  say  that  they  will  allow  this 
Vote  on  Account  to  come  on  at  half-past 
4  this  evening,  the  discussion  of  their 
demand  of  the  time  of  the  House  for 
eoercion  can  be  taken  later.  Or,  perhaps, 
the  Government  will  suggest  some  other 
plan  by  which  these  Estimates  can  be 
discussed. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
In  reference  to  the  compromise  which 
has  been  proposed,  I  wisa  to  point  out 
that  the  GKnwnment  could  not  carry  it 
oat,  beeanse  they  have  only  obtained 
weoedence  for  Procedure,  and  if  the 
Procedure  Sules  are  not  taken,  private 
Members  will  resume  their  rights.  For 
my  own  part,  I  am  quite  willing  to  go 
on  with  the  fight ;  but  I  would  suggest 
another  compromise  which  m^  meet 
the  views  of  the  Committee.  I  would 
propose  that  Government  Business 
should  be  taken  at  5  o'clock  to-day; 
but  that  the  debate  should  be  stopped 
at  10,  or  half-past  10,  and  that  this 
Vote  should  then  be  taken  and  discussed 
until  the  close  of  the  sitting.  I  do  not 
throw  out  ^is  suggestion  with  any  idea 
of  u^iing  the  Government  to  surrender 
their  rigu  to  have  this  Vote.  It  has 
■track  me  all  through  tiiat  what  hon. 
Uembers  bebw  tiia  Gangway  on  this 
ride  of  the  House  are  oontendiug  for  is 
that  they  shall  be  allowed  to  have  a  die- 


onssioa  relevant  to  the  items  of  the 
Estimates ;  but  not  relevant  to  the  first 
Vote  on  Account.  1  think,  however, 
that  if  my  suggestion  were  carried  out, 
we  might  close  this  discussion,  which  is 
not  creditable  to  Parliament. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Oommittee  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Euasell) 
curiously  lost  sight,  at  the  end  of  his 
speech,  of  the  point  which  he  raised  at 
the  beginning  of  it.  The  same  argument 
would  apply  at  half-past  10,  as  at  5 
o'clock;  and,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
right  on  his  point  of  Order,  it  would  be 
just  as  impossible  for  us  to  take  the 
discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Account  at 
haU-past  10  OS  it  would  at  the  earlier 
hour.  I  would  further  point  out  that 
the  point  of  Order  ie  altogether  wron^. 
What  is  to  prevent  the  Government,  if 
they  put  down  the  Order  of  "Supply 
(Vote  on  Account)  "  to-day  from  making 
and  carrying  a  Motion  after  Question 
time,  that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  that  Order  had  been 
disposed  of?  Therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's point  of  O^er  ia  absurd. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided :— Ayes  57; 
Noes  141  :  Majorify  84.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  74.)  17 AO  A.K.] 

Sir  JoHV  GoBST  (Under  Secretory  of 
State  for  India)  took  the  Chair. 

[7.45  A.H.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) : 
The  rapid  changes  of  Ohairmen  show 
how  wrong  it  is,  Sir  John  Gorst,  to  keep 
us  here.  But  ,it  must  not  be  supposea 
that  we  are  not  perfectly  fresh.  _  We 
have  now  reached  an  hour  (10  minutes 
to  8)  at  which  reasonable  persons  can 
discuss  Business.  It  is  somewhat  an 
early  one ;  but  I  believe  that  in  former 
days  the  House  was  in  the  habit  of  meet- 
ing at  8  o'clock.  We  shall  now  go 
through  the  Estimates  in  precisely  the 
same  way,  if  not  more  severely  than  as 
if  we  had  not  been  sitting  up  all  night. 
I  find  that  the  first  portion  of  the  Vote 
relates  to  the  Royal  Palaces,  which  last 
year  cost  £31,000.  This  year  the  Esti- 
mate amounts  to  £35,000,  or  about 
£4,000  more.  We  are  uked,  on  this 
Vote  on  Aocount,  to  oontribate  £8,000. 
Now,  I  think  the  Oommittee  will  hardly 


Digitized  by 


1055  8i^fy~^ 

assent  to  that,  and  I  eball  conclude  with 
a  Motion  to  reduce  the  Tote  in  respect 
of  that  item  by  tiie  sum  of  £5,000.  I 
have  sereral  reasons  to  urge  in  favour 
of  the  reduction.  In  the  first  place.  Sir, 
I  object  entirely  to  these  heavy  Votes 
on  Aooount.  I  have  already  several 
times  Bi^gested  that  we  should  nre  the 
Government  enough  money  to  tide  them 
orer  a  fortnight,  as  they  seem  to  have 
got  into  a  mess  by  not  bringing  forward 
the  Estimates  at  a  reasonable  time.  I 
estimate  that  the  £1,000  I  am  willing  to 
let  them  have  in  respect  of  the  Royal 
Palaces  would  last  them  for  rather  more 
than  two  weeks,  as  they  ask  for  £6,000 
to  carry  them  over  two  months.  I  may 
point  out  that  if  the  Qovernment  persist 
in  the  course  they  are  taking,  we  shall 
not  have  any  time  except  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  to  discuss  this  question ; 
and,  as  the  Qovemment  cannot  accept 
our  terms,  we  must  go  into  the  various 
items  thoroughly  and  exhaustively.  This 
Yote  includes  an  item  of  £1,200  for  the 
maintenance  and  repair  of  the  royal 
mews  at  Fimlico,  and  one  of  £500  for 
new  works  and  alterations.  These  sums 
are  excessive.  The  whole  palace,  ap- 
parently, costs  £2,281  for  maintenance, 
repairs  and  alterations,  and  the  stables 
cost  £1,865.  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
number  of  horses  kept  in  these  stables  ; 
hut  I  should  think  that  generally  there 
are  very  few.  Her  Majesty  is  not  often 
in  London,  and  these  stables  are  kept 
up  for  the  benefit  of  those  parasites  who 
always  exist  about  a  Court.  Then  wo 
oome  to  palaces  partly  in  the  occupation 
of  Her  Majesty.  These  include  St. 
James's  Palace,  of  which  the  cost 
amounts  to  a  great  deal.  I  will  allow 
that,  however,  to  pass.   Then  we  get  to 

Salaoes  not  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
[ajesty.  There  are  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  houses  tenanted  by  persons  to 
whom  Her  Majesty  has  lent  them.  Yon 
will  find.  Sir,  that  these  persons  insist 
upon  the  houses  so  lent  being  kept  up 
at  the  public  expense  for  thur  benefit. 
Now,  I  say  that  the  pensioners  who  are 
put  into  these  houses  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  their  maintenance.  I 
find  here  items  for  Pembroke  Lodge, 
Thatched  House,  and  East  Sheen  Cot- 
tage, Hichmond  Park.  Of  course,  I 
know  who  lives  in  Pembroke  Lodge ; 
but  I  do  {not  know  who  ocoupies  the 
other  two,  or  where  they  are.  I  should 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
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Oommissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
to  tell  us  who  lives  in  them,  and  also 
what  the  occupants  have  done  in  any 
way  beneficial  to  the  country  as  a  reason 
for  their  having  houses  rent  free.  Then 
we  have  "  Bushey  House,  gardens  and 
stables,"  and  another  house,  which,  I 
believe,  has  been  lent  to  cme  of  the 
Orleans  Princes.  Now,  these  Orleans 
Princes  are  rich,  "beyond  the  dreams  of 
avarice,"  and  yet  they  come  sponging 
upon  the  Britiui  taxpayer,  and  asking 
htm  to  house  them.  We  have,  therefore, 
to  pay  money  every  year  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  house  of  an  Orleans 
Prince.  Why,  I  should  like  to  ask,  are 
we  to  pay  for  housing  a  Prince  who  has 
been  turned  out  of  his  own  country  for 
the  misdeeds  of  former  members  of  his 
family  ?  There  are  several  places  in 
Bushey  Park  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
Vote,  and  I  should  like  to  know  who 
lives  in  each  of  them  and  why  he  is 
allowed  to  do  so.  There  is  another  it«n 
to  which  I  have  frequently  called 
attention  in  this  House.  It  is  the 
Hampton  Court  Stud'house.  I  bdieve 
it  is  tenanted  by  some  person ;  bat  all  I 
know  about  it  is  that,  althong:h  I  have 
asked  the  IFinanoial  Secretary  to  tho 
Treasury  again  and  again  what  becomes 
of  our  fous  which  are  bred  there,  I 
nover  see  any  deduction  made  in  the 
Vote  for  the  price  which  those  foals 
fetch.  The  foals  must  go  to  somecme ; 
but  there  is  no  item  in  respeot  of  them. 
Someone  gets  hold  of  our  ioals,  and  yet 
we  have  to  pay  every  charge  in  con- 
nection with  them.  Well,  Sir,  I  think 
I  have  made  out  a  case  in  favour  of  the 
reduction  I  propose.  I  have  shown 
that  in  this  Yote  there  are  items  which 
need  explanation,  and  of  which  no 
legitimate  ex^anation  can  be  givea. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  I  have  ad^ed 
for  an  explanation ;  but  I  have  never 
been  able  to  get  one.  I  beg  to  move 
that  this  Yote  be  reduced  by  ue  sum  of 
£6,000  in  respect  of  the  first  item. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  Item  of  £6,000,  for 
Boyal  Palaces,  be  reduced  by  the  snm  of 
£5,000."— (Jfr.  LabouehfTf.) 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plundct)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  criticisms  m>m  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboa- 
ohere)  are  substantially  the  same  as 
those  he  has  made  regularly  each  year 
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for  the  laat  two  or  three  years,  and 
therefore  the  answer  I  have  to  give  will 
he  snbstantially  that  which  has  been 
fl^Ten  before  and  accepted  by  the  House. 
Bat  I  may  say,  as  regards  these  parti- 
cular Estimates  for  which  I  am  respon- 
sible, that  there  is  a  redaction  on  the 
total  sum  of  about  £90,000,  or  9  per 
cent  on  the  -whole.  What  we  are  now 
asking  the  Oommittee  to  do  to-day  is  to 
proride  a  small  portion  of  the  required 
sum,  such  an  amount  as  will  unable  ua 
to  cany  on  the  necessary  repairs  and 
maintenance  in  connection,  with  the 
Tariona  items  specified  in  the  Vote.  If 
it  wonld  be  any  satisfaction  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, I  might  say  that  I  would  undertahe 
not  to  spend  any  of  the  larger  sums  which 
are  inoluded  in  the  Tote  until  the  Esti- 
mates are  taken  in  their  entirety,  and  the 
oun^etion  of  the  sums  submitted.  The 
main  part  of  the  expenditure  is  for  the 
ordinaiy  and  regular  keeping  up  of  the 
different  Palaces,  parks,  and  public 
buildings  enumerated.  There  would 
have  been  on  this  Vote  tor  Koyal 
Palaces  a  considerable  reduction  this 
year,  were  it  not  for  the  items  in  oon- 
nectiott  with  Hampton  Court,  rendered 
necessary  by  the  fire  that  unfortunately 
ooeurred  there  recently,  and  which,  as  the 
Committee  will  be  aware,  caused  con- 
sidwable  damage.  Were  it  not  for  this 
item  which  the  Committee  will  agree  it 
is  impoauble  to  forego,  there  would  have 
been  a  oonaiderable  raduotioa  under  the 
head  <tf  Boyal  Falaoes.  As  to  the 
partionlor  eKituusms  made  just  now, 
some  <tf  the  buildings  are  kept  up  for 
the  ooQupation  of  Her  Majes^,  some  are 
in  partial  occupation,  aa,  for  instance, 
St.  Jamea's,  others  again  are  not  in  occu- 
pation, but  all  this  forms  part  of  the  ar- 
rangements entered  into  with  the  Crown 
at  the  beginning  of  the  reign  when  the 
Oiril  List  was  setUed.  The  money  we 
are  asking  for  is  to  keep  up  these  Falaoes 
aooording  to  the  bai^ain  made  at  that 
time,  and  as  towhoinnabitsthese  Palaces 
by  the  gracious  favour  of  the  Sovereign  it 
is  not  my  business  to  know  or  to  inquire ; 
my  duty  is  confined  to  asking  the  House 
for  the  mon^  that  maintains  these 
Palaces,  fulfilling  the  obligation  we  hare 
ineuirtilt    .  . . 

Hb.  OUIWBS&ICB  (Oomwtillt  0am- 
boxne)  i  I  am  not  at  all  satiafied 
with  this  Tote  i  bat  I  do  not  want  to 
complicate  matters  by  openiqg  Another 
jbnendment.    I  omj  nkii  4qr  boa. 

you  OOQSaS,  lixm  9WKm^} 


Friend  had  takoi  my  suggestion  to 
move  the  (muasion  of  the  Vote  altogether. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  admittod 
that  some  of  these  items  are  unnecessary, 
though  he  commenced  tlua  long  Sitting 
many  hours  ago  with  the  statement  that 
it  was  necessary  to  take  the  Vote  now. 
It  is  now  said  that  the  whole  are  not 
necessary,  and  by  a  process  of  emana- 
tion— such  aa  haa  been  going  on  tiH 
night— we  may  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  none  of  the  Yoto  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  be  taken  now.  IPint,  I 
may  say,  in  reference  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  remarks,  that  most  of  as 
were  not  in  existence  60  years  ago  when 
this  absurd  banain  was  made,  and  I  am 
inclined  to  thine  that  the  taxpayera  will 
think  it  is  quite  time  that  a  revised  ver- 
sion of  this  ba^ain  should  be  issned. 
This  Jubilee  year  offers  an  admirable 
occasion  for  Her  MajesW  to  do  some- 
thing for  her  loyal  subjects,  though 
I  have  not  heard  there  is  any  inton- 
tion  of  the  kind.  May  I  offer  one 
or  two  suggestions?  I  should  like  to 
know  if  many  of  these  Koyal,  noble, 
or  great  personages  inhabiting  these 
buildings  are  German  paupers  ?  [  Cria 
of  "  Order !  "]  I  am  surprised  to  find 
hon.  Gentlemen  ignorant  of  the  funda- 
mental  principle  m  our  law,  that  people 
who  live  at  other  people's  expense  are 
paupers.  Now  I  anoiild  like  to  know  if 
these  people  pay  any  rent  at  all  fbr  th^ 
lodgings  r  We  do  not  live  rent  free  in 
our  houses  or  ohambeza ;  and  I  eannot 
see — even  if  it  is  part  ot  the  Bcry^  Fte- 
rogative  to  fiU  these  Boyal  Falaoes  widi 
these  aristooatic  paup«rs— why  they 
should  not  be  asked  to  pay  a  moderate 
rent,  drawing,  as  many  of  them  do, 
substantial  salaries  or  allowances  from 
the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers.  It  wonld 
be  reasonable  that  they  ahould  pay 
sufficient  to  meet  the  cost  of  rwairs, 
and  to  that  extent  relieve  the  su^ring 
people  who  have  to  pay  taxes  to  support 
these  aristocratic  paupers.  I  would 
sug^st  that  Her  Miyes^'s  Advisers 
shoiud  put  this  in  a  pliun  oommon- 
sense  way  before  Her  Majesty.  We 
all  know  that  Her  Muesty  is  sn  ex- 
ceedingly kind-hearteii  woman,  with 
great  oomTaon  ssDse  sod  jprast.  Sitpeet 
for  the  ConstitationT  and  X  Mb  Sate  die 
would  he  deUghted  to  asnst  ha  saffer- 
ingaubjflcts  to  the  extent  Of  the  value 
of  tho  rant  of  these  lodgiogs  she  not 
lete.  I  M'  |:^v<[>4  away,  to  foreigun and, 

V  >: 
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otBen  wlio  dwell  in  them.  We  are  this 
year  celebrating  the  Jubilee  of  Her 
Majesty's  aocessioD  to  the- Throne,  and 
during  the  past  half-centuiy  we  bare 
been  paying  annnally  to  Her  Ifajesty 
£885,000,  or  Bomething  more  —  last 
year  we  Toted  £410,000.  When  the 
proper  time  c(nnes  we  shall  ask  why  it 
18  we  idiould  pay  so  mudi  more  than  we 
oonaentedtopay?  Some  £800,000  a-year 
ie  the  eost  of  the  Boy  al  Family.  Oaring 
these  50  years  the  Koyal  Family  have 
absorbed  from  tiie  taxation  of  the 
conntry  Bomething  like  £28,210,000, 
or  probably  a  great  deal  more  by  this 
time.  Have  we  not,  then,  substantial 
grounds  for  askine  that  some  relief 
should  be  given  where  it  is  so  much 
needed  to  the  OTerburdened  taxpayers 
at  the  expense  of  those  we  consider  are 
overpaid  7  So  I  make  my  request  that 
the  Ooremmeut  will  place  these  matters 
in  a  common-sense  light  before  Her 
Majesty,  that  she  should  make  her 
lodgers  in  their  Bc^al  Palaces  pay 
rent,  seeing  that  we  luve  been  paying 
the  rent  to  these  people  in  the  long 
past ;  that  we  are  now  overtaxed,  many 
of  us  starving;  and  that  it  would  be  a 
graceful  act  to  afiFord  her  snffermg 
people  this  relief.  Next  I  would  ask  to 
whom  do  these  places  really  belong — to 
us,  or  to  Her  Majesty?  When  we  come  to 
Marlborouig^h  House  a  similar  question 
wilt  arise.  I  have  studied  all  the  Acta 
of  Parliament  bearing  upon  the  subject, 
and  I  can  fiod  nothing  about  these  Soyal 
Palaces ;  in  fact,  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
relating  to  Her  Majesty  and  her  belong- 
ings are  so  wrapped  up  as  to  evade  the 
closest  scrutiny.  What  is  the  lopeid 
position  ?  If  we  are  the  owners,  we  are 
responsible  for  the  repairs ;  or  do  the 
Boyal  Family  hold  these  Palaces  on  re- 
pairing leases  f  We  have  a  right  to 
jcnow  the  position.  It  is  all  very  well 
for  the  Commissioners  of  Works  to  put 
us  off,  aa  the  House  has  been  put  off  in 
past  years.  The  nation  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Boyal  Family  costs  the  country 
a  great  deal  too  much,  and  when  they 
reflect  upon  the  comparison  with  the 
cost  in  the  United  States  

The  GHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  confining  himself  to  the  Ques- 
tion.   

Ub.  CONTBEABG  :  It  was  merely  a 
casual  illustration.  I  will  confine  mysdf 
to  the  point.  Wo  have  a  right  to  de- 
mand ihe  ezcUdon  of  these  unnecessary 

Mr.  Con^Uarf 


items  oi  ezpendttare — first,  on  tiie  giwrnd 
that  we  are  sent  here  to  do  aobjoar 
constituents^  who  look  very  eloewj  at 
these  items;  seoondly,  en  the  groaad 
that  the  people  an  overtaxed  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  paapOTiaed  aris> 
toorats,  who  are  Hving  in  theee  Palaees; 
and»  chiefly  and  lastiy,  that  titSs 
the  Jubilee  year,  it  is  reasonable 
to  ask  fat  soms  relief  to  tiie  tazpayo-, 
and  this  is  a  reuKmable  way  of  graating 
it. 

Question  pat. 

The  Committee  tftvuM.*— Ayes  53; 
Noes  131:  Ifajorily  68.— (Div.  List. 
No.  75.)  L8.15A.M.1 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  At  tUs 
stage  it  might  be  convenient  if  soibs 
Member  of  the  Ooveroment  would  in- 
form as  when  the  right  hoa.  Chmtleaua 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  VkxAj 
to  be  in  his  place  ? 

Ths  first  LOBD  09  TBM  TBSA* 
STTBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Stnnd,  West- 
minster) said,  a  raeseafe  had  been  sent 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  GONTBEABE:  As  we  must  not 
waste  time  while  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  is  being  found, 
the  next  item  npon  which  we  have  to 
ask  for  a  psduotion  of  a  trifling  amount 
is  £600  for  Marlborongh  House.  I  find 
among  the  items  £150  for  the  eraetrae- 
tion  of  a  drying  closet ;  and  then  I  find 
a  charge  for  the  substitution  of  emboased 
for  plain  glass.  These  sre  matters  of 
luxury  for  which  I  do  not  think  we 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay.  I  think 
Hie  Boyal  Highness  might  aadertake 
that.  Then  we  have  £M0for  ^cttias^ 
£205  lor  other  alterations,  water  rate 
£10,  and  ordinarymaintMianos  £1,455. 
What  I  wish  to  remark  is  this— that  if,  as 
I  intimated  just  now,  we  are  the  land- 
lords of  this  Palace,  we  may  fiurly  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  repaixe  and  so 
forth ;  but  then  I  have  a  right  to  Mk 
whether  His  Boyal  Highness  pays  any 
rent,  or  on  what  terms  he  oeoupies  the 
Palace  ?  I  would  suggest  that  if  we  give 
him  this  Palace  to  live  in,  we  eboi^d  aak 
him  to  pay  the  rent  of  it,  and  also  to 
pay  the  water  rate.  These  Boyal 
personages  like  us  to  pay  for  all  tliese 
things ;  but  I  object  to  it.  and  do  so  iu 
the  interests  of  the  Boyal  Family  itself, 
vhoss  popularity  is  raipidly  wwiag —  . 
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■  Thb  OHAntMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  apeak  respectfully  of  the  Boyal 
Family  in  debate.  The  Koyal  Family 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
Vote;  it  is  a  Vote  for  Marlborough 

House.   

Hb.  OONYBEABE:  I  was  saying, 
Btr,  I  adTOeated  this  cnrtailment  of  ex- 

J lease  on  behalf  of  the  Boyal  Family, 
br  vhom  I  entertain,  of  course,  the 
greatest  respect.  I  was  trying  to  make 
my  meaning  clear,  that  the  taxpayers 
feel  very  strongly  on  the  question  of 
this  expenditure.  I  did  not  wish  to  con- 
voy anything  disrespectful  to  the  Boyal 

Family — far  from  it  

Thb  OHAIfiMAN:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  respect  my  ruling ;  he 
is  repeating  the  very  words  I  said  were 
not  in  Order. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  :  I  was  repeating 

^em  in  order  to  withdraw  them  

The  OHAIBMAK;  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  allowed  to  rroeat  observations 
I  have  ruled  out  of  Oraer. 

Mb.  OONYBEABE  :  I  will  not  repeat 
them  ;  I  only  desire  tomake  it  clear  that 
the  people  of  this  country  watch  this 
expenditure  with  the  closest  scrutiny. 
It  is,  fo  my  mind,  strictly  in  tiie  interest 
of  Monarchical  institutions  that  we 
should  take  every  means  to  rednce  this 
expenditure.  At  any  rate,  what  I  want 
to  know  in  respect  to  Marlborough 
House  is  exactly  what  is  our  relation  to 
it — does  it  belong  to  the  nation,  or  to  the 
Boyal  Family  f  If  to  the  nation,  under 
what  terms  is  it  occupied  by  His  Boyal 
Highness?  I  would  not  trouble  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  this  ques- 
iiott,  ensept  that  I  have  made  the  most 
asnduons  efforts  to  find  oat  an  answer 
Ibr  myself;  but  I  cannot  find,  in  any 
Aet  of  Farliament,  anything  bearing  on 
Ae  question.  It  is  in  order  that  people 
outside  may  be  enlightened,  that  Ibnng 
Ais  before  the  Oommittee  on  a  Motion 
to  reduce  the  item  on  account  of  Marl- 
boroogh  House  by  £500. 

Motion  made  and  Queatioa  put, 
<*That  the  Item  of  £500,  for  Marlborough 
House,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote."— (J&.  rMy»Mr#.) 

The  Committee  iividtd: — Ayes  49; 
Noes  115:  Miyority  68.— (Div.  List, 
ITo.  76.)  [8.S0.  jk.H.] 

Original  Question  again  propoeed. 

Ma.IiA|K>UOESB£ 
The  nestllmXBnlll 


and  their  grounds,  and  we  are  asked  to 
contribute  £17,000  for  the  purpose.  I 
must  do  the  right  hon.  Genueman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  the  justice  to  congratulate  him 
for  the  lower  Estimate  this  year  than 
last.  There  are  some  very  serious 
things,  I  believe,  in  these  Yotes  which 
require  explanation,  and  I  protest 
strongly  against  anything  of  the  sort 
being  concealed  from  the  public  view.  I 
shall,  therefore,  move  that  this  £17,000 
be  reduced  by  £14,000.  Before  I  exa< 
mine  the  detailed  items,  I  would  like  to 
learn  why  the  London  Parks  appear  in 
this  list,  while  the  other  Parks,  like  Vic- 
toria, Hyde  Park,  and  Battersea,  are  not 
to  be  found  ?  I  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  by  the  promise 
on  this  subject  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers) . 
Last  year  we  obtained  a  majority,  and 
it  was  agreed  that  the  Vote  should  be 
taken  upon  Beport  without  discussion  i, 
on  condition  that  a  Bill  should  at  once 
be  brought  in,  transferring  and  vesting 
in  tiie  Bietropolitan  Board  of  Works  the 
possession  of  and  the  duty  of  looking 
after  these  London  Parks.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  since 
then  has  announced  the  Bill,  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  it  will  be  speedily 
passed  in  this  Heuae.  I  will  give  an 
instance,  Sir,  of  some  of  the  ab- 
surdities in  this  Vote,  Many  Gen- 
tlemen, especially  country  Gentlemen 
opposite,  are  fond  of  field  sports,  and 
hAve  gamekeepers. .  WeU,  this  is  how 
some  gamekeepers  are  paid  out  of  thii 
Vote— and  I  wonder  is  there  any  oonntry 
Gentleman  opposite  who  pays  is  the 
same  generous  way.  The  ne»l  game-* 
keeper  of  Buahoy  Park  gets  £100  per 
annum  and  £10  in  additirai;  the  ke^ac 
atOreenwieh  Pad  gets  £100  perao&nm, 
and  I  do  not  know  what  game  he  keepa 
ia  that  Park.  The  Hampton  Oourt 
gaineke^w  receives  £160;  but  the  man 
who  gets  the  most  is  the  f<vtunate  game- 
keeper of  Biohmond  Park,  who  receives 
£368,  and  the  under-keeper  £160.  I 
ask  any  hon.  Gmtlemaa  who  is  ae- 

anainted  with  these  matters,  whether 
ley  can  find  any  people  to  give  these 
sums  to  their  gamekeepers,  or  more  than 
£60,  £70,  or  £80  at  the  moeta-year? 
There  is,  besides,  a  very  groat  complaint 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bii^mond  Park, 
whLob  ia  kupt  up  for  the  benefit  of  the 
"  Duke  of  Cambridge.  The 

U  the  pMpaHj  of  neigh-. 
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bouring  persons  ffets  destroyed,  and 
refdly,  apart  altogether  from  this  damage, 
I  see  no  reason,  if  a  man  wants  part- 
ridges and  pheasants  and  such  like  in  a 
park  80  near  Londoni  he  should  not  pay 
for  that  himself.  Then,  there  is  no  game 
in  Greenwich  Park,  and  the  gamekeeper 
has  no  game  to  keep.  It  is  prepos- 
terous, 8ir,  that  these  charges  should  be 
year  after  year  in  tiie  Estimates,  and 
that  there  should  be  protests  every  year 
from  Badicala,  who  are  the  sound  poli- 
tioal  economists,  and  yet  atl  the  Chief 
Oommissioner  of  Works  will  do  ia  to 
produce  a  book,  an  official  book — and 
he  is  nowhere  without  it — which  comes 
to  him  from  his  Predecessors,  whose 
excuses  he  repeats  without  imagination, 
but  slavishly  reads  his  lesson  from  the 
book.  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is 
these  men,  who  hare  nothing  to  do — 
who  are  gamekeepers  without  game — 
are  paid  taese  large  salaries  every  year. 
TVe  want  to  make  it  dear  to  every  Gh>- 
vemment  that  if  thc^^  hope  to  get 
through  the  Estimates  easily  they  will 
do  well  not  to  bring  in  Totes  on  Ac- 
count. It  is  on  acoonnt  of  my  objection 
to  these,  among  other  things,  that  I 
move  these  reductions,  and  in  this  case 
from  £17,000  to  £14,000,  which  will 
still  leave  a  margin  to  enable  the  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Trmsnry  Bench  to  get  on 
for  a  fortnight. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Item  of  £17.000.  for  Boyat 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounds,  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £14,000."— (Ifr.  Labtm- 

Mb.  CONTBEABE  (Oomwall,  0am- 
bome) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  draw  attention 
to  one  fact.  We  are  asked  to  pay  sala- 
ries for  Bangers  and  Deputy  Bangers  to 
Biohmond,  Hyde,  and  other  Parks.  The 
Banger,  I  think,  is  somebody  called 
George.  I  do  not  know  him.  However, 
Bangers  and  Superintendents  are,  it  ap- 
pears, military  of^rs  in  the  receipt  of 
high  pay  from  Army  funds.  We  have  to 
complain  against  these  persons  being  put 
into  tiiese  sinecures.  If  they  are  paid 
as  Bangers  they  should  not  oe  paid  as 
officers.  The  two  offices  are  totally  in- 
oonnstent  with  each  other.  It  is  sup- 
posed that  their  military  duties,  for 
vluoh  tiiey  are  paid,  take  up  their  time; 
but  if  they  ohooee  to  become  Bangers 
tiisy  should  get  nothing  in  addition  to 
tiuar  salaries  as  officers.  Appaxcntiy 
tkcN  positions  ars  umpb  a  sort  <a 
jobUng,  oftoa  eitablith«iigf  tiMvMoa 


J  of  our  ancestors,  or  in  fiilBbnent  of  musty 
contracts.  And  there  is  no  need  fbr 
them.  In  the  face  of  the  depression  of 
trade  and  condition  of  the  people,  a  re- 
urrangement  of  these  matters  uurald  be 
introduced,  and  these  sinecures  done 
away  with.  It  is  quite  dear  that  if 
military  officers  are  appointed  as 
Bangers  they  should  give  up  their  highly 
paid  offices  in  the  Army.  Besides,  I 
cannot  see  why  these  people  of  substan- 
tial wealth  should  receive  so  many  thou- 
sands from  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayer, 
and  they  Bhoufd  be  made  to  pay  for 
their  own  lodgings  when  they  are  in- 
stalled in  these  berths.  Qnestions  like 
these  greatly  affect  the  welfare  of  the 
people,  and  the  Government  should  re* 
cognize  the  necessity  there  is  for  them 
to  make  some  determined  effort  to  get 
rid  of  these  anomalies. 

Thb  FIBST  OOMMISSIONEB  of 
WOBKS  (Mr.  Plvwot)  (DnUin  Uni- 
versity) :  I^  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  insists  on  going 
through  all  the  items  in  this  Yote  I 
cannot  hope  quite  to  follow ;  but  those 
of  his  questions  which  were  distinctly 
asked  I  shall  endeavour  to  answer.  In 
the  first  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  about  the  fact  tiiat  last  year 
an  arrangement  was  arrived  at  for  the 
purpose  of  transferring  certain  Parks  to 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis,  whilst  certain  of  the 
Boyal  Parks  were  still  to  be  retained 
on  the  Estimates.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
a  Bill  for  this  purpose  has  already  been 
introduced  and  read  a  first  time,  and  is 
on  the  Paper  for  second  reading ;  but, 
nnf  OTtnnately,  owing  to  the  <un»^staoee 
that  it  has  been  blocked  by  an  hon. 
Membw  opposite,  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  bring  it  on  any  further.  How- 
ever, I  am  prepared  to  sinr,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton will  undertake  to  get  that  block 
removed,  I,  for  my  part,  will  promise  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  on  the  first  pos- 
sible oocasion ;  and  if  the  Bill  be  passed 
this  Session  it  will  be  in  operation  in 
six  months.  In  regard  to  the  objectirai 
that  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Parks 
where  the  game  is  preserved  is  dan- 
gerous, BO  far  as  my  memory  serves 
me,  I  do  not  know  of  any  incident  whidi 
has  occurred  that  has  manifested  those 
dangers.  There  was  a  point  in  the  bon. 
Gttitieman'B  remarks  about  the  amaso 
of  maintaining  the  Boyal  Pteks  ana  fli« 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1065 


{Mabch  21,  188?} 


Civit  Services,  1C66 


famekeepers.  But  there  were  do  game- 
eepera  to  preBsrve  the  game  fur  the 
nae  of  an;  person  in  these  Parks.  The 
keepers  there  are  paid  for  by  the 
Kan^rs ;  but  the  keepers  who  appear  in 
this  Vote  are  those  who  look  after  the 
Parks  and  the  ornamental  deeae  only. 

Me.  JAME3  8TTTAET  (Shoreditoh, 
Hozton) :  The  oiroumstances  under  which 
this  Vote  is  now  brought  forward  are 
Teiy  disadvanti^eous  for  a  proper  dis- 
oussion,  espeoially  considering  that  it 
is  9  o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  the 
body  is  wearied  and  the  mind  jaded.  On 
the  last  occasion  that  this  Vote  was  dis- 
cussed the  House  was  fairly  full,  and 
we  obtained  the  publication  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  some  reduction  of  the 
items.  But  now,  as  the  condition  of  the 
House  is,  the  likelihood  of  getting  any 
reduction  of  the  items  is  not  much,  and 
anything  we  do  can  only  be  of  the  na- 
ture of  protest.  It  is  very  necessary  for 
those  who  object  to  this  Tote  to  keep 
hammering  away  from  year  to  year  at 
these  abuses.  It  is  only  by  keeping 
fheee  matters  prominently  before  the 
notice  of  the  public  that  attention  is  at- 
tracted to  the  multiplicity  of  small  items 
upon  which  public  money  is  wasted  or 
badly  spent  for  the  beneBt,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, of  a  certain  number  of  select  indivi- 
duals. It  is  better  to  more  the  reduction 
of  a  Vote  by  some  definite  sum,  pointing 
out  that  that  sum  is  definitely  applicable 
to  some  definite  purpose ;  and  I  am  sorry 
that  we  are  obliged  to  postpone  the 
moving  of  the  reduction  oi  this  Tote  by 
a  definite  sum ;  but  I  hapa,  when  the 
time  oomes  to  discuss  the  ^timates  as  a 
whole,  we  shall  be  able  to  more  some 
definite  reduction.  When  we  oall  the 
attention  oi  Faiiiament  to  these  aajaries 
the  absurdity  of  the  expenditure  of  many 
of  these  Votes  appears.  Th^  f  umiah  a 
great  many  pickings  to  persons  who  are 
well  enough  off  without  them.  A  great 
many  people  are  better  contented  when 
the  items  of  these  Totes  are  better  looked 
into,  and  for  these  reasons  I  support  the 
reducUon. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  in  re- 
^d  to  Biohmond  Park  that  the  car- 
riage way  of  a  certain  private  road  is 
alwajrs  closed,  although  the  passenger 
gate  is  open.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ueman  the  First  Oommiwioner  of  Works 
(lb.  Hunket)  undertake  to  see  if  it  is 
poanlila  to  get  the  drive  open? 
lU.  TLVNKES :  I  will  do  my  best. 


Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  It 
was  my  intention  some  time  ago  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
when  this  Tote  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, to  a  point  in  connection  with 
Eew  Gkudens.  There  is  a  portion  of  tiie 
grounds  at  the  further  end  not  properly 
laid  down  as  horticultural  ground,  and 
from  time  to  time  many  requests  have 
appeared  in  the  public  ^-ess,  that 
citizens  who  go  there  should  be  allowed 
to  partake  of  any  light  refreshment  they 
had  with  them.  Hitherto  there  has  been 
an  express  prohibition  placed  on  anybody 
entenug  the  grounds  against  their  doing 
so,  and  they  have  been  obliged  to  leave 
their  sandwiches  and  oranges  at  the  gate, 
Eew  is  a  source  of  pleasure  and  deUght 
to  anyone  who  goes  there,  and  not 
merely  to  those  who  are  interested  in 
botanical  studies.  It  is  placed  there  for 
public  instruction  and  observation;  there 
can  be  had  exercise  and  pleasure  com- 
bined with  pure  air  and  instruction.  I 
frequently  go  there,  and  there  is  one 
thiug  I  have  noticed ;  there  is  an  obvious 
tendency  in  connection  with  the  higher 
elaes  plants  to  have  too  many  of  the 
same  class ;  aad  nothing  seems  to  be 
done  to  multiply  varieties,  as  I  think 
ought  to  be  attempted.  Further,  I  wish 
to  say  our  public  Parks  and  Gardens  are 
not  so  open  to  the  public  on  Sundays  as 
one  would  imagine  or  wish,  and,  indeed, 
as  on  other  days,  there  are  too  many 
rules  and  restrictions,  interfering  with 
the  enjoyment  of  the  public.  But,  re- 
turning to  Eew,  I  wish  to  point  out  how 
convenient  it  would  be  to  allow  the 
public  to  take  with  them,  into  the  por- 
tion I  have  referred  to,  something  in  the 
shape  of  light  refreshment.  I  intend 
to  stand  op  for  the  poor  people  of  Eng- 
land as  w^l  as  of  Ireland ;  aad  I  believe 
it  would  be  a  gracious  act  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  to  do  away  with 
these  restrictions. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh.  E.) :  As 
a  Scotch  Member  who  has  taken  some 
part  in  what  I  will  venture  to  call  this 
carnival  of  obstinacy  and  folly  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  I  intend  to  support 
what  is  put  to  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  in  this  matter.  It  may  be 
said  that  Eew  Gardens  are  of  little  in- 
terest to  Sootiand.  My  reply  is  that 
there  it  a  very  large  Scotch  sppalattoiL 
in  London^— piobaujr  ) 
«T0  to  b«  fowsd  MN  
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Edinbiu-gh  or  Glasgow ;  and  they  hare 
a  deep  interoBt  in  tlie  freedom  uf  tHe 
people  to  enjoy  these  Gardens.  Many 
of  the  restrictions  imposed  are  not  neces- 
eary  for  the  exigencies  of  science,  while 
they  are  inconvenient  to  the  people.  I 
admit  that  great  credit  is  due  to  the 
Goremment  in  many  respects  for  the 
arrsjigements  they  have  made  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public.  But  the  official 
mind  is  naturally  and  constitutionally 
opposed  to  public  freedom ;  and  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oom- 
missioner  of  Works  might  do  a  great 
.  deal  more  for  the  pnbuo  if  he  were  to 
resist  the  tendency  to  offidaldom  in  these 
Gardens.  I  do  trust  that,  as  a  result  of 
the  representations  made,  something  will 
be  done  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  PLITNKET:  As  to  what  the 
hon.  Member  has  said  relative  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  past  night,  I  must 
state  that  as  far  as  my  experience  goes, 
and  as  far  as  the  information  given  me 
by  competent  authorities  goes,  this  ex- 
amination in  detail  ofaVoteonAcoount 
is  unparalleled  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and  it  would  be  quite  impossiUe 
to  find  any  precedent  for  it.  But  so  long 
as  the  House  chooses  to  tolerate  these 
proceedings,  it  is  my  duty  to  answer 
any  questions  pat;  and,  therefore,  I 
vill  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  (Dr.  Taann').  loan  onl^saj  tSiat 
since  I  have  been  First  Oommissioner  I 
have  tried  to  make  the  public  Parks  and 
(hardens  as  free  as  is  possible,  consis- 
tently with  their  proper  care  and  treat- 
ment. I  have  not  seen  the  newspaper 
oritioisms  to  which  he  has  referred ;  but 
if  he  will  send  them  to  me  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter  raised. 

Da.  TANKEK :  My  request  is  that 
more  freedom  should  be  allowed  in  the 
portion  of  the  Gardens  not  devoted  to 
horticultural  specimenB, 

Ma.  FLUNKET :  I  will  go  into  it 
as  soon  as  I  have  the  matter  Mfore  me. 
As  regards  the  other  matter,  I  will  do 
my  best;  bnt  I  see  gnat  cU£Boulty  be- 
fore' me. 

Ua.  JAKES  STITABT :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oommis- 
sioner of  Works  has  said  it  is  un- 
precedented that  these  matters  should 
be  discussed  now  in  detail.  I  will 
remind  him  that  the  conditions  under 
vhich  the  discussion  is  taking  place  are 
remarkable  and  peculiar. 

Tns  CHAIRMAN  (Sir  Jodh  Goaar) : 
Older,  order!  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 

Mr.  Wallace 


Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  discusi^ng  the 
question  as  to  whether  items  may  or  maj 
not  be  discussed  now. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  We  are 
obliged  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  for  the  answer  he  is  always  will- 
ing to  give  with  so  much  courtesy.  Bat 
I  must  tell  him  the  responsibiUty  for 
what  he  calls  an  unparalleled  discussion 
rests  with  the  (Government  for  delibe- 
rately attempting  to  carry  a  Tote  of 
£3,500,000-  after  midnight  on  the  laat 
day  on  which  it  can  be  legally  taken. 

Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.):  When 
I  come  to  look  at  the  items  oommaed 
in  this  Vote  I  find  a  snm  of  £5^  flor 
monitions.  AnyoiLe  versed  in  theae 
matters  knows  that  represents  an  expen- 
diture of  at  least  4,000  cartridges,  or 
6,000  shots.  Are  all  these  shots  used 
to  kill  a  few  deer  ?  If  they  are,  I  do 
not  envy  th.e  recipients  of  the  caroassea 
of  the  animals.  We  are  told  there  ia 
little  firing  done,  but  I  have  known 
Kiohmond  Park  literally  obeeured 
smoke  caused  by  the  butchery  whioh  u 
carried  on  four  or  five  times  every  season. 
This  is  evidence  that  there  is  a  oonsidex^ 
able  head  of  game,  and  I  suppose  we  hare 
to  pay  money  for  men  to  tend  this  game. 
A  considerable  portion  of  Kiohmond 
Park  is  railed  off  for  the  pniposa  of  pre- 
serving game.  I  note,  too,  that  a  Bui 
of  KeWj  Gardens  is  railed  off.  Is  it 
for  the  same  purpose  ?  I  did  not  know 
there  was  any  p^ame  there.  It  is  a  bad 
policy  to  restrict  the  enjoyment  of  the 
peofue,  especially  as  we  are  paying  laive 
sums  yearly  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Ganlens.  I  see  one  gentleman  has 
£300  a-year  as  Banger  in  one  Park.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  Committee  that  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  dispense  with  his 
services,  and  instead  to  employ  five  or  six 
men,  at  a  salary  of  £1  a- week,  to  pick  np 
any  litter  visitors  may  leave  behind. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  Oomj^aint  is  made  of  oar  discuaa- 
inff  the  items  in  tiie  Sstimatea.  I  oan 
only  hope  that  future  Failiameota  will 
emulate  our  example  in  this  matter. 
Question  put 

The  Committee  HviM: — Ayes  M; 
Noes  U4:  Majority  90.— (Div.  List, 
No.  77.)  [9.S0  A.M.1 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  As  it 
is  important  that  we  should  be  enabled 
to  decide  whether  we  ahoald  now  pro- 
ceed with  the  diseoseHm  of  the  "imk 
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items  in  the  Vote,  it  vould  be  con- 
Tenient  it  the  GoTernment  would  in- 
form UB  whether  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  has  vet  arrived  at  the 
House,  and,  if  not,  how  soon  we  may 
expect  him  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'Connor  (Liverpool. 
Scotland):  Ifr.  Chairman,  I  thiiUE  I 
must  tA  for  leare  to  report  Progress,  in 
order  to  get  an  answer  to  the  question 
just  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  jEfember 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  An  hon. 
Member  below  tbn  Gangway  opposite 
says  that  no  engagement  was  made. 
That  hon.  Gentleman,  howevOT,  was  not 
in  the  House  at  the  tine,  and  an  engage- 
ment was  made. 

Mj)tion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  ^  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  adc  leavs  to  sit  ag^." — 

{Ur,T.P,  CComwr.) 

Thb  SEOBETABT  op  STATE  tor 
WAB  (Mr.  £.  Btaithope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle) :  Sir  John  Gorst,  as  I  was 
inresent  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Ghanodlor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gosohm)  made  tiie  statement  to  wnich 
the  htm.  Member  has  referred,  I  may 
state  that  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
sud  was  simply  this — that  if  there 
seemed  to  be  a  prospect  ef  an  important 
^sh  debate  coming  on,  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  would  be  sent 
for.  After  the  statement  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  has  made,  I  will  send  for 
my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  am 
surmised  at  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says.  My  voice  is  worn  out  with 
continually  stating  that  I  am  anxious  to 
bring  forward  the  Irish  Question.  At 
about  6  o'dock  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  <tf  the  Exdiequer 
said  he  would  said  for  the  right  hon. 
Oendemaa  the  Chief  Seoretaiy.  We 
intimated  that  we  were  anxious  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  we  have 
been  waiting  for  him  ever  since.  If 
there  is  a  prosjpect  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turning  up  soon,  we  will  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  not  to  proceed  further  with 
his  Amendments. 

Mb.  £.  STANHOPE :  Im^  sav  that 
the  reason  why  the  right  hon.  Crontleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  didjiot 


send  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  at  6  o'clock  was,  that 
th«-e  was  continual  obstruction,  and  no 
attempt  was  being  made  to  get  on  with 
Business. 

Mk.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  strongly  protest  against  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seore- 
taf7  of  State  for  War,  that  there  has 
been  anything  like  obatnwtion  in  this 
matter.  I  hold.  Sir,  that  there  has  been 
no  speech  made,  no  act  done,  no  question 
addressed  to  the  Government  which  could 
be  styled  obstructive. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  I  do  not  think  it 
is  in  Order  for  the  hon.  Member  to  dis- 
cuss whethor  there  baa  been  obetruotion 
or  not. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Well,  Sir,  who 
initiated  that  discuBsion  ?  I  did  not.  I 
only  wished  to  repudiate  the  charge.  Qn 
the  Motion  to  reiport  Progress,  J  have 
to  say  that  I  fully  understood  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  to  be  sent  for  in 
order  that  he  might  be  in  his  place  when 
the  !bish  debate  eame  on,  and  an  hon. 
Member  left  the  House  apparently  with 
the  object  of  fetching  him. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  As  X  have  ob- 
tained an  answer.  I  beg  to  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  to  report  Fn>- 
gress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  iwfJUImm. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOnCHEBE  (Northampton): 
Nobody  can  say  we  are  obstructing  now. 
Sir  John  Gorst,  any  more  than  it  can 
truly  be  said  that  we  have  been  obstruct- 
iog  hitherto.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  War  fMr.  E. 
Stanhope)  has  been  good  enougn  to  tell 
us  that  somebody  has  sent  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  BecretarV  to 
the  Lord  lieutenant  for  Ireland,  and  we 
must  now  go  on,  whether  we  wish  it  or 
not,  until  we  right  hm.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  tuma  up.  I  am,  tb«re- 
fore,  obliged  to  proceed  with  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  items.  With  regard  to 
Vote  6,  which  relates  to  public  buildings, 
I  find  that  the  number  of  houses  taken 
by  the  various  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  perpetually  on  the  increase. '  I 
find  here  an  item  relating  to  the  "  resi- 
dence of  the  Hrst  Mwr^^rdi"  34, 
Queen  Anne's  ^sAeiifl|H|^H|g^^ 
assume ,  that  the  "  -^IH^HHt^ 
means  the  noble  Jt^^^^^^Wygo 
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Hamilton)  on  the  Treasury  Benolt. 
I  Crw  o/- "  No !  "]  No!  Then  it  is  all 
the  worse.  You  hare  a  First  Naval 
Lord,  who  reoeivee  a  salazy  of  £1,200 
per  annum,  which  is  regarded  as  the 
value  of  his  services.  I  suppose  there 
were  one  or  two  rooms  at  some  time  in 
the  Admiralty  in  which  he  managed  to 
establish  himself.  The  Admiralty  is  to 
be  altered,  and  so  a  Oraitleman  whose 
salary  is  £1.200  a-j^r  has  a  house 
taken  for  him  at  a  rent  of  £700  per 
annum.  I  ask  whether  anything  oan  be 
nune  motutroos  liian  that?  As  the 
house  happens  to  be  near  where  I  live,  I 
have  had  my  eye  on  it,  and  have  ob- 
served plate-glass  windows  being  put  in 
and  ornamentation  going  on  there.  No 
doubt  I  shall  find  the  cost  of  it  all  in 
the  Estimates.  Now,  I  ask  whether  we 
ought  not  to  put  a  stop  to  a  system 
under  whioh  we  give  to  Gentlemen 
houses  which  coat  the  country  more  than 
half  of  their  salary  f  At  any  rate,  we 
ought  to  hare  some  explanation  on  the 
subject. 

Thb  first  commissioner  op 
W0BK8  (Mr.  Fluhkxt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Territy) :  The  lirat  Naval  Lord  is  not 
the  same  person  as  my  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lonl  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
Qemrge  Hamilton),  and  it  is  neoessary 
that  the  First  Naval  Lord  should  be 
provided  with  a  house. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  :  WeU,  I  wiU 

Sftss  to  Vote  No.  10,  which  relates  to 
[etropolitan  Police  Courta.  We  are 
now  asked  to  Vote  £1,500  in  respect  of 
the  muntenance  of  these  Courts.  There 
is  no  town  in  the  country,  besides  Lon- 
don, which  has  the  cost  of  its  Police 
Courts  thrown  on  the  general  taxpayer. 
In  all  other  instances  the  expense  is 
Ixniie  by  the  ratepayers,  and  I  really  do 
not  see  why  the  taxpayers  should  be 
called  upon  to  meet  it  in  regard  to  Lon- 
don. Why  in  the  world  the  inhabitants 
of  Northampton,  for  instance,  should  be 
asked  to  pay  not  only  for  their  own 
Police  Court,  but  also  for  the  Police 
Courts  of  the  richest  town  on  the  face  of 
the  earth,  I  rMlly  cannot  conceive.  I 
beg  to  move  the  reSnotion  of  the  Tote 
by  £1,600. 

Hotioa  mad«»  and  Qoaetion  proposed, 
"That  the  Item  of  £1,500,  for  the 
Met^pc^ian  Ptrfiee  Oonrti^  be  omitted 
the  propoaed  Tote.*'— (Jfr.  La- 


Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  wish  to  kuow,  Sir,  how  we 
are  to  understand  the  silence  of  the 
Covemment  ?  There  is  no  Member  pre- 
sent who  is  responsible  for  this  ex* 
penditare. 

Mr.  OouBxnsT  here  resumed  the 
Chair.  [9.36  a-m-I 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Mr.  Court- 
ney,  we  are  in  this  extraordinan'  posi- 
tion, that,  as  far  as  I  understand,  there 
is  no  one  present  to  speak  for  the  Go- 
veroment  in  reference  to  this  Tote.  I 
am  told  that  the  Tote  comes  within  the 
Department  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
Mr.  Plunket).  Of  coarse,  if  that  be  so, 
wiUidraw  the  observation. 
Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  must  repeat,  Mr. 
Courtney,  what  I  said  a  short  time  ago 
— namely,  that  this  process  of  discussing 
at  length  the  items  in  the  Estimates  on 
a  Tote  on  Account  is  most  unusual  and 
extremely  inconvenient,  and  I  believe 
that,  with  one  single  exception^  there  is 
no  precedent  for  dealing  with  a  Tote  on 
Account  in  such  a  way.  The  Tote  is 
onlyaikedforto  enable  &e  Qovemment 
to  cany  on  the  Business  of  the  oonntiy 
until  the  Estimates  can  be  bronglit  for- 
ward in  the  ordinary  way.  Haringf  made 
that  protest,  I  must  say  again  that,  as 
long  as  the  Committee  chooses  to  allow 
that  proceeding  to  continue,  it  is  my 
duty  to  answer  non.  Gentlemen.  In  re- 
ply to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  I  can  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  question  he  has  referred 
to  has  been  raised  over  and  over  again. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  Courts  con- 
tinuB  to  be  provided  by  tiie  taxpayers 
on  the  same  principle  as  the  County 
Courts  are  paid  for  by  the  taxpayers. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  reminds  me  tiiat 
all  the  fees  and  fines  gathered  in  the 
Police  Courts  are  paid  into  the  Treasniy, 
and  I  have  no  doubt,  therefore,  that  if 
an  account  were  taken  it  would  be  found 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  taxpayers  lose 
nothing  by  the  present  system. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  The  rtffht 
hoD.  Gentleman's  argument  hardly  hc^ds 
good,  because  there  are  County  Courts 
as  well  as  Police  Courts  in  the  Metro- 
polis. I  have  often  wondered  where  the 
receipts  from  the  Police  Court  fines  and 
fees  go  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  they  are  paid  into  the  Treanuy, 
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and  that  they  exceed  the  cost  of  the 
Oourte.  If  HO,  why  do  we  not  have  it 
stated  in  the  Votes  that  the  FoUoe  Oourts 
support  themselTesf  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  oomplains  that  we  are  going 
through  the  Agoountf  item  item.  I 
can  only  aay  that  if  the  nght  hon. 
Gentteman  and  the  Government  did  not 
vieh  us  to  do  this,  they  have  greatly 
wasted  the  public  money  in  having  the 
Estimates  printed  and  circulated  amongst 
Members.  We  have  had  these  printed 
Estimates  given  to  us  for  our  guidance, 
and  we  are  told  that  we  are  doing  a 
monstrous  thing  if  we  venture  to  discuss 
any  of  the  items.  We  protest  against 
the  action  of  the  Government,  and  still 
more  against  the  action  of  the  Ministers 
who  preceded  them,  in  getting  the  Hoase 
into  the  habit  of  voting  large  euros  of 
money  on  Account.  I  think  that  the 
oonse  we  hare  followed  to-day  will  tend 
to  induce  Oovemments  not  to  take  away 
henceforward  all  the  time  of  private 
Members  up  to  the  21st  of  Karon,  then 
to  bring  forward  a  Tote  on  Account, 
and  to  complain  because  the  items  in 
that  Tote  are  discussed.  The  Govern- 
ment will  find  that  we  are  now  estab- 
lishing a  precedent,  and  I  trust  that  on 
all  future  occasions  when  Votes  on 
Account  are  asked  for.  Parliament  will 
follow  tiie  excellent  example  we  ore 
setting. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  51; 
Noes  186;  Majority  1S6. — (Div.  List, 
No.  78.)  [9.40  A.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northampton) : 
I  am  sura  we  are  all  anxious  to  bring 
these  proceedin^^  to  a  close  as  speedily 
as  we  can,  consistently  with  the  proper 
discharge  of  our  duty.  I,  therefore, 
propose  topass  over  a  large  number  of 
items  in  CUss  II.,  and  come  to  Class 
III.,  in  order  to  come  to  the  Vote  for 
the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  salaries  of  Cabinet 
Ministers.  Indeed,  so  anxious  am  I  to 
simplify  matters,  that  I  will  ask  the 
Committee  to  consent  to  an  Amendment 
for  the  reduction  of  two  separate  items 
l^^  putting  the  two  items  together.  So 
far  as  the  officials  of  the  House  of  Lords 
ore  concemecL  I  wu  Sducutu  to  do  away 
irith  the  whoM  t^cnditne  \  but  I  j>ro- 


pose  to  confine  the  Motion  to  a  simple 
reduction.  It  is  well  known  that  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Xiords  and  ot^er 
employdt  thrae  are  paid  on  a  higher 
scale  than  similar  omcers  in  this  House. 
The  second  item  I  move  to  reduce  is  that 
which  provides  the  salaries  of  Ministers 
I  have  already  placed  on  the  Paper, 
an  Amendment  upon  the  main  Esti- 
mate, to  reduce  the  salaries  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  Those  two  Gentle- 
men are  both  very  rich  Gentlemen,  so 
that  they  can  scarcely  conceive  I  have 
any  pflrsonal  intentions  in  the  matter. 
But  I  do  not  think  that,  considering  the 
number  of  Ministers  we  have  who  do 
their  work  well  and  efficiently  for  the 
sum  of  £2,000  a-year,  we  ought  not 
to  give  more  than  £2,000  to  any  other 
Minister  sitting  on  that  Bench.  It  would 
be'moet  regrettable  that  there  should  be 
a  desire  for  Office  for  the  mere  sake 
of  the  em<dumcaitB  of  Office.  I  am 
aftraid  that  there  is  a  greater  desire 
than  there  used  to  be  to  obtain  Office 
on  that  account ;  but  I  doubt  whether, 
if  the  salaries  were  considerably  re- 
duced, we  should  have  Gentlemen  so 
very  anxious  for  the  mere  honour  of 
the  thing  to  sit  on  that  Bench  night 
after  night  and  perform  Administrative 
duties.  It  may  be  said  that  they  work 
hard ;  but  we  work  hard  too,  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  not  paid  for  the 
work  they  do  in  this  House,  but  for 
being  Members  of  the  Administration. 
I  do  not  believe  in  the  appointment  of 
Ministers  because  they  are  men  of 
genius.  On  the  contraty,  I  believe  that 
men  who  know  something  about  busi- 
ness would  make  the  best  Ministers.  Of 
course,  there  most  be  some  head  to 
direct  the  whole  machine;  but,  as  a 
rule,  a  few  partners  selected  from 
flourishing  concerns  would  make  just  as 
good  Ministers  as  the  ordinary  article 
which  we  get,  and  I  am  perfectly  oon- 
vinced  that  there  are  very  few  clerks  in 
any  bank  in  the  City  who  would  not 
make  as  good  officials  as  the  small  fry 
who  sit  on  that  Bench.  I  may  odd  that 
in  every  other  country  in  the  civilized 
world,  the  salaries  of  Ministers  are  con- 
siderably less  than  they  are  here,  and  cer- 
tainly they  are  not  more  than  yon  would 
pay  if  you  reduce  the  present  salaries  to 
£fl.OM  am ,  annum,    j^am  altoit^o| 
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reduce  these  enormous  salaries  from 
£5,000  per  annum  to  £2,000.  It  may 
be  said  that  there  are  heavy  expenses 
connected  with  the  position  of  a  Minister. 
Now,  I  hAve  looked  into  that  matter,  and 
I  have  very  grave  doubts  about  it.  Per- 
haps the  Forei^  Minister  may  have 
large  expenses ;  but,  certainly,  not  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  nor  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excbe^uer.  I  take  it 
that  all  Uiey  have  to  do  is  to  give  a  few 
dinners  to  their  private  friends.  If 
they  vere  not  in  the'  Uinistiy,  perhaps 
they  might  not  give  the  offioal  B<Hr6es 
and  routs  whioh  are  now-ft-days  given 
by  a  Oabinet  Bfinister  to  *'  the  dasses," 
but  vhat  I  object  to  is  that  "the 
daases"  should  be  entertained  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers.  If  a  Minister 
deures  to  entertain  "the  classes"  and 
the  aristooraoy,  let  him  entertain  them 
out  of  his  own  pocket.  I  beg  to  move 
the  reduction  of  £4,000  in  the  item  for 
the  salaries  of  officers  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  of  £6,000  in  that  for  salaries 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer— the 
total  amounting  to  a  sum  of  £10,000  in 
classes  one  and  two. 

The  CHAIEUAN:  It  would  be 
necessary  in  that  case  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  £10,000  in  the  whole  Tote. 

Mr.  IABOUOHEBE:  Would  that 
prevent  any  subsequent  nduotion  being 
moved? 

Tbb  OTTATRMAK;  Not  subsequent 
to  the  Treasuxy  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat, 

"That  a  Horn,  not  exceeding  £3,614,100,  be 
granted  to  Her  Hajeety,  on  aocoant,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Ohaige  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
Ticea  and  Reveone  DepartmeoU  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  o{  Uarch  1888."— (iff. 
Lahouehtr$). 

The  Oommittee  dividtd  :—kjea  49; 
Noes  204  :  Hq'ority  155.— (Div.  List, 
No.  79.)  [10.10  A.M.J 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  If 
necessary  I  shall  oonelude  with  a  Motion ; 
but  I  thmk  it  is  desirable,  at  this  stage, 
that  the  Committee  and  also  the  oountir 
should  understand  the  manner  in  which 
.hon.  Members,  and  enecially  the  Irish 
Members,  are  being  dealt  with  by  Her 
Migesty's  Government,  and  by  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  holds  Uie  Office 
of  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant.  This  Tote  was  first  put  from  the 
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Ohair  at  5  o'silock  this  momiiur.  For 
several  hours  before  that  time— 3  think 
as  early  as  2  o'clock — upon  several  ooca- 
sions  the  Irish  Members  intimated  tiiat 
they  were  prepared  to  raise  upon  the 
Vote  certain  questions  ot  the  very 
gravest  importance  to  their  country. 
Now,  this  Vote  indudes,  amonir  its 
numerous  items,  the  salary  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  who  has  recently  acoepted  that 
Office;  out  during  the  course  ot  Una 
prolonged  Sitting  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  has  not  honoured  us  with  hie  pre- 
sence. Four  hours  ago  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  having  been  einm^r 
informed  of  our  dear*  to  prooeed  with 
Irish  Qoestons,  said  that  a  message 
would  be  sent  requesting  the  i^teodanoe 
of  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We 
hoped  that  that  message  would  be 
speedily  followed  by  his  bodily  presence. 
However,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
repented  of  his  courtesy,  or  die  mes- 
senger proved  incompetent  to  discharge 
the  duty  entrusted  to  him,  I  am  unabie 
to  say  ;  but  the  promise  has  not  yet  had 
any  substantial  residt  A  seoond  time 
we  applied  for  the  presence  of  the  Ohief 
Se(wetary,  and  a  seoond  time  a  CatHoet 
Minister,  in  this  case  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  informed  us  that  a  mes- 
senger would  be  sent  to  procure  his 
attmdanee.  Now,  I  am  stating  »  fiMt 
vhioh  oan  be  tested  by  the  tibum  power 
of  eve^  hon.  Member,  when  I  say  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  not 
yet  appeared  in  his  plaoe.  Many  ques- 
tions of  great  magnitude  require  to  be 
discussed  on  these  Yotee.  There  have 
already  been  mentioned  the  murder  of 
Uie  man  Hanlon  at  Tonghal,  the  re- 
peated suppresrion  of  public  meetings 
in  Ireland  without  cause,  and  the  pro- 
tracted delay  in  dealing  with  the  favour- 
able recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Oommissioners  in  regard  to  the  Catho- 
lic minority  in  the  town  of  Belfast. 
What  oan  be  the  meaning  of  asking  ms 
to  go  through  the  form  of  a  debate  in 
the  absenoe  of  the  Minister  who.  by  the 
position  he  holds,  is  responsible,  and 
who  is  required  to  give  an  anavar 
to  oar  complaints  f  we  have  remainsd 
here  all  nig^t  in  the  dischsr^  of  ow 
duty  to  our  constituents.  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  enjoys  a  high 
dignity  and  great  emolument^  has  all 
the  time  been  quiedy  and  comfortably 
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in  bed.  If  Iio  should  now  arrire  here, 
after  a  good  night's  sleep  and  a  hearty 
breakfast,  it  would  certainly  be  a  very 
unequal  debate  between  him.  and  my- 
self. I  have  been  19  hours  in  continuous 
attendance  upon  the  Bustuees  at  this 
House,  and  for  14  hours  I  have  been 
without  food.  \_A  laugh.']  Hon.  Uem- 
bers  may  well  laugh ;  they  have  taught 
us  how  to  do  without  food  in  Ireland. 
The  question  I  wish  to  ask  is  this— Is 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  coming  down  to  this 
House  at  all?  Have  tnese  repeated 
meuengera  who  have  gone  forth  from 
the  ark  brought  back  any  answer  f  If 
he  is  coming  down,  how  Boon  may  we 
.  expect  him  ?  If  he  is  not  coming  down, 
do  the  Government  intend  to  press  to  a 
Division  the  Irish  items  of  uiis  Vote  ? 
If  he  is  not  coming  down,  I  ask,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense  and  id  the  nvne 
of  humanity,  that  we,  who  have  been 
.19  hours  in  constant  attendance  in  the 
House  engaged  in  the  fatiguing  exercise 
of  debating  these  Totes,  should  be  re- 
leased ? 

Mb.  BAETLET  (Islington,  N.) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  wish  to  know  from  you,  Sir, 
whether  it  is  in  Order  for  an  hxm.  Mem- 
ber opposite  to  say  that  if  he  catches 
me  outeide  he  will  blade  my  ^es  ? 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  Such  an  obeerra- 
ti<Hi  is  clearly  out  of  Order. 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOB  (Tipperary.  S.): 
I  rise  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 
I  did  not  use  those  words. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  No  name  was 
mentioned.  It  is  not,  therefore,  neces- 
sary to  explain.   Mr.  Sexton. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  am  in  the  unfortu- 
nate position  of  having  been  repeatedly 
interrupted  by  calls  to  Order  for  riot 
and  imaginary  offences.  Hhe  question 
I  have  risen  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  is  the  inability  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  disonas  certain  items  of  ex- 
penditure in  tiie  absence  of  the  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Irdand.  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
coming  down  at  all  this  morning  to  per- 
form his  public  duties  ?  If  he  is  conung, 
when  wiQ  he  be  here,  and  are  we  ez- 
pec  ted  to  engage  in  debate  with  him 
after  the  exhaosting  Sitting  we  have 
already  had  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LOBD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westaiioster) :  The  hon.  Member  ap> 
j^aia,  1  presume,  to  me.  I  must  remind 


the  Committee  that  at  II  o'clock  last 
night  we  offered  to  withdraw  the  Navy 
Yote,  in  order  that  progress  might  be 
made  with  the  debate  which  is  now 
going  on.  That  offer,  however,  was 
refused,  and  until  5  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing the  debate  on  the  Navy  Yote  was 
kept  up,  against  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  desired  to  withdraw  the  Yote 
in  order  to  allow  the  present  debate  to 
be  brought  on.  In  the  view  of  the  Gto- 
vwnment,  it  is  necessary,  in  the  publio 
interests^  that  this  Yote  should  be  taken 
at  this  Sitting.  It  is  mort  unusual— in 
fact,  I  believe  it  is  contrary  to  the  prao- 
tice  of  Pariiament — to  debate  items  in  a 
Yote  on  Account.  [CriM  of  "No!"] 
Hon.  Gentiemen  who  say  "  No  !  "  may 
have  their  own  views  on  the  matter,  but 
I  am  entitied  to  state  mine  with  the  full 
sense  of  the  responsibility  which  belongs 
to  any  statement  I  may  make.  I  repeat 
that  it  is  contrary  to  the  practice  of  Par- 
liament to  debate  items  in  a  Yote  on 
Account ;  and  it  has  been  so  held  by  the 
highest  authorities,  and  espeoially  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
Let  me  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  if 
they  are  to  claim  on  every  item  in  a 
Yote  on  Account,  the  ri^ht  andprivilege 
of  debate  in  Supply  m  tiie  House  at 
Commons  must  break  down  altogether. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  for  this  Com- 
mittee to  debate  item  after  item  in  a 
Yote  on  Account,  and  to  maintain  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  discharge 
their  duty  as  guardians  of  the  pubuo 
purse.  The  right  to  debate  an  item 
arises  only  when  that  special  item  is  put 
from  the  Chair.  Each  item  must  be  put 
from  the  Chair  before  it  is  finally  passed. 
The  charge  for  a  particular  Service 
cannot  be  voted  by  Parliameot  in  any 
other  way ;  and,  therefore,  I  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  permit  the 
usual  practice  of  Pariiament  to  be  ob- 
served on  the  present  oooauoa — to  allow 
Parliament  to  discharge  its  proper  dntieti 
and  to  allow  this  Yote  to  be  taken  ao- 
oording  to  the  usage  and  practice  of 
Parliament,  and  the  oest  interests  of  the 
country  we  are  here  to  serve.  The  hon. 
Member  has  made  an  appeal  to  me  with 
regard  to  the  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ire- 
londf  I  am  informed  that  botJi  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Seoretary  of  State  fov 
War  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
Chancellor  of  the  Exche' 
intimation  that  he  wov} 
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[An  hon.  Mbubeb  :  Then  produce  him.] 
Without  further  detaining  the  Com- 
mittee, I  must  enter  a  protest  against 
debating  the  items  of  a  Yote  on  Account 
as  opposed  to  the  best  interests  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  "WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  permit  me  respectfully  to  ask 
him  one  question?  We  do  not  desire 
to  discuss  items,  bat  to  raise  upon  this 
Vote  on  Account  certain  questions  of 
poIi<7.  I  teust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  deny  that  we  are  entitled 
to  raise  qnestions  of  policy,  and  that  it 
has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment to  laisa  questions  of  policy  on 
Votes  on  Acconot.  Although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asserts  that  we  have  no 
Constitutional  right  to  debate  items ; 
does  he  deny  our  right  to  raise  questions 
of  public  policy,  or  does  he  say  that 
we  are  not  entitled  to  decline  to  proceed 
with  the  discussion  of  questions  of  policy 
relating  to  Ireland  in  the  absence  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
will  not  dispute  with  the  Firat  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  the  exact  hour  at  which 
he  made  the  offer  to  withdraw  the  Navy 
Vote.  He  may  hare  been  within  an 
hour  of  the  actual  time.  But  assuming 
the  statement  to  be  perfeo%  oorreot,  I 
and  other  Irish  ICembers  were  desirous 
of  debating  the  Naval  Vote.  After  he 
offered  to  withdraw  it,  at  U  o'clock, 
two  hours  of  solid  debate  occurred  on 
English  Votes;  and  when  1  o'clock  is 
reached,  everybody  knows  that  the  Re- 
porters' Gallery  is  clear,  or  very  nearly 
BO,  and  it  would  have  been  of  very  little 
use  for  UB  to  debate  very  important  Irish 

Suestions  when  the  speeches  of  the  Irish 
[embers  oould  not  hare  been  reported. 
If  we  had  accepted  the  offer  of  the  f^rst 
Lord  of  the  TreMury,  we  should  have 
been  launched  into  a  Teiy  important 
debate  at  an  altogether  uniunal  hour, 
and  a  debate  would  have  taken  place 
which  oould  not,  by  any  posdbiUtyf  have 
been  reported  at  any  length.  Tharefm, 
I  think  the  Irish  Members  were  p«r- 
fectiy  justified  in  declining  the  offer  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  That 
was  one  point  in  the  speech  of  the  First 
Lord ;  and  as  he  has  given  the  view  of 
the  Treasury  Bench,  I  think  it  is  just  as 
well  that  the  country  should  know  what 
the  views  of  the  Irish  Members  are  in 
regard  to  what  ooourred  last  night.  It 
was  aftair  half-paat  11  when  this  offer  on 
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the  part  of  the  Government  was  made, 
and  I  have  described  what  subsequently 
occurred.  There  is  another  point  in  the 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  to  which  I 
must  refer.  He  has  declared,  oate- 
gorically  and  emphatically,  that  it  is 
wrong — I  do  not  think  he  went  so  far  as 
to  say  that  it  was  wicked — to  debate  the 
items  of  a  Vote  on  Account.  Of  conrsei 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  Minister, 
and  he  looks  at  the  question  exdasivdy 
ttom  an  official  stand-point;  but  I  thhik 
there  are  hi|;h  anUumties  who  may  be 
set  against  him.  I  recollect  the  lata  lb. 
Batt  declaring,  in  emphatic  terms,  that 
it  was  wrong  to  give  Votes  on  Account 
at  all.  I  must  say  that,  high  as  the 
authority  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury is  on  Parliamentary  practice,  Mr. 
Butt*s  authority  as  to  Constitutional 
uaa^  and  practice  was  at  least  as  hi^h. 
I  think  he  will  find  that  the  old  practice 
was  not  to  introduce  Votes  on  Aoeount 
at  all,  and  that  it  is  quite  a  novel  prac- 
tice. ^Mr.  W.  H.  SioTH  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  G«nUeman  shakes  his 
head;  but  that  was  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Mr.  Butt ;  and  Mr.  Butt,  who  was 
alwa^  received  as  a  high  authority,  was 
in  this  House  b^re  many  hon.  1 
bers  opposite  were  bom.  loonridertitat 
oar  conauot  faaa  not  only  been  justified, 
but  Uiat  we  should  have  fallen  nr  short 
of  our  duty  if  we  had  adopted  any  other 
course.  By  holding  on  during  the  night, 
we  have  reached  an  hour  when  we  can 
expect  to  be  reported,  and  we  can  show 
the  country  that  we  have  been  here  to 
defend  the  public  purse,  and  to  discuss 
these  items  properly.  Whero  the  Ghi- 
vemment  were  wrong  was  this— they 
should  have  agreed  to  take  the  Navu 
Vote  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
then  have  postponed  the  consideration 
of  the  Vote  on  Account.  Is  it  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  a  sum  of  £3,600,000 
shoula  be  voted  without  anydiacBsaion 
at  all?  We  offered  to  take  Wednesday 
or  Thursday  for  the  debate ;  mdeed,  we 
made  every  offn  we  oould  to  eonoitiate 
the  Ooremment  We  were  most  abxions 
to  avoid  tiie  seandal  of  this  All-night 
Sitting,  and  the  excitement  which  it  has 
produced ;  but  we  were  not  prepared  to 
give  theGovemment  a  sum  of  £3,600,000 
without  debate.  I  think  the  country 
will  be  of  opinion  that  we  were  right 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
As  one  who  has  been  present  throngfaont 
th«  whole  of  the  atttin^,  I  inm 


Digitized  by 


1081  SuppJ^^ 


{Uabcu  21,  1887}         Civil  Snvwi,  1083 


Bpeak  upon  a  qaestion  of  fact ;  becaose 
there  has  been  an  nnoonsciona  direr- 
genoe  of  statement  between  the  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  At  7  oVlook 
this  monung  the  OhanceUor  of  the 
Ezohequer  said  that  he  was  prepared 
to  hear  a  statement  of  giievances  upon 
every  item  contained  in  Uie  Vote  on 
Aooonnt.  We  offered  him  a  compromise 
on  tfa«  matter ;  but  he  would  not  accept 
it.  Bat  now,  after  four  ud  a-half  boon* 
forUier  debwte,  a  number  of  hon.  Gen- 
Uemen  hare  omne  in  who  bare  not  heard 
a  word  of  what  passed,  and  they  cheer 
and  support  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury when  he  goes  entirely  against  the 
statement  that  was  made  by  ^e  Bepre- 
sentative  of  the  Ghirernment  at  ^e  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was 
probably  asleep.  Now,  how  is  it  possible 
to  carry  on  a  proper  discussion  on  terms 
3f  that  description  ?  I  claim,  ae  one 
who  waa  attending  to  my  duty,  while 
)thers  were  absent,  the  fulfilment  of 
;he  promise  which  was  made  by  the 
EtepresentatiTe  of  the  (JoTemment  be- 
iwwa  6  and  7  this  morning.  I  have 
klways  understood  that  a  first  contract 
shonid  stand  until  a  second  contract  has 
been  accepted  by  both  parties  to  the 
Erst.  I  tWefcoe  must  lustinctly  claim 
that  Uw  disousdon  should  be  allowed  to 
^  on  on  the  lines  laid  down  to  us,  and 
lefinitely  laid  down  to  us,  by  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  the  OhanceUor  of  the 
Elxohequer  in  opposition  to  onr  offers  of 
compromise.  I  desire  to  add  my  humble 
voice  to  what  has  been  stated  by  Uie  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Bfr.  Sexton), 
that  we  are  now  entitled  by  the  offer 
made  to  us  by  the  Government  to  debate 
the  items  contained  in  this  Vote,  and  we 
ire  further  entitled  to  ask  that  those 
Members  of  the  Goremment  who  ure 
responsible  for  the  items  should  be  pre- 
lent  to  answer  an^  questions  that  may 
be  raised.  The  tight  hon.  Gentteman 
the  OhaaoeUor  of  tns  Exchequer  told  us 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  would 
be  sent  for.  That  promise  was  made 
four  hours  ago.  How  long  does  it  take 
K>  send  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
ind  how  long  does  it  take  to  awake  htm  f 
[  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  there  may 
lot  be  reasons  why  he  should  not  always 
be  wide  awake;  but  I  think  he  might  be 
made  t(derably  wide  awake  in  the  course 
of  ibnr  houn.  I  think  be  ought  to  be 


here  on  the  simple  ground  of  the  con- 
tract  made  between  the  Gomnment  and 
the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  (Donegal, 
£.) :  I  hare  not  rentured  to  offer  ft 
single  word  upon  this  Vote  on  Account, 
and  therefore  I  cannot  be  accused  of  any 
improper  motiTe  in  rising  to  take  part  in 
the  present  discussion.  No  doubt  I  did 
take  part  in  the  previous  debate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
imputed  to  us,  as  a  matter  of  blame,  that 
when  the  Government  vidied  to  with- 
draw the  Navy  Yoto,  the  proposition  to 
withdraw  it  was  opposed  from  these 
Benches.  I  maintain  that  it  was  right- 
fully resisted,  and  the  resistance  had  this 
result  that,  instead  of  having  the  whole 
evening  wasted,  the  Navy  Yoto  was 
finally  disposed  of,  and  the  Sitting  was 
not,  so  far,  lost.  For  the  fact  that  it  was 
not  lost  the  House  is  not  indebted  to  the 
Government,  but  to  those  who  refused 
their  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  ^ 
Yoto.  The  Navy  Yote  involved  a  sum 
of  nearly  £1,000,000,  and  already  (m 
this  Yoto  on  Account  we  have  af;reed  to 
items  that  make  up  a  considerable 
amount — probably  amounting  to  another 
£333,000.  If  we  hod  passed  the  whole 
of  tiie  Yoto  on  Account  we  should  have 
been  voting  away  the  money  of  the 
country  for  severu  hours  at  the  rato  of 
£10,0U0  a-minute.  I  think  that  ia 
scarcely  Uie  way  in  which  the  money 
of  the  country  should  be  dealt  with. 
We  have  passed  Class  I.,  and  in 
the  remaining  items  I  contend  there  are 
matters  which  ought  to  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  Uie  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  says— and  he  told  us  he  made 
the  statement  with  all  the  responsibiUty 
which  attaches  to  a  stetement  from  him 
in  his  pl^oe  on  the  Treasunr  Bench- 
that  it  is  lUtogetbw  against  ue  practice 
of  Parliament  to  discnse  the  items  of  a 
Yoto  on  Account.  Now  we  have  no 
desire  to  discuss  all  tbe  items  in  this 
Yoto  on  Account ;  but  if  we  did  want  to 
disenss  them,  we  are  entitled  to  do  so, 
and  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  altogether  wrong.  We 
have  had  these  Yotes  on  Account  brought 
before  us  during  the  last  five  or  six 
years,  and  theright  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  that  in  each  of  those  years  the  items 
contained  in  the  Yotes  were  discussed. 
Among  those  who  have  been  most  ener- 
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getio  ia  their  opposition  to  Votes  on 
Aeconnt  have  been  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  FaddingtoD  (Lord 
Bandolph  ChxmihiU)  and  aeveral  of  his 
Msociates  of  the  Fourth  Party  who  are 
now  on  the  Qovemment  Bench.  Now 
with  regard  to  Olasa  II. — that  Class  con- 
tains the  Vote  for  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
and  in  reference  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Defartment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  there 
is  a  question  connected  with  a  certain 
surplus,  whi(A,  in  my  opinion,  ought  to 
secure  tlia  attention  of  a  Oommittee  of 
this  House  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment ;  becanse  while  we  are  Totiug 
money  for  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
Board  is  practically  plundering  the 
creditors  of  bankrupt  estates  by  exacting 
fees  altogether  dtspro  portion  ate  and  un- 
reasonable. The  Board  is  making  up  a 
fund  from  those  fees  and  placing  it  prac- 
tically under  the  control  of  the  Treasury. 
The  Treasu^  itself  is  proposing  to  draw 
on  the  fund  in  a  way  which  was  not 
contemplated  when  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
of  188S  was  passed;  and  in  order  to  make 
up  for  the  depreciation  of  that  fund,  all 
the  creditors  and  others  who  have  bank- 
ruptcy business  to  transact  are  being 
charged  rates  of  fees  that  were  never 
anticipated,  and  a  great  deal  higher 
than  were  contemplated  in  connection 
inth  bankruptcy  proceedings.  Then, 
again,  with  regard  to  the  Mint  coinage, 
it  is  within  my  own  knowledge  that  an 
hon.  Gentieman  sitting  above  the  Gang- 
way has  sat  here  night  after  night,  for 
many  hours,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
forward  at  the  first  opportunity  a 
debate  in  connection  with  the  depre* 
oiation  of  the  coinage  of  this  country. 
Then,  again,  year  alter  year  money  has 
been  voted  on  account,  and  there  has 
been  no  regular  Estimate  presented  for 
the  Patent  Office.  Not  only  has  the 
money  not  been  wanted  for  the  purpose 
for  wnioh  it  has  ostensibly  been  drawn, 
bnt  year  after  year,  systematioally  and 
d^beratdy,  the  money  has  been  di- 
▼srted  from  that  purpose,  and  appro- 
priated to  a  different  purpose.  One  of 
the  items  in  the  present  Estimates  in- 
dttdes  a  sum  of  £900  for  the  salary  of 
an  individual  who  is  actually  an  ima- 
ginary officer  of  the  Patent  Office.  The 
last  officer  died,  and  his  place  has  not 
been  filled  np  for  a  period  of  nearly 
three  years,  and  jet  this  Vote  is  pre- 
sented without  any  statement  to  the 
effiKt  that  the  sum  drawn  for  the  Snper- 


intendentof  Indexingisnot  required  for 
that  purpose.  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
recognized  that  the  primary  duty  of 
those  who  are  in  charge  of  the  Patent 
Office  is  to  see  that  the  arrears  of  work 
in  connection  with  patents  should  be  at 
once  taken  in  hand,  and  pressed  forward 
with  the  utmost  possible  despatch.  The 
work,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  has  been 
systematically  neglected,  and  yet  money 
has  been  obtainsid  from  the  Oommittee 
of  SuppW  under  a  ddibente  Cslse  pr»- 
tence.  I  contend  that  these  are  matters 
which  ought  to  be^soussed,  even  at&is 
stage,  upon  Votes  on  Aeoount.  Will 
any  reasonable  man  saj  that  it  is  not  a 
proper  thing  for  a  Member  who  is  ao- 
quatnted  with  the  facts  to  bring  them 
forward  7  I  say  that  it  is  the  clear  duty 
of  every  Member,  on  every  oooasioa 
when  these  items  are  open  to  discussion, 
to  lay  such  facts  before  the  Oommittee. 
Therefore,  I  protest  altogether  against 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Qende- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If 
the  time  of  the  Committee  has  been 
wasted,  it  is  not  our  fhult,  bnt  his ;  and 
there  would  have  been  a  graater  wasfee 
of  time  if  we  had  eonsented  to  Iba  pn* 
posterons  proposition  that,  after  the 
Navy  Vote  had  been  disoossed  for  dx 
or  seven  hours,  it  should  then  be  with- 
drawn, and  the  whole  of  the  dtseoanoB 
which  had  taken  place  upon  it  be  ren- 
dered useless,  and  nave  to  be  renewed 

again.   

Mr.  SEXTON:  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  now,  at  1 1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, returned  to  his  place,  I  shall  proceed 
at  once  to  raise  the  question  which  I 
desired  to  raise  when  this  Vote  wu  6tBk 
put  from  the  Chair  at  5  o'clock  this 
morning,  and  which  I  was  anxious  to 
raise  the  moment  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man was  in  his  place.  I  wish  to  adc 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  ia  poieiUe 
to  ascertain  from  him  what  moriaioB 
the  Govenunent  have  made  or  intend  to 
make  for  the  better  security  ef  lodal 
order  in  the  City  of  Belfast  P  Thia  is 
a  question  upon  which  I  am  personally 
charged  with  a  heavy  reapoosibility, 
and  a  question  whieh  I  could  not  delay 
bringing  before  the  Committee  without 
transgressing  my  public  duty.  It  may 
be  my  good  or  ill  fortune,  bat  at 
present  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent in  this  House  the  Diviaioa  of 
Belfast  which  le  deeoribed  ia  tiie  Beport 


Digitized  by 


168«  Supjffy^  {MAB01C21,  1887}  dvtl  Stnim.  1086* 


of  the  Btqral  Oommusion  as  the  main 
tll«atr«  of  the  recant  riots.  ICjrOatholie 
oeiutitnenta « the  poor  artuaaa  and 
lahonrera  of  that  Diri^on  of  Belfast — 
ate  those  who,  as  often  as  rioting  ooours 
in  that  nofSortunate  town,  have  th^ 
distriot  faiTaded,  their  houaes  broken 
into,  tfa^  property  j^undered,  and  their 
lires  pot  in  danger  and  sometimes  taken. 
That  heinr  the  state  of  affaiie,  I  think 
I  am  entaued  and  that  I  am  bound  to 
protest  against  any  delar  on  the  part  of 
the  Oovemment  ia  iq>pl7iDg  such  mea- 
sures as  may  be  feund  noeeesary  for  the 
prereDtlng  any  new  disorder  arising  in 
BeUast.  The  Oatholio  Committee  of 
Belfaet — a  body  of  gentlemen  who  are 
highly  representatire  of  the  Catholic 
community  of  the  town— have  f  dt  them- 
aelres  obliged,  by  the  eeandalous  in- 
activitiy  of  the  GorernmeBt.  to  hold  a 
meetiBg,  and  to  paaa  veatdutionB,  in 
which  tliey  stnmgly  and  solenmly  pro- 
test agdnet  the  neguet  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  gire  effeet  to  the  Teoonunenda- 
tione  contained  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Belfast  Oommissionere.  Everywhere  in 
Ireland  except  in  Belfast  the  policy  of 
the  Goremment  is  thorough.  It  is  ex- 
pressed in  brief  apophthegms,  aoch  as 
' '  Deal  snmmari  !y,"  **  Do  not  hesitate : " 
but  in  Belfast  they  refuse  to  deal  sum- 
marily ;  and  although  they  do  not 
heeitate  elsewhere,  but  even  kill,  in 
regard  to  Belfast  they  agree  to  kill 
nothing  but  time.  The  Catholie  Com- 
mittee coraplaiu  of  the  delay  that  has 
occurred.  Let  me  show  the  scandalous 
character  of  that  delay.  The  riots  oc- 
curred in  the  months  m  June,  July,  and 
Annsfe  last  year.  Thejr  involred  the 
taking  of  80  liyee  at  least,  the  wrecking 
of  60  honaea,  the  looting  of  SO  others, 
and  the  destruction  of  property  to  the 
value  of  £90,000.  A  force  of  police  and 
military,  amounting  to  6,000,  was  sent 
to  Belfast  in  consequence  of  the  riots 
^hich  were  carried  on  intermittently  for 
[Tf  ree  months^  ud  the  whole  of  the  town 
placed  in  a  atate  of  the  atanost  con- 
,  ,8ion.  What  did  the  Government  do? 
^lejr  ap^inted  a  Bo^al  Commission  to 
'^juire  into  the  origin  and  circum- 
^ .neea  of  the  riots ;  they  nominated 
' '^ree  of  the  Commisrioners  in  August, 
competed  the  nomination  in  Sep- 
|iber.  The  Commissioners  were — lu. 
^  itice  Day — an  Baglish  Judge— Major 
■^nernl  XL  J.  Bolwar,  Kr.  B.  Adams, 
^1  Ur.  Aederiek  Le  Peer  Tresdi, 


barristers,  and  Commander  Wallace  IC. 
Hardy,  B.N.  Th^  opened  their  in- 
quiry at  Belhst,  in  the  Court  House  of 
the  County  of  Antrim,  on  the  4tfa  of 
October,  and  coatinned  it  uninter- 
ruptedly antil  the  2Slh  of  the  same 
month.  NsTerthdess,  it  was  not  until 
January  that  they  presented  their  Be* 
port,  and  even  then  it  was  only  signed 
by  four  out  of  the  fire  Commissioners. 
But  although  the  Beport  was  presented 
two  months  ago  to  the  GtoTemment, 
u^  to  this  moment,  although  the  Con- 
stitutional Bepreeeotative  and  protector 
of  these  unfortunate  people,  my  repeated 
applications  to  Her  Majesty  a  Gh>Tem- 
ment  hsTC  been  utterly  fruitless  in  ob- 
taining from  them  what  the  conclusion 
is  which  they  hare  drawn  from  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Commissioners,  and  what 
proposals  thw  are  prepared  to  make. 
And  let  the  Committee  consider  what 
has  happened  in  those  two  montiis  which 
haTe  eupsed  ^oe  the  Beport  was  laid 
before  the  Goremment.  Other  des- 
perate riots  have  broken  out  in  Belfast. 
There  is  one  sentence  in  the  Beport 
which  ought  to  receive  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  unless  they  are 
altogether  callous  and  careless  of  the 
consequences.  It  is  that  in  which 
the  Commissioners  describe  Belfast  as  a 
place  where,  as  its  history  shows,  riots 
of  the  most  formidable  kind  may  at  any 
time  break  out.  Tet  the  Government 
have  remained  criminally  supine,  al- 
though disorder  has  four  times  broken 
out  in  Belfast.  What  was  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  on  the  91st  of 
January*  when  there  wu  s  dangraoua 
riot,  which,  fcnrtunately,  however,  proved 
to  be  of  a  transitorj  diaracter,  altnough 
the  Government  are  not  to  be  thanked 
for  the  fact,  seeing  that  they  had  applied 
no  remedial  or  suppressive  measure.  On 
the  Slst  of  January  a  number  of  men 
were  arrested  for  a  violent  attack  upon 
the  police.  What  happened  when  the 
men  were  brought  up  in  Court  ?  The 
District  Inspector,  who  acted  as  prose- 
outer  on  the  occasion,  said  that  he  had 
been  directed,  by  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  ask  for  an  adjournment,  in  order 
to  await  the  presence  of  the  Crown 
Solicitor.  An  adjournment  awordingly 
took  place.  Now,  nobody  is  entitled  to 
instruct  the  Crown  Solicitor  except  the 
ri^t  hon.  and  learned  G«ntieinan  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland ;  and  here 
was  a  statement  made  by  an  officer  of 
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the  police  with  regard  to  a  body  of 
desperate  rioters,  that  the  case  should 
be  adjourned  ia  order  to  procure  the  at- 
tendance of  the  Grown  Solicitor.  Two 
adjournments  were  procured  on  that 
plea,  and  in  the  end,  when  the  case  was 
adjudicated  upon,  what  happened  ? 
There  was  no  <>own  Solicitor  in  attend- 
ance at  all;  but  a  minor  a^ent  of  the 
Crown  came  forward  and  said  that  the 
Crown  Solidtor  had  received  no  instruc- 
tions from  the  Attorney  General.  The 
trials  therefore  proceeded,  and  the 
rioters  were  set  free  on  fines  of  10*.  and 
20t.  a-pieoe:— fines  which,  so  &r  from 
exerdsing*  any  represuve  efiisct  on  t^ 
elements  of  blackguard  faction  and  brutal 
disorder  in  Belfast,  distinctly  held  out 
a  premium  to  the  continuance  of  dis- 
order. For  the  fourth  time,  only  on 
Saturday  last,  disorder  again  broke  out 
in  Belfast  since  the  presentation  of  the 
CommiBsioners*  Beport.  It  appears 
that  a  private  of  Dragoons  was  wander- 
ing through  the  streets  and  used  lan- 
guage of  a  most  ofienslTe  character  to 
Catholics.  He  was  cheered  by  a  Pro- 
testant mob,  and  when  the  police 
arrested  him  the  Protestant  mob  endea- 
voured to  effect  a  rescue.  The  baton  was 
resorted  to.  The  baton  is  held  to  be  a 
aufficienUy  effective  weapon,  in  Belfast, 
for  quelling  ^scndeTf  although  else- 
where than  in  the  saorod  res^tm  of  Bd- 
fast  a  weapon  oomewhat  more  deadly 
than  the  baton  is  to  be  employed.  I  do 
not  make  an  exaggerated  statement  when 
I  complain  that  the  Government  have 
four  times,  in  the  course  of  two  months, 
allowed  rioting  to  take  place  in  Belfast, 
which  might  at  any  moment  in  that 
magazine  of  gunpowder  have  produced 
an  explosion  that  would  have  been  fatal 
to  life.  They  have  allowed  this  length 
of  time  to  elapse  without  having  taken 
a  single  step  to  carry  oat  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Oommisuoners.  I 
have  already  pointed  out  who  the  Oom- 
misuoners were.  Thsy  were  gentlemen 
the  solitary  opinion  of  each  of  whom  is 
entitled  to  respect,  while  the  united 
opinion  of  the  whole  of  them  is  entitled 
to  every  attention  on  tiie  part  of  the 
Government.  Only  four  of  the  Commis- 
sioners hare  signed  tbe  ^port — Ur. 
Justice  Day,  an  English  Judge,  General 
Bulwer,  an  English  Major-General,  and 
two  Irish  barristers,  one  of  whom  is  cer- 
tainly an  Irish  Conservative,  while  the 
othw  is  not  partioolarly  attached  to  any 


Party  except  himself.  These  four  g«it1e- 
men  have  signed  the  Beport.   The  fifth 
Conmiissioner  has  not  done  so,  nor  has 
he  sent  in  a  separate  Beport  of  hia  own. 
Why  has  he  not  done  so  P   The  inqmry 
was  dosed  five  months  ago,  but  Com- 
mander  Wallace  M'Hardy  is  still  per- 
siatenUy  silent.   Why  have  not  the 
Government  either  induced  or  compelled 
him  to  speak?   At  the  time  ot  the 
nomination  of  the  Commission,  I  was 
strongly  opposed  to  tiie  appointment  of 
this  gentleman,  because  I  knew  him  to 
be  a  bigot,  and  as  having  used  his  po«- 
tion  as  a  Scotch  police  officer  to  pnoo- 
oute  Irish  CathoUos.  But  I  did  sot 
think  that  even  Ur.  Wallaoe  M'Hardy 
would  be  guilty  of  the  indecency  m 
accepting  an  appointment  upon  the  Com- 
mission on  such  a  question  as  this,  and 
then  declining  to  perform  the  functions 
which  the  duties  of  his  office  imposed 
upon  him.   Why  has  he  refused  to  sign, 
the  Beport  ?  I  am  inclined  to  think  tlut 
a  letter  from  the  Home  Secretary  to  Ur. 
Wallace  U'Hardy,  as  Police  Commis- 
sioner of  the  County  of  Lanark,  would 
have  a  great  effect  in  inducing  him  to 
«gn  it.   If  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
inquiry  which  took  place  in  Belfast, 
and  with  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Court,  why  has  he,  on  two  ooeauons. 
gone  back  to  Belfast,  like  a  thief  in 
the  ni^ht,  and  held  secret  and  stealthy 
interviews  with  the  people  who  are 
accused  of  having  incited  the  people  of 
Belfast  to  riot  f  I  await  an  explanation 
of  that  act  of  indecency.   I  will  now 
pass  from  the  absence  of  Ur.  Wallaoe 
M'Hardy's  signature  from  the  Beport 
in  order  to  consider  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Beport  whioh 
bears  the  signatures  of  the  other  four 
Commiaaionras.  The  Oommissionexswsre 
directed  to— 

"  In<|^iuie  into  the  origin  and  rirrTimitinn— 
of  the  riott  and  disturb&ucoa,  the  o»ase  of  their 
continuance,  the  existing  lo«I  arrangeme&ta 
for  the  preaemtion  tA  the  peaoe  of  the  town  of 
Belfut.  the  msgiiteriia  iorisdioaoB  eteroised 
within  it,  the  anKnmt  ana  oonifitatlon  and  efi- 
cienejr  of  the  police  force  anuiUy  available  thers, 
the  prooeedingB  undertaken  by  the  mapitrates, 
Btipendary  and  local,  and  other  aathoritie*, 
ana  the  police  force,  on  the  oooaaion  of  the  eaid 
riota  and  distarbanoes ;  whether  these  aothoriti— 
sad  the  existing  police  force  are  adeqaato  to 
the  future  matntenanoe  of  order  and  tmnniilKty 
within  tbe  town  ;  whether  any  and  what  it^M 
ought  to  be  taken ;  and  whether  any  and  what 
chimgea  ongbt  to  be  made  in  the  local,  nagis- 
terial,  and  police  {ariediotion  arrangameats  and 
tsUbliahoMat,  witha  ri«w  to  tbs  bettor  pnstr- 
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Tslion  of  the  public  peace,  and  the  preTention 
or  prompt  Boppresiioa  of  riot  and  disorder." 

I  beg  the  Committee  to  attend  to  one 
brief  extract  from  tb.e  Beport  of  the 
Oommissionera  which  in  a  graphic  pic- 
ture lays  bare,  in  a  piercing  light,  the 
real  nature  of  the  proTooatire  cause  of 
these  disturbances  in  Belfast  What  do 
the  Oommieaioners  say  ?   They  saj — 

"  The  aTideoce  leadi  as  to  beliere  that  the 
rioti,  at  a  very  oarly  period,  and  certunly  from 
and  after  iho  8th  June  awomad,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, ttie  aspect  of  a  determined  sitadc  by  the 
Protestant  mobs  upon  the  police,  and  ap<Hi  the 
places  of  bnsiDeas  of  Catholics  rending  in  Pro- 
testant quarters  of  the  town.  Of  the  cause  of 
this  we  shall  come  to  speak  when  we  have  to 
deal  with  other  matters  into  which  yoor  Excel- 
lency*! Warrant  directs  ns  to  inquire.  But  in 
this  instance  of  Hassan's  public-nonsei  and  in 
•ereral  othen  to  which  we  have  drawn  atten- 
^on,  the  attack  was  undoubtedly  made  by  Pro- 
testant mobs  against  the  propwty  of  Catholio 
traders.  Of  course  there  were  retaliation  and 
faolta  on  both  sides,  but  so  far  as  we  can  judge 
from  the  evidence  twenty-eight  public-booses 
owned  by  Catholics  were  anailed  and  looted 
during  the  course  of  the  riots,  and  only  one  or 
two  poblio-hoases  owned  by  Frotestanta." 

They  might  hare  added  that  29  private 
bouses  were  also  wrecked.  The  Beport 
prooeeds— 

"  This  state  of  affairs  may  to  a  connderable 
extent  be  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
▼ast  majority  of  the  public-houses  in  Belfast 
are  owned  by  Cathohcs,  and  that  when  once 
rioting  begins  those  engaged  in  the  pursuit  are 
hut  too  prone  to  attack  any  house  in  which  in- 
toxicating drinks  can  be  procured.  But  at  the 
■una  time  these  inoidoits  seemed  to  show,  and 
we  have  arrived  at  the  opinion,  that  for  a  con- 
siderable period,  at  all  events,  from  the  8th  of 
June  to  Uie  19th  of  September,  the  principal 
actors  in  the  rioting  were  what  is  known  as  the 
X^otestant  mob.  Mr.  Cullen  informed  ua  that 
np  to  this  date,  the  19th  September,  the  Catholic 
nitf  behaved  remarkably  well,  and  Ur. 
U'CUlIand,  a  Protestant  magistrate,  stated  to 
ns  that  the  endurance  and  patience  of  the 
CatfaoUca  during  the  riots  was  simply  wonder- 
ful. We  are  of  opinion  that  the  comparative 
good  conduct  of  the  Catholics  must  he  largely 
attributed  to  the  sealoos  exertions  of  the 
GathoUo  Bishop  and  dergy,  who,  daring  the 
riots,  laboturedpertiatenUy  m  the  cause  of  peace, 
and  who  ezerased  over  their  people  a  great  and 
most  bonefidal  inflaenoe." 

It  is  on  behalf  of  that  Catholic  minority 
in  Belfast,  so  certified  to  be  patient  and 
enduring,  that  I  now  appeal  to  the  Chair 
and  the  Committee  to  support  me  in 
obtaining  irom  the  Qovemment  an  im- 
mediate declaration  of  the  policy  they 
intend  to  pursue  in  order  to  secure  the 
future  preserration  of  order.  The  Com- 
missioners say— 

VOQb.  OOCXn.  [mm  uBiu.] 


"  We  attribute  the  extraordinary  peraiitence 
of  the  riots  largely  to  the  intensity  of  feeling  in 
Belfast  during  the  period  covered  by  them,  a 
fact  admitted  upon  ut  sides.  The  weakness  of 
parleying  with,  and  yielding  to  the  mob  did 
much  harm.  Had  the  police  not  been  with- 
drawn on  the  9th  of  June  the  tumult  of  the 
night  would,  in  our  opinion,  have  been  sup- 

{iressed  with  comparative  ease,  and  the  heavy 
088  irf  life  which  caused  so  much  exasperation, 
would  have  been  avoided.  Unquesnonably, 
however,  a  main  cause  of  the  prolonged  con- 
tinuance of  the  disturbances  was  the  wild  and 
unreasoninghosUli^  exhiMted  by  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  frotestants  of  Belfast  against  the 
police." 

The  Oommissionere  state  tu^er— 

"  We  are  sotry  to  add  that  certain  prasons 
having  great  influence  in  Bdlast,  thought 
proper,  at  various  periods  during  the  riots  to  in- 
dolge  in  language,  written  and  spoken,  well 
calculated  to  maintain  excitement  at  r  time 
when  all  men  of  influence  should  have  tried  to 
assuage  it."  "Another  cause,"  say  the  Com- 
misnoners — "of  the  coDtiuuance  of  the  riots 
was  the  unhappy  sympathy  with  which,  at  cer- 
tain stages,  the  weU->to-do  classes  of  Protestants 
regarded  the  proceedings  at  the  rioters.*' 

Further  on  they  say — 

"  A  most  important  oauae  of  the  continuance 
of  the  disturbances  were  certain  serious  defects 
in  the  magisterial  and  police  arrangements  of 
the  town." 

They  define  this  as  follows — 

*'  The  magistratef  do  not  possess  any  special 
powers  of  an^  kind,  and  are  IharafOTe  unable  to 
deal  summarily  witii  such  offences  as  riot,  per- 
sons charged  with  which  can  onl^  be  sent  for 
trial  before  a  jory.  During  the  note  the  ordi- 
nary magistracy  of  Belfast  was  largelj^  rein- 
forced by  resident  magistrates  draft^  in  from 
various  parts  of  the  country,  and  at  one  time  at 
least  twenty  of  these  gentleman  were  in  the 
town.  Again,  while  on  the  one  hand  there  was 
no  evidence  before  us  to  prove  that  the  borough 
magistrates  acted  with  partiality,  unquesUou- 
ably,  in  the  atmosphere  of  Belfost,  they  are  re- 
garded by  the  rival  parties  with  suspicion, 
which  enormously  militates  against  the  weight 
of  any  decisions  they  may  give.  Further, 
public  incouvenienoe  is  caused  by  thmr  fluctuat- 
ing attendances  on  the  bench  ;  and  daring  the 
riots  tlda  was  most  onfOTtnnate,  as  the  varying 
character  of  the  tribunal  rendered  punishments 
unequal,  at  a  time  when  it  was  most  desirable 
that  th^  should  be,  at  once,  equal  and  severe. 
Passing  from  the  adminiatraUon  of  justice  in  the 
courts  to  the  action  of  the  magistrates  in  the 
streets,  we  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  say  a  word 
as  to  Uie  resident  magistrates.  These  gentle- 
men were  brought  up  to  Belfast  in  great  nam- 
ben  during  the  ontbreak.  They  behaved,  un- 
doubtedly, very  well,  but  here  also  we  notice 
the  absence  of  headship  which  helped  so  much 
to  prolong  the  riots.  Each  resident  magistrate 
appears  to  eigoy  an  equal  amount  of  authority 
with  his  fdlowa,  aod  Uiis  tends  to  produce  that 
absence  of  an  intelligible,  consiatrat,  and  de- 
tanoined  plan  of  action  which  is  to  be  observed 
In  the  course  taken  to  suppress  the  disturbanoes. 
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When  to  the  fifteen  or  twenty  resident  magia- 
bmtea  we  add  the  horough  magistrates,  all  with 

3aal  authority,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  police 
Belfast  had,  during  the  riots,  some  hundred 
mMrtcrit  and  it  is  not  strange  that  such  an  ar- 
nngement  did  not  work  wul.  At  a  time  when 
■otkm  was  all  impwtant  it  is  to  be  feared  that 
too  muoh  time  was  lost  in  disensaion." 

I  may  say  that  ooe  of  the  local  magis- 
trates, in  the  midst  of  the  riot,  released 
a  prisoner  at  the  dictation  of  the  mob, 
and  it  was  proved  that  another  caused  a 
disastrous  wiUidrawal  of  thepolice  from 
the  barracks  at  Bowers'  Hill,  which 
had  the  result  of  producing  in  the  mob 
a  feeling  that  they  were  in  the  ascen- 
dancy. These  having  been  the  cause  of 
the  riots  and  the  continuance  of  them, 
what  do  the  Oommissioners  recommend  7 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
oretatT  for  Ir^nd  to  tell  us  before  this 
Yote  18  taken,  what  action  the  Oorem* 
ment  are  prepared  to  take  upon  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commissioners. 
They  recommend,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  Ohief  Officer  of  Police  for  the  town 
of  Belfast  should  be  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  all  Police  Authority,  save  and 
except  that  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  Boyal  Irish  Chnutabulary.  They 
■ay— 

'*  W«  recommend  ttiat  snoh  officer  should  bsTs 

absolute  control  of  the  police  force  of  the  town, 
and  the  sole  rpspontibility  of  maintaining  the 
peace,  free  from  any  magisterial  or  other  oontrol, 
save  that  of  the  Executive  QoTemment  and  the 
Inspector  General." 

They  desire,  in  other  words,  that  the 
Ohief  Officer  of  Police  in  Belfast  should 
be  set  free  from  the  control  of  that  Local 
Authority  which  in  the  past  has  been 
proved  to  be  paralyzing  in  its  effect,  so 
far  as  the  preservation  of  order  is  con- 
cerned. Now,  I  consider  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  future  Ohief  Officer  of 
Police  is  a  matter  of  great  and  vital  im- 
portance, and  upon  the  fitness  of  the 
individual  selected  for  the  office  will 
very  much,  in  my  opinion,  depend  the 
rospeot  of  preserving  peace.  I  have 
eard  it  asserted  that  a  certain  Inspec- 
tor— Mr.  Cameron — a  gentleman  of  some 
notoriety,  is  to  be  appointed  ;''and  I  am 
prepared  to  tell  the  Government  in  ad- 
vance, that  if  they  select  that  gentleman 
to  be  the  Chief  Officer  of  the  Belfast 
Police  they  will  have  struck  a  vital  blow 
against  the  maintenance  of  the  public 
peace.  Why  was  this  Oommission  ap- 
pointed at  ell  ?  Why  are  we  debating 
the  question  now,  except  that  the  Oatho- 


lio  minority  in  Belfast  requires  protae* 
tion?  Do  you  not  conceive  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Member  who  represents 
thatOathoUo  minorityand  of  the  Catholie 
raiestB  of  Balf  ast  should  have  any  Taloef 
Do  you  tiiink  that  in  aeleottng  we  Chief 
Officer  of  the  Belfast  Police  you  ought 
not  to  select  some  officer  who  by  the 
way  in  wluoh  he  has  discharged  his 
duties  hitherto  would  not  be  influenced 
by  any  parttzan  feeling  ?  That  ie  all  I 
ask,  and  I  agree  with  the  Oammis- 
siouers  that — 

"  Power  should  be  rested  in  the  Chief  Offioer 
of  Police  of  Belfast  to  forbid  prooeesioiia,  bands, 
and  the  erection  of  arches,  when,  in  his  oinoioa, 
they  are  calculated  to  leaiii  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace.  That  the  Chief  P<dica  Officer  of  BdCut 
shall  have  full  power,  from  time  to  tine,  to 
transfer  to  the  Head  Quarters  of  the  Roril 
Irish  Constabulary  all  such  officers  and  coutts- 
bles  as  may,  in  his  judgment,  prove  unfitted  for 
the  dischuge  of  urban  duties  as  required  io 
Belfast ;  that  no  officers  or  men  should  be  other- 
wise mnovaUe,  except  with  thor  consent ;  tbit 
the  Chief  FbHce  Officer  shall  have  sole  coatrot 
of  promoUon  among  the  constables  under  his 
command  :  and  that  the  promotion  of  the  officen 
shall,  as  far  ua  may  be,  be  dependent  upon  Ua 
recommendation." 

The  Commissioners  further  xecommnd 
that  the  number  of  the  normal  police 
force  of  the  town  shall  be  iiua«aaed  to 
such  extent  as  the  Executive  OoTeni- 

ment  shall  determine — 

"  Eo  as  to  render  the  force  aa  far  as  posKUo 
complete  in  itself,  and  competent  to  dwl  with 
rioting,  without  any  assistance  from  outside 

Slice  forces ;  and  that  the  military  garrison  of 
tlfast  should  be  maintained  at  each  strength 
as  will  render  recourse  to  police  aid  from  out* 
side  Belfast  unnecessary  at  any  time." 

I  ask  the  Qovemment  to  accept  that 
principle,  and  whether  they  intend  to 
adopt  it  ?  I  want  to  know  if  it  is  true, 
as  it  has  been  reported  to  me,  that  an 
alteration  has  already  been  made  in  the 
balance  of  creeds  in  the  police  force  of 
Belfast  since  the  month  of  October  last? 
At  that  time  Protestant  constables  were 
in  a  slight  majority — 280  to  250.  It  ia 
far  from  me  to  suggest  that  a  Protestant 
constable  would  not  discharge  his  duty 
equally  with  a  Catholic  constable ;  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  con6ict8 
in  Belfast  have  continually  arose  upon 
questions  founded  upon  creed,  and  upon 
Btriogent  proceedings  arising  out  of  im- 
perfect understanding  of  the  nature  of 
some  particular  question.  When  dis- 
order arises  in  such  a  case  it  is  not  only 
desirable  but  necessary  that  the  minority, 
as  well  OB  the  majority,  should  have 
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confidence  in  the  fisroe  that  has  to  ^re- 
■erre  the  pabUc  peace,  and  the  object 
ahould  be  to  ^ve  eonfidence  to  ^e 
Catholic  minonty.  The  proportion  of 
the  Catholic  members  of  the  police  has 
certainly  not  been  increased  since  Octo- 
ber ;  but  I  am  told  that  a  steady  process 
of  intrigue  has  been  going  on,  by  which 
the  number  of  Fkotestant  constables  ban 
been  steadily  increased,  while  that  of 
the  Oatholtc  Constabulary  has  been  de- 
creased. The  fact  that  the  Catholic  Con- 
stabulary ia  being  withdrawn  from  these 
districts,  and  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  left  to  the  Protestant  police,  is 
certainly  open  to  the  suspicion  that  in  a 
time  of  disorder  they  might  be  found 
fratemiang  with  citizens  of  the  Pro- 
testant faiui.  I  am  told  that  in  some 
of  the  barracks  in  Belfast  the  number  of 
Oatholic  Constabulary  are  now  so  few 
that  they  are  exposed,  at  the  hands  of 
their  oomrades,  to  disagreeable  experi- 
ences. I  do  not  [uropose  to  go  into 
details  now ;  but  it  may  be  my  duty  to 
expose  this  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
Committee  and  of  the  country  hereafter. 
In  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners 
some  important  recommendations  aro 
made  with  respect  to  the  admiDistration 
of  justice.  The  four  members  of  the 
Commission  who  have  signed  the  Beport 
— Mr.  Justice  Day,  General  Bulwer, 
Mr.  F.  Le  Peer  Trench,  and  Mr.  Adams 
—hare  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
tihe  borough  magistrates  should  be  with- 
drawn from  all  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justioe  in  Belfast.  The 
Oatholie  Committee  have  confided  to  me 
a  resolution,  in  which  the^  say  that  no 
step  will  be  of  any  avail  in  placing  the 
peace  of  Belfast  on  a  satisfactory  foot- 
ing unless  the  (Government,  without 
delay,  deprive  the  borough  magistrates 
of  all  criminal  jurisdiction;  that  this  is 
theonly  remedyfor  the  evils  under  which 
Belfast  is  sufiFering ;  the  only  step  that 
will  engender  a  fear  of  the  majesty  of 
the  law,  and  secure  confidence  and  re- 
spect in  its  due  administration.  Have, 
then,  the  Oovemment  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  to  support  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Boyal  Commissioners  ?  I  am 
afraid  that  not  only  have  they  not  done 
■o,  but  that  they  have  removed  two  of 
the  most  ezpraienoed  and  able  magis- 
trates from  the  Bench.  When  I  auced 
the  question,  I  was  told  that  this  had 
been  done  in  pursuance  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commisuoners.  It  has 


been  done  in  pursuance  of  nothing  of 
the  kind.  What  the  Commissioners  ra- 
commended  was  that — 

"  The  Boroug:Ii  Magistrates  ahould  be  relieved 
of  the  dnty  of  attending  the  Petty  Sesaions 
Court  of  Belfast.  The  sole  jurisdiction  at  the 
Petty  SeeaioQS  should  be  conferred  upon  two 
pfud  Magiateates,  who  ihoidd  either  be  Banis- 
ters of  a  certain  standing,  or  selected  for  this 
duty  from  the  general  body  of  Resident  Magis- 
trates. If  Resident  Magistrates  are  appointed, 
their  sole  duties  should  be  jadioial,  and  they 
ahould  not  interfere  actively  against  rioters  in 
the  streets.  Special  juriBdictioD  ahould  t>e  given 
to  the  Belfast  Petty  Seasons  to  deal  iummarily 
with  oases  of  riot,  unlawful  asNmbly,  and 
affray ;  and  in  our  opinion  that  jnrisdiotion 
should  provide  for  the  pnniahment  of  offendara 
convicted  of  sadi  erimes,  or  any  crime  againrt 
order  in  the  town,  by  aubstantul  and  seriotu 
punishment." 

The  object  of  the  Commissioners  is  evi- 
dently to  withdraw  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates from  any  duty  in  the  streets,  so 
that  magistrates  engaged  in  arresting 
rioters  to-day  should  not  be  engaged  in 
trying  them  to-morrow.  But  the  Go- 
vernment have  inverted  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commissioners.  White 
the  Commissioners  have  enlarged  on  the 
importance  of  local  knowledge  to  deal 
with  the  rioters  of  Belfast,  the  Govern- 
ment, after  a  visit  from  the  Mayor  or 
Town  Clerk  of  Belfast  at  Dublin  Castle 
— the  two  chief  mouthpieces  of  the  fac- 
tion of  disorder  in  that  town — have 
taken  the  first  step,  not  towards  the 
establishment,  hut  towards  the  uproot- 
ing of  order  by  removing  the  two  funo- 
tionaiies  whose  impartiality,  whose  ac- 
tivity, and  whose  ooura^  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  their  judicial  duties  was 
the  only  redeeming  feature  during  those 
three  dreadful  months  of  rioting  and 
partizanehip.  I  allude  to  Colonel  Forbes 
and  Mr.  Maoarthy.  I  do  not  know 
their  creed,  and  I  do  not  care.  I  believe 
that  Colonel  Forbes  is  a  Protestant,  and 
I  have  heard  that  Mr.  Maoarthy  is  a 
Catholic.  Colonel  Forbes  was  obliged 
more  than  once  in  the  course  of  these 
riots  to  threaten  to  retire  from  the 
Bench  of  Belfast  in  consequence  of 
the  expressed  and  earnest  determination 
of  the  local  Justioes  to  stand  by  their 
fellow  partizans  in  the  dock.  It  was 
onK  by  the  exercise  of  that  threat  tha^^^^ 
Oownu  Forbes,  who  has  now  been  i^^^^* 
moved  from  Belfast,  was  able  to 
serve  in  the  Petty  Bmfgatkit 
the  district  any  sembU' 
the  due  admiuistrati'' 
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has  been  sworn  before  tbe  Oommis- 
lionera  that  an  intrig;ne  existed  among 
the  more  corrupt  Justices  for  the  re- 
moTsl  of  that  official.   One  gentleman 
came  forward  and  said  he  heard  one 
local  magistrate  say  to  another,  "  We 
shall  never  be  easy  until  Forbes  in  driven 
out  of  Belfast."   Oolonel  Forbes  was 
ths  stumbling-block  in  tho  way.   As  a 
public  official  he  had  the  inconceiTable 
obstinacy  to  endeavour  to  discharge  his 
duty.    Accordingly  he  was  to  be  driven 
out  of  Belfast,  and  now  the  Government 
have  inverted  the  recommendation  of 
the  OommiaBioners,  and  have  driven 
out  the  only  two  officials  who  had  shown 
a  distinct  regard  for  the  interests  of 
public  peace,  and  in  replacing  them 
they  have  struck  a  criminal  blow  against 
the  interests  of  order  and  have  conceded 
the  demands  of  the  faction  of  disorder. 
Who  is  to  replace  these  gentlemen  ?  Is 
it  true  that  Mr.  Bich,  an  laspector  of 
Oonatabulary,  who  was  formeny  quar- 
tered there,  and  Ur.  Lister,  a  dose 
connection  of  his,  are  to  replace  Colonel 
Forbes  and  Mr.  Macarthy  ?  If  so,  I  am 
afraid  that  a  more  calamitous  appoint- 
ment could  not  be  made.   Mr.  Lister  is 
no  lawyer.  He  is  nominally  a  barrister, 
but  he  nerer  had  any  practice.    He  is 
not  a  barrister  of  a  certain  standing,  or 
of  any  standing,  but  he  is  a  barrister  of 
no  standing  whatever— merely  a  colour- 
able barrister.    The  Gommisaioners  re- 
commended that  the  two  paid  magis- 
trates who  are  to  be  appointed  should 
have  summary  jurisdiction  in  cases  of 
riot  and  unlawful  assembly  and  affray. 
Now,  I  think  that  is  an  important  re- 
commendation, and  one  well  worth  the 
attention  of  the  Qovemment.    I  hold 
that  the  public  peace  will  never  be  aa> 
oured  in  Belfiut  so  long  as  a  hmg  in- 
terval of  time  is  allowed  to  elapse 
between  the  arrest  of  offendws  and  their 
punishment.    Fttnishment  would  most 
certainly  produce  a  more  powerful  effect 
if  immediately  applied.   I  may  remind 
the  Committee  that  since  the  murder  of 
Private  Hughes  and  Constable  Gardner, 
in  July  last,  the  murderers  have  not  yet 
been  brought  to  justice.   I  think  that 
punishment  should  more  speedily  follow 
crime,  and  I  hope  that  the  Qovernment 
will  see  their  way  to  invest  the  local 
Brach  with  an  enlarged  jurisdiction  in 
regard  to  offences  in  the  nature  of  riot. 
I  hope  to  receive  an  assurance  that  the 
Government  will,  in  ocosrdance  with  the 
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united  reoommendatiou  of  four  of  the 
Boyal  Commissioners,  withdraw  the 
Borough  Justices,  who  are  condemned 
in  this  Heport,  from  any  share  in  the 
admioistrauon  of  justice;  and  that  they 
will  appoint  men  who  are  not  merely 
lawyers  in  name,  but  barristers  in  spirit 
and  fact,  as  paid  mi^strates.  There  is 
still  another  point  in  rrnud  to  the  lav  as 
to  property.  The  Town  Oonneil(tf  Belfast 
have  smuggled  a  olaose  into  aLoealAct 
by  which  ^e  town  of  Belfast  ia  at  the 
present  moment  governed,  which  wtU 
probably  startle  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  who  are  lawyers.  It  is  a  clause 
which  places  Belfast  in  a  different  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  the  question  of  com- 
pensatiou  for  injury  to  the  poiwn 
and  damage  to  property  from  all  other 

{>arts  of  Ireland.  In  every  part  of  Ire- 
and,  except  in  Belfast,  a  man  is  able  to 
obtain  compensation  from  the  Grand 
Jury  for  peraonal  injury;  but  ia  Belfast 
he  oannot  obtain  a  single  penny  of  com- 
pensation. Is  that  state  of  the  law 
about  to  be  continued,  or  will  the  Go- 
vernment take  away  from  Belfast  tiiis 
exceptional  privilege  and  place  that 
town  in  exactly  tbe  same  position  as  the 
rest  of  Ireland?  Then,  again,  as  to 
damage  to  property.  The  people  in- 
jured in  this  case  were  Catholics.  It 
was  the  houses  of  Catholics  which  were 
wrecked  and  looted,  and  yet  the  victims 
are  required  to  go  before  a  Town  Council 
composed  of  40  members,  on  which 
there  is  not  a  single  Catholic.  If  the 
Town  Council  award  any  compensation 
whatever;  if,  for  a  claim  of  £100,  they 
award  £l,  or  even  only  ^d.,  there  is  no 
appeal.  The  Commissioners  recommend 
that  Belfast  should  be  placed  on  a  level  ' 
with  the  rest  of  Ireland,  both  in  regard 
to  injury  to  the  person  and  damage  to 
property ;  and,  further,  that,  in  regard 
to  those  matters,  the  jurisdiction  should 
be  transferred  from  the  Town  Council 
of  Belfast  to  an  independent  tribunal, 
such  as  a  Government  or  some  other 
arbitration,  and  that  the  applicant  should 
have  a  right  of  appeal  to  the  going 
Judge  of  Assize.  They  make  one  addi- 
tional recommendation — namely — 

"That  it  wonld  be  adnssUe  to  gira  this 
tribanal,  bo  Btiggest«d  by  qb,  power,  if  they 
thought  it  «dviBabIe,  to  spplot  the  amouot  of 
oom^Dsation  over  a  more  limitad  area  than  the 

municij[>al  boundary  of  BeUaat." 

I  presume  the  object  of  making  that  re- 
commendation is  to  confine  the  amount 
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of  oompenMtton  to  that  part  of  tlie 
maaidpal  district  which  may  have  sop- 
plied  the  riot.  These  are  the  recom- 
mendatioDB  of  two  Englishmen  and  two 
Irishmen— all  of  them  of  eminent  judi- 
cial position— one  an  English  Judge, 
another  a  distinguished  military  offlciir, 
and  two  others  msh  barristers.  I  want 
to  know  whether  these  recommendations, 
which  appear  to  me  to  have  been 
honestly  conceived  and  carefully  Uiought 
out,  wtU  be  adopted  by  the  QoTemment  ? 
There  is  one  final  recommendation  in 
reference  to  the  search  for  arms.  The 
OommisBioneis  say — 

"  We  an  also  of  (mmon  that  tho  law  as  at 
preseot  axiiUng  enabliDg  the  polios  anthorities 
to  search  for  anns  in  the  poMesdoa  of  persons 
unavthoriiod  to  poseeas  tASm  is  wholly  inads- 
qnato,  and  practically  useless,  and  that  tdlis 
aathoritiea  ahoald  be  armed  with  adeqtiste 
powers  for  this  parpose." 

They  propose  that  this  power  should  be 
repealed,  and  that  some  more  stringent 
regulations  should  be  eubstituted.  All 
I  know  is  that  hitherto,  when  the  GKt- 
veniment  have  instituted  a  search  for 
arms  in  Belfast,  they  have  searched 
houses  where  eTerybody  has  been  con- 
vinced no  arms  coold  possibly  be  found ; 
while  they  have  refrained  from  search- 
ing other  places  where  there  was  a  rea- 
sonable suspicion  that  they  would  be 
found.  I  have  now  gone  over  the  three 
classes  of  recommendations  made  by 
tiie  Oommissioners — the  reomnmenda- 
tions  in  regard  to  the  police  oflftcers,  in 
renrd  to  the  administratitm  of  justice, 
ftna  in  regard  to  the  amendment  of  the 
law  for  oompensation  for  ingnry.  I  shall 
feel  it  my  dnt^,  unless  the  Oovemment 
give  some  satisfactory  and  rational  as- 
surance, to  pressthis  question  still  further 
on  the  Beport.  I  have  mainly  spoken 
to-day  in  the  interest  of  Uie  Catholic 
minority,  which  I  chiefly  represent  in 
Belfast ;  but  I  think  I  may  claim  with 
some  confidence  that  I  also  speak  in 
favonr  of  all  who  desire  some  rational 
provision  tot  the  preservation  of  social 
order  in  that  afflicted  town — afflicted  by 
the  unscrupulous  conduct  of  the  edu- 
cated and  by  the  passions  of  the  unedu- 
cated. In  calling  attention  to  the  sab- 
ject,  I  have  spoken  not  only  for  Oatfao- 
lies,  but  for  persons  of  every  class  in 
Belfast— persons  of  every  creed  who  de- 
sire the  prosperity  of  that  town,  and 
who  furthw  desire  to  see  that  sodal 
peace  and  that  settled  good  order  with- 


out which  mat^al  prosperity  cannot 
possibly  exist. 

The  chief  SECRETAKT  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOTrB)(MancheBter, 
E.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
eat  down  began  his  remarks  by  levelling 
a  reproach  at  me  for  not  having  been  in 
my  place  when  the  hon.  Member  wanted 
to  bring  this  matter  forward. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  did  not  at  all  re- 
proach the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Ae  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  did  not  leave  the  House  until 
a  quaiier  to  4  o'clock  this  morning,  and, 
as  fur  as  I  was  aware  from  what  had 
gone  on  for  the  fonr  hours  preceding 
that  time,  the  Committee  was  not  en- 
gaged in  a  discnssion  of  a  valuable  or 
instructive  kind;  and,  moreover,  the 
hon.  Member  bad  had  an  ample  oppor- 
tunity before  then,  if  he  desireo,  f<n 
bringing  the  whole  Question  before  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
complained,  first,  of  the  delay  of  Uie 
presentation  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  but  he  must  be  aware  that  the 
Executive  Government  had  no  control 
whatever  over  the  Commissioners  as  a 
body,  or  over  any  individual  member  of 
the  Commission.  It  was  not  for  the 
Executive  Oovemment  to  interfere  with 
their  arrangements.  Therefore,  who- 
ever may  be  responsible  for  the  delay 
in  the  OToduction  of  the  Beport,  it  is 
neither  I  nor  my  right  hon.  fiiend  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who  preceded 
me  in  Office.  The  hon.  Member  says 
that  after  the  Report  was  presmted 
a  farther  culpable  delay  took  place; 
but  I  must  remind  him  that  even  now 
we  have  not  got  the  full  Report  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Why  not? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  have 
only  received  the  Report  of  four  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission,  and  the  minority 
Report  of  Mr.  M'Hardy  will  not  be  re< 
ceived  in  London  for  two  or  three  days. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Why  not?  He  has 
had  five  months  to  prepare  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Report 
of  Mr.  M'Hardy  will,  I  believe,  be  re- 
ceived on  the  S6th  instant.  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  suppose  that  the  delay 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  M'Haidy  is  a  veiy 
culpaUe  neglect  of  duty,  mw,  I  re- 
gret the  delay,  but  I  cannot  blame  ISx. 
M'Hard;,  because  that  ^entieman  has 
had  very  grave  responsibility^  thrown 
upon  him  outside  Ireland.  He  is  a  very 
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distiDgiuBhed  and  a  very  fasTd-worked 
pnblic  officer,  and  the  fact  that  other 
and  imperatiTe  duties  have  been  im- 
poEed  upon  him  faas  interfered  to  delay 
the  senditte  in  of  his  final  Beport.  Cer- 
tainly the  GoTemment  are  not  to  blame, 
and,  aa  far  as  I  am  acquainted  with,  the 
facts  of  the  case,  Mr.  M'Hardy  is  not  to 
blame  either.  The  delay,  howeTer,  has 
occuired,  vhether  ire  renet  it  or  not ; 
and  can  the  Gh>Temment  oe  expected  to 
arrived  at  a  final  and  complete  decision 
on  this  very  difficult  queBtion  until  they 
Iiare  in  their  possession  the  Report,  not 
only  of  the  consenting  majority  of  the 
Oommission,  but  also  uie  Be^rt  of  the 
one  member  of  the  OommisBion  who 
formed  the  dissentient  minority?  I 
think  it  would  be  a  wholly  improper 
course  for  the  Qovemment  to  make  up 
their  minds,  finally,  upon  all  the  details 
of  tlie  matter  before  they  are  in  full 
possession  of  Mr.  M'Batdy*s  views.  At 
the  same  time,  I  think  I  am  able  to  say 
something — I  will  not  say  to  satisfy  the 
hon.  Genueman — but  to  meet  his  views. 
Some  of  the  questions  he  has  asked  I 
can  answer.   He  asks  whethw  the  rela- 
tive nnmber  of  the  Oatholio  and  Pro- 
testant members  of  the  Belfast  Police 
Force  has  not  been  altered  in  the  course 
ctf  the  last  two  months. 
Mb.  sexton  :  No,  since  Ootober. 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
knowledge  upon  that  subject,  nor  does 
it  in  any  way  fall  within  the  purview  of 
the  duties  of  the  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland.     It  is  a  question  which  is 
entirely  left  to  the  chief  of  the  Con- 
stabulary,   with    whom    I  certainly 
do  not  think  it  my  duty  to  inter- 
fere.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants  to 
know  what  the  facts  of  the  matter  are,  I 
will  make  the  necessary  inquiries  and 
give  him  an  answer  either  in  the  House 
or  in  private  on  a  future  day.   And  so 
also  with  regard  to  other  details  upon 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to 
have  fiirther  information.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  through  the  various 
recommendations  of  the  majority  of  the 
Commission.    Those  recommendations 
may  be  divided  into  two  parts — namely, 
those  which  are  of  an  administrative 
character,   and  those   which  require 
legislative  action  to  effect  them.  The 
hoD.  Member  is  aware  that  I  have  had 
but  a  short  tenure  of  the  Office  of  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  during  that  short 
tenure  questions  of  great  difficulty  and  : 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


perplexity  have  come  before  me.  I  do 
not  pretend  that  I  have  had  time  to 
consider  specially  and  carefully  the 
question  of  Belfast;  but  as  far  as  I 
have  made  myself  acquainted  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commisnoners, 
who  deal  with  a  variety  of  details  ot 
administration,  speaking  broadly,  it 
appears  to  me  that  they  may  m  n* 
nirded  as  effective,  and  as  indieating 
we  lines  on  whif^  the  GoTemmoit 
should  proceed. 

Mb. SEXTON:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  speak  only  of  the  reoom- 
mendations  which  relate  to  adminiatra* 
tive  matters  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Tes ;  and  I 
may  say  that  the  Government  intend  to 
accept  them.  I  refer  to  the  recom- 
mendations in  which  the  Oommiasionen 
say— 

"'We  are  of  opinion  that  the  Royal  IrUi 
Constabulary  ahoud  be  maintained  as  Uie  wik* 
force  of  Belfast ;  that  the  Chief  Officer  of  PoUea 
for  the  town  of  Belfast  should  be  entirely  inde- 
pendent  of  all  police  aathority— save  and  exoept 
the  Inspector  General  of  the  Boyal  Iriah  Coa- 
stabulary;  we  recommend  that  aacfa  officer 
should  hare  absolute  control  of  the  ^lice  ftaoa 
of  the  town,  end  the  sole  responatbility  ixl  main- 
taining the  peace  free  tnm  any  magisterial  or 
other  control,  save  that  of  the  ExecutiTe 
GoTemmeot  and  the  Ini^ector  General.  We 
reooiomead  that  a  special  Code  be  institated  tta 
the  police  force  of  Belfast,  haviag;  for  its  ob- 
ject the  impression  upon  each  force  of  a  ctno 
and  urban  character;  and  we  farther  recom* 
mend  that  the  changes  in  that  ftsce  shoold  be 
as  few  as  consistent  with  the  exigencies  erf  the 
service.    Power  should  be  vested  in  the  Chief 
Officer  of  Police  of  Belfast  to  forbid  procaasicns, 
bands,  and  the  erection  of  arcbas,  whm,  in  his 
opinion,  they  are  calculated  to  load  to  a  brwich 
of  thepeace.  ThattheChiefPoIioeOfficerof  Bel- 
fast shall  have  full  power,  from  time  to  time, 
to  transfer  to  the  headquarters  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  all  aucb  officers  and  con- 
stables as  may,  in  his  judgment,  prove  unfitted 
for  the  discharge  of  arban  duties  as  required  in 
Belfast:  that  no  officers  or  men  shall  be  other- 
wise removable  exomt  witii  tbair  oonsent ;  tfaat 
the  Chief  Police  Odscer  shall  have  ade  control 
{  of  promotion  among  the  constables  under  his 
command;  and  that  ttte  promotion  of  the  officers 
shall,  as  far  as  may  be,  be  dependent  upon  his 
recommendation.  The  object  we  propose  hereby 
is  to  aecnre  for  the  poUoe  Itnoe  to  be  employed 
in  Bd&st  thorough  fltnen  and  continuity  of 
material,  and  anity  of  control  and  direction, 
subject  to  the  intervention  of  tibe  Inspect 
Qeneral~and  the  Execntivo  Government,  ^e 
number  of  the  normal  police  force  of  the  town 
should  be  increased  to  sacti  extent  as  the  Bxe* 
cutive  Government  shall  determine,  so  as  to 
render  the  fmce  as  far  as  possible  complete  in 
itself,  and  competent  to  deal  with  rioting,  with- 
ont  any  assistance  from  oatnde  police  f<noes ; 
and  the  military  sairisoa  of  Bel&st  dunill  b« 
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maintained  at  snch  ■b^gth  as  will  render  re* 
conne  to  police  lud  outtdde  Belfast  nnnecessary 
at  any  time." 

I  am  speaking  under  oorrection ;  but  I 
apprehend  that  these  recommendations 
could  be  carried  into  effect  without  any 
legislatiTe  action  on  the  part  of  this 
House.  The  next  recommendation,  how- 
erer,  could  not  be  carried  out  without 
legtdation— namdj,  the  recommenda- 
tion that — 

"The  boTOQffb  magittratea  should  be  relieved 
of  the  daty  cl  attflading  the  Fatty  Senional 
Ooort  of  BeUut" 

I  believe  that  it  is  the  rule  which  now 
prevails  in  Dublin,  and  I  should  have 
no  objection  to  see  it  carried  into  effect 
ia  Belfast,  if  it  can  be  done ;  but,  as  the 
hon.  Oentleman  is  aware,  it  would  re- 
quire legislative  action  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  before  it  can  be  effected. 
The  next  recommendation  is — 

"  The  wdio  jorisdiotion  at  the  Petty  SeasionB 
■honld  be  oonferred  upon  two  paid  magistratee, 
who  should  either  be  barristen  of  a  certain 
standinr,  or  selected  for  tiiis  duty  from  the 
general  Dody  of  Resident  MagiBtntes.  If  Be- 
ndent  Uagiatrates  are  appointed,  their  sole 
duties  should  be  jadicial,  and  they  should 
not  interfere  actively  against  rioten  in  the 
streets." 

"Well,  Sir,  that  recommendation  cannot 
be  fully  carried  out  without  legislation. 
One  part  of  it  can  be  carried  out,  and  it 
has  been  carried  out ;  and  I  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  criticize  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  having  done 
their  best,  apart  from  the  delay,  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
Bioners.  They  have  already  arranged 
that  magistrates  who  are  not  barristers 
ehall  be  transferred  to  other  districts, 
and  that  barristers  shall  be  employed. 

Mb.  sexton  :  One  selected  is  only 
nominally  a  barrister. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAIiFOUB :  No ;  Z  under- 
stand that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  mis- 
taken in  that  matter ;  and  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Lister  was  a  barrister  in  prac- 
tice for  10  years.  The  next  recommen- 
dation is  that— 

"  Speual  jorisdiction  ehonld  be  given  to  the 
Belfast  Petty  Sesaiona  to  deal  aammarily  with 
eases  <rf  riot,  unlawful  assembly,  and  afftey; 
and,  in  our  opinion,  that  juriBdiction  should 
provide  for  the  punishment  of  offenders  con- 
victed  of  SDch  crimes,  or  any  crime  against 
order  in  the  town,  by  sabstantial  and  serious 
pnniahment.'  * 

That  is  a  provision  which  ought  to  be 
intxoduoed  into  any  Bill  that  may  deal 
vith  the  question  of  law  and  order  in 


Ireland ;  and  I  hope,  sliortly,  to  lay  a 
proposition  before  the  House  upon  that 
matter.  The  next  recommendation  of 
the  Commissionera  is  a  long  and  a  very 
elaborate  one  with  regard  to  those  who 
may  be  injured  in  Belfast  in  the  event 
of  a  riot.  My  view  of  that  recommen- 
dation, also,  is  that  it  cannot  be  carried 
into  effect  without  legislation,  and  legis- 
lation of  an  elaborate  kind.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  do  not  think  that  the  town 
of  Belfast  should  be  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  the  rest  of  Ireland ;  and  it  will 
be  the  object  of  the  Government  to  place 
the  whole  of  Ireland  under  one  law  in 
regard  to  injuries  sustained  through 
rioting.  The  next  recommendation  is 
that  the  law,  as  it  at  present  exists  in 
regard  to  damage  to  {noperty,  should 
also  be  altered. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Oommissioners 
recommend  that  there  should  be  an  in- 
dependent tribunal  to  deal  wi^L  ques- 
tions of  injory  to  property,  instead  of 
the  Town  Oouncil,  with  the  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Judge  of  Assize. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Tes ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  perceive  that  that 
is  part  of  a  general  scheme  for  dealing 
with  the  question  of  malicious  injury, 
and  the  Government  are  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  consider  the  whole  matter. 
The  only  remaining  recommendation  of 
the  Oommiasionersdeals  with  thequestion 
of  tiie  power  of  the  Police  Authorities 
to  search  for  arms.  That  comes  under 
the  same  category  as  the  other  recom- 
mendations in  regard  to  special  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  in  the  case  of  riot,  and 
it  is  one  with  which  wo  also  propose  to 
deal  at  an  early  date.  I  think  I  have 
now  placed  before  tiie  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  far  as  I  am  able,  the  general  view  of 
the  Government  as  far  as  the^  have 
made  up  their  minds  on  the  subject.  I 
hope  that  I  have  done  something  to 
satisfy  him.  At  all  events,  I  have 
done  all  that  I  can  to  satisfy  him.  I 
will  assure  him  that  the  subject  will 
receive  the  most  careful  consideration. 
The  Beport  of  the  remEuuing  Oommis- 
sioner  iinll  be  in  my  hands  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days.  As  well  as  the  other 
Beport,  it  will  be  carefully  studied  by 
me,  and  I  trust  to  be  able  this  Session 
to  lay  before  the  House  such  part  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Oommissioners 
as  we  think  ought  to  be  carried  into 
effect.  In  c<mcluBion,  let  me  connatu- 
late  the  hon.  G^tiemau  and  the  House 
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on  the  earnest  desire  he  bas  expressed 
that  Ut  and  order  shall  be  muntuned 
in  Ireland.  I  listened  with  great  satis- 
faction to  that  part  of  his  speech,  and  I 
hope  that  in  every  effort  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  to  restore  lav  and 
order  in  any  and  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try, we  ahaU  have  the  earnest  and  sealous 
support  of  the  hoa.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  hare  only  raised 
the  question  at  this  moment  from  a  sense 
of  duty.  I  think  he  has  shown  a  reason- 
able desire  to  meet  the  objections  I  have 
raised ;  and,  bearing  in  mind  his  brief 
tenure  of  Office,  I  will  consider  his  reply 
in  a  fair  spirit,  and  will,  at  a  later  Bt^;e, 
again  raise  the  question  of  Belnst 
nois. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.) :  It  is  quite 
evident,  Mr.  Oourtney,  that,  owing  to 
the  inconvenienoe  of  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Government  in  pressing  forward 
this  Vote,  the  physical  condition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is 
not  such  as  to  enable  him  to  carry  on 
the  discussion  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
X  think  that,  now  we  have  all  somewhat 
cooled  down,  nobody  can  doubt,  after 
listening  to  ihe  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr,  Sezion),  that  he  has  made  out  an 
unanswerable  and  overwhelming  case 
for  his  jostiOoation  in  raising,  not  a 
question  of  detail,  as  he  pointed  out  at 
an  early  hour  last  night,  on  this  Yote 
on  Account,  but  a  question  of  pnblic 
PoUct — a  question  of  public  policy  which 
brooked  of  no  delapr ;  one  of  the  most 
vital  and  imminent  importance,  and  one 
there  would  have  been  no  opportunity 
of  discussing  properly  for  some  months 
to  come  if  this  opportunity  had  been 
allowed  to  slip.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  just  be- 
fore the  Chief  Secretary  came  into  the 
House,  complained  bitterly  of  the  course 
we  have  pursued  during  this  Sitting, 
and  he  accused  us  of  wishing  to  adopt 
the  unusual  course  of  discussing  items 
on  this  Vote  on  Account.  It  is  per- 
fectly manifest  that,  by  the  course  the 
Government  have  adopted,  they  desire 
to  prevent  as  diaeuasing,  not  only  items 
on  this  Vote,  but  discussing  at  any  rea- 
sonable length  any  qnestion  whatever 
on  this  Tote ;  and  we  cannot  too  strongly 
emphasize  the  fact  that  all  the  tnmble 
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of  last  night,  this  first  All-night  Sitting 
tiiat  has  ooourred  for  two  Batliamonta, 
has  arisen  from  an  att«inpt  on  the  {«Tt 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  pass 
through  Oommittee  a  Yote  without  any 
discussion — a  Yote  raising  questions  of 
the  most  vital  importance  to  Ireland, 
and  upon  which  we  are  bound  to  take 
every  opportunity  of  raising  a  disonasion. 
There  is  anothw  point  in  our  favour. 
I  availed  myself  of  an  opportunity  the 
other  night  of  raising  a  discussion  on  a 
question  of  immense  importance  to  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment ;  and  it  will 
be  within  the  recollection  of  Memben 
of  this  Oommittee,  and  perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  may 
have  learned  from  the  facts  that  have 
since  occurred  a  lesson  of  wisdom — it 
may  be  in  the  reoollection  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers what  treatment  I  received  from  the 
responsible  Goremor  of  Irdond.  I 
never  rsouved  such  scant  oourteiy  in 
my  life  before.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man treated  me  with  the  most  absolute 
and  supreme  contempt ;  and  he  did  not 
deign  to  take  notice,  not  to  say  answer, 
a  single  one  of  the  questions  I  put  to 
him ;  or  to  meet  a  single  one  of  the 
charges  I  made  against  the  (Government 
If  we  are  accused  of  coming  forward  at 
inconvenient  times  and  tuing  out-of- 
the-way  opportunities — though  I  do  not 
admit  tiiat  this  is  an  inconvenient  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  tlus  question— I  think 
we  are  entitiea  to  show  that  we  are 
driven  to  expedients  of  this  kind  by  the 
reception  we  met  firom  the  resptmuble 
officers  of  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
Because,  when  the  right  hon.  Gtontiemnn 
who  has  to  govern  a  country  in  tiie  con- 
dition of  Inland  treats  dttbates  raised 
in  this  House  with  the  supreme  and 
studied  contempt  he  treated  us  with  the 
other  night,  he  must  be  prepared  for 
repeated  attacks  upon  the  same  subject. 
Although  I  am  aware  the  Chief  Secnre- 
tary  is  physically  incapable  of  continuing 
this  discussion — [Mr.  A.  J.  BALFonn : 
No,  no ;  perfeotiy  capable.]  I  am  ex* 
ceedingly  glad  to  hear  that,  because  I 
shall  now  raise,  at  length,  several  points 
which  are  of  great  importance.  The  first 
point  I  wish  to  raise  on  this  Yote  has 
reference  to  the  Office  of  the  Chief  8e* 
oretary  in  Dublin.  It  is  quite  dear  that 
we  could  not  raise  sndt  a  point  until  the 
Ohief  Seoretaty  was  in  hu  place.  We 
have  just  heud  a  statement  from  oar 
new  Qoremor;  his  expnicoce  in  the 
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tronblesome  and  respoiiBible  Office  of 
Ohief  Seoretary  has  been  somewhat 
brief ;  and  his  visit  to  the  country,  his 
opportunity  of  attaining  an  acquaintance 
with  the  country  he  has  undertaken  to 
govern,  has  been  exceedingly  brief.  I 
am  bound  to  say,  fh)m  all  ue  informa- 
tion I  have  been  able  to  collect,  from  all 
information  which  has  reached  me,  that 
although  the  right  faon.  Gentleman's 
Tisit  to  Ireland  was  brief,  it  was  impor- 
tant and  ominous.  He  made  good  use 
of  his  time.  Now,  what  did  he  do  ?  He 
lield  a  meeting  in  Dublii^  Castle,  as  I 
am  infimned,  of  all  the  District  Magis- 
trates or  Divisional  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land. AH  these  gentlemen  were  sum- 
jncoied  to  meet  him,  and  he  addressed  to 
th«m  instructions  fd  tiie  most  extniordi- 
nary  character.  The  proceedings  at  that 
meeting  are  reported  in  tfae  country  in 
auch  a  way  that  we  are  entitled  to  bring 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  this  Oom- 
xnittee.   We  are  informed— 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOtJE:  The  hon, 
Oentleman  has  been  miunformed  as  to 
the  fact? 

Me.  DILLON:  As  to  your  having 
met  the  Divisional  Magistrates  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  No. 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  not  have  met  them— — 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB:  I  did  meet 
them,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  con- 
Tenient  if  I  were  oriefly  to  state  what 
happened.  Among  ouier  gentlemen 
wlunn  I  deured  to  see  were  the  Divi- 
sional M^istrales  of  Ireland.  I  asked 
them  to  come  and  see  me.  They  came, 
and  I  discussed  with  each  magistrate 
the  condition  of  the  district  in  whioh  he 
had  control. 

Mb.  DILLON:  That  explanation, 
Mr.  Oourtney,  is  worth  all  the  sitting 
up  we  have  hsd  to-night.  I  can  assure 
you.  Sir,  that  the  belief  in  Ireland,  that 
the  pox>nlar  re|port  in  Ireland,  founded 
upon  private  information  which  came 
from  one  of  the  magistrates  concen^ed — 
though,  ladmit,  it  reached  me  in  a  round- 
about way— the  popular  report  in  Ire- 
land is  that  the  woras  used  were  that — 
"  At  evictions  for  the  future,  if  the  least 
obsfarootion  is  offered,  do  not  hesitate  to 
fire  npon  the  people."  At  BalUndyne, 
in  Mayo,  two  days  after  the  visit  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Divisional 
Magistrate  of  the  name  of  Burn,  who 
resides  in  Athlone,  is  reported  in  the 
papers  to  hare  addressed  some  individual 


of  local  influence  in  these  words — "  For 
God's  sake,  keep  the  peace,  because  if 
there  ia  any  resistance,  I  must  fire  im- 
mediately." Now,  Sir,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  remove  entirely  the  im- 
pression that  any  such  instruction  or 
advice  was  given,  our  discussion  to-night 
will  not  have  been  a  fruitless  one.  No- 
tice how  monstrous  such  an  instruction 
would  be.  Within  the  last  fire  or 
six  years  there  have  been  evicted  in 
Ireland,  I  should  think,  no  less  than 
25,000  families.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  For 
the  sake  of  argument,  I  will  say  15,000 
families— I  am  not  particular  as  to  num- 
bers. {^Laughter.']  Well,  the  number 
is  very  great ;  bat  you  will  see  that 
whether  the  number  is  25,000  or  15,000 
it  does  not  affect  my  argument.  At  the 
majority  of  these  evictions  large  crowds 
of  people  have  assembled,  and  obstmo- 
tion  was  offered  in  a  great  number  of 
cases.  What  are  the  historical  facts? 
Why,  that  during  the  whole  course  of 
these  years  not  one  single  policeman 
was  killed,  maimed,  or  seriously  in- 
jured. During  these  years,  in  which  let 
us  take  it  that  15,000  families  have  been 
evicted  in  Ireland ;  there  was  not  as 
much  damage  done  as  was  done  recently 
in  the  streets  of  Belfast  in  one  half-hour. 
In  face  of  that  fact,  to  issue  instructions 
to  the  Irish  police  that,  on  the  least 
obstruction  being  offered,  Uiey  were  not 
to  hesitate  to  fire  upon  the  people,  would 
be  one  of  the  most  terrible  responu- 
bintiu  any  Offidal  ever  undertook.  At 
these  evictions  it  must  be  remembered 
that  no  civil  magistrate  is  ever  present, 
and  the  Blot  Act  is  not  read,  and  tfae 
precautions  are  not  taken  which  are 
taken  in  England  when  any  disturbance 
is  apprehended.  It  appears  from  the 
information  we  have  received  that  the 
police  officers  have  been  deprived  of  dis- 
cretion ;  for  the  words  reported  to  have 
been  used  at  Ballindyne  are — "For 
God's  sake  keep  the  peace,  or  I  must 
fire  immediately."  Now,  Bir,  I  have 
mentioned  what  happened  at  BalUn- 
dyne during  the  evictions  to  jusMfV  us 
in  giving  credence  to  the  rumours  which 
have  been  set  afloat  in  Ireland.  We  all 
know  now  ot  the  truth  of  the  telegram 
which  was  sent  to  Youghal.  That  tele- 
gram was  treated  by  the  newspapers  of 
this  country  as  a  bogus  message;  but 
when  a  Question  was  asked  in  this 
House  concerning  it,  the  Ohief  Seoretary 
accepted  foil  responsibility  lor  it.  What 
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was  Ihe  interpretation  put  upon  that 
telegraoi  by  the  police  authoritiea  at 
Youghal  7  It  waa  that  they  were  to  use 
deadly  weapons,  whether  they  be  bullets 
or  bayonets,  and  that  if  necessary  they 
were  to  act  without  the  presence  of  a 
oivil  magistrate.  Not  only  did  they  act 
on  the  occasion  of  the  recent  diatnrb- 
anoea  without  the  preMnoe  of  the  oiTil 
magistrate,  but  they  took  the  most  ela.- 
borate  precautions  to  secure  that  no  civil 
magistrate  should  be  present.  We  have 
had  a  most  deplorable  mstance  of  the  tem- 
per of  police  officers,  who  have  the  lives  of 
a  great  number  of  people  in  Ireland  at 
their  mercy.  We  know  that  a  police 
magistrate  went  into  the  police  barracks 
at  Youghal  to  protest  against  the  con- 
duct of  the  police,  and  to  remonstrate 
with  Mr.  Somervilie  for  his  treatment  of 
him  as  a  magistrate,  and  for  not  asking 
him  to  be  present  when  the  extra  police 
entered  the  town.  Mr.  Somervilie,  in- 
stead of  expressiDg  the  lightest  regret 
at  the  death  of  the  poor  man  HanTon, 
made  use  of  the  following  words,  which 
will  never  die  ont  of  the  memon  <^  the 
Irish  people : — I  am  sorry  I  did  not  fire 
on  them?'  It  is  useless  for  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  tell  us  that  we  can  raise  these 
points  hereafter,  when  the  Oivil  Service 
Astimates  are  in  Committee  of  Supply. 
Things  have  moved  very  fast  in  Ireland 
indeed,  and  we  know  very  little  of  what 
may  occur  in  that  country  during  the 
next  three  months.  It  would  therefore 
be  preposterous  for  us  to  postpone  or  to 
neglect  any  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward these  facts.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  bound 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  (»Llline  atten- 
tion to  a  third  point  raised  by  this 
Estimate,  and  that  is  in  regard  to  the 
Irish  0(matabuIary  Vote,  wmdi  I  regret 
to  find  is  steadily  assnming  greater  pro- 
portions. It  is  many  years  since  I  first 
called  attention  in  this  House  to  the  mon- 
strous character  of  the  Irish  Oonstabu- 
lary  Vote.  Members  of  the  then  Qovern- 
ment  admitted  to  the  fullest  extent  the 
justifioation  of  my  charge ;  but  in  spite 
of  all  that  can  be  said,  and  in  spite  of 
the  confession  of  the  Government,  the 
Irish  Constabulary  Vote  has  mounted 
year  by  year  until  its  proportions  has 
beoome  a  public  scandal,  oecause  the 
larger  the  Vote  grows,  the  worse  the 
condition  of  the  country  becomes.  I 
have  prepared  some  figures  of  the  most 
extraordmary  character  in  relattoa  to 


the  Irish  Constabulary  Vote.  The 
Estimate  for  that  Vote  for  next  year  has 
reached  the  figure  of  £1,412,000.  The 
expenditure  last  year  was  £1,397,000; 
therefore  we  are  threatened  now  with 
an  increase  of  somethine  like  £15,000; 
but  that  increase  is  omy  part  of  an 
arithmetical  progression  whioti  has  never 
ceased.  It  has  gone  on  steadily,  some- 
times by  great  jumps  and  sometimes  by 
slow  progress.  In  the  year  1871-2  the 
Vote  for  the  Irish  Constabulary  was 
£918,000;  in  the  year  1877-8  it  was 
£1,000,000;  in  the  year  1885  it  waa 
£1,380,000;  in  the  year  1886  it  was 
£1,397.000;  and  in  the  next  year  it  is 
estimated  to  be  £1,412,000.  And,  Sir, 
when  we  consider  tha^  pariptutuitlth 
this  steady  increase  in  the  Yote  for  the 
Irish  police,  the  population  of  Ireland 
has  dwindled  away,  we  have  a  condition 
of  things  the  like  of  which  I  challenge 
anyone  to  point  to  in  the  whole  oivi- 
lized  world.  In  Ireland*  in  1871  it  cost 
£918,000  to  police  5,600,000  people. 
This  year,  it  is  to  cost  almost  exactly  50 
percent  more  to  police  4,750,000  people. 
At  the  same  rate  of  progren,  and  aftw 
you  have  brought  in  mcne  of  your  Bills 
for  Ireland,  and  brought  down  the  popu- 
lation to  2,000,000, 1  suppose  the  cost  of 
the  police  will  amount  to  something  like 
£3,000,000.  What  is  the  result  of  all 
this  expenditure  on  the  police  ?  Why, 
we  are  told  that  while  you  have  almost 
doubled  in  15  years  the  Yote  for  the 
Irish  police,  government  in  Ireland  is 
paralyzed.  I  sometimes  wonder  how  it 
18  that  the  Executive  do  not  inquire 
whether  it  is  paralyzed  by  having  too 
many  policemen  in  the  country ;  the 
present  condition  of  things  has  no 
parallel  in  the  civilized  world,  and  it  is 
a  positive  disgrace  to  England.  I  h«Te 
made  a  caloiufttion  that  the  inereaaed 
expenditnn  from  1871  to  1867  on  the 
Insh  police— over  and  above  what  the 
expenditure  would  have  been  had  it 
remained  during  these  years  at  the  same 
figure  as  it  was  in  1871 — amounts  to 
£2,500,000  sterling.  Many  an  Irish 
problem  would  have  been  settled  if 
that  money  had  been  spent  on  the 
people,  instead  of  on  the  police, 
and  in  reducing  the  whole  island  to 
chaos.  Finally,  I  will  draw  your  atten- 
tion to  this  fact— that  in  England  and 
Wales  you  pay  for  your  pohce  3*.  94. 
per  head  of  the  population ;  while  the 
police  in  Ireland  cost  thisoountiy  tit.  9d, 
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per  head  of  the  population.  Of  course,  it 
requires  leas,  as  a  rule,  to  police  country 
diatricta  than  tovn  districtB ;  but  I  hare 
no  hesitation  in  sayins;  that,  if  we  could 
work  out  this  problem,  it  would  bo 
found  that  it  ooata  to  police  the  country 
parts  of  Ireland  five  times  as  much  aa 
It  costs  to  police  countiydistrictsofEng- 
land.  I  have  devoted  a  great  deal  of 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  I  cannot 
help  being  struck  very  forcibly  by  a 
fact  recorded  in  the  newspapers  a  few 
days  ago—namely,  that  when  Father 
Keller  was  arrested  on  Friday  last,  there 
was  no  disturbance.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  say  that  that  was  so ;  because, 
aa  it  turns  out,  the  police  were  on  the 
occasion  strictly  confined  to  barracks 
and  not  allowed  to  go  on  the  streets. 
That  is  a  strange  statement.  It  amounts 
to  this,  that  when  the  police  are  on  the 
streets,  there  is  rioting ;  but  when  they 
are  eonfined  to  barracks,  there  is  no  dis- 
turbance, no  property  is  injured,  no  man 
is  hurl  I  really  put  it  to  you  whether 
yoa  are  not  wasting  money  in  Ireland ; 
whether  you  are  not  turning  the  country 
upaide  down  by  this  enormous  expendi- 
ture f  What  did  Mr.  Justice  Laweon  say 
at  the  Winter  Assizes  in  the  Coimty 
Mayo  ?  His  words  are  characteristic  of 
Irish  history ;  he  said — "  Undoubtedly 
this  county  is  remarkably  free  from 
crime."  It  is  true  that,  with  the  ezcep- 
tion  of  a  drunken  row  or  two,  Oounty 
Mayo,  as  regards  crime,  will  compare 
favourably  with  any  part  of  the  dvilized 
world.  The  Judge  said — 

'*  Bat,  although  that  it  tm^  althoofi^  the 
coantnr  is  remarkablj  free  mm.  all  kmds  of 
crime,  I  cannot  aay  its  condition  is  satisfactory ; 
for  the  lav  is  panuynd." 

Such  a  statement  from  a  Judge  ought  to 
make  us  reflect ;  because,  from  this  state- 
ment, it  would  appear  that  when  the 
law  is  paralyzed,  there  is  no  crime,  and 
that  when  it  is  in  force,  crime  breaks  out. 
It  is  really  a  question  for  Englishmen 
whether  it  is  worth  while  spending  this 
£1,400,000  a-year  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
forcing law  in  Ireland.  Now,  I  do  not 
want  to  comment  at  present  at  any 
great  length  on  the  subject— which  un- 
doubtedly we  shall  heu-  a  great  deal 
more  of  in  this  House — except  to  say 
that  as  often  as  there  is  a  single  shilling 
▼oted  for  the  Irish  Constabulary  I  shall 
speak  at  considerable  length.  There  is 
one  other  Vote  I  feel  it  my  bounden 


duty  to  refer  to  before  this  Vote  on  Ac- 
count is  agreed  to.  I  own  I  am  as- 
tonished that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  supposed  for  a  moment  that 
the  Vote  for  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Court 
could  pass  through  this  House  without 
discussion.  It  would  be  a  remarkable 
thing  if,  in  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  in  view  of  events  which  are 
happening  in  that  country,  and  which 
have  convulsed  society  in  that  country 
to  an  extent  which  few  Englishmen  are 
capable  of  believing,  that  we  could  allow 
a  Vote  for  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Court 
to  pass  without  comment.  I  endeavoured 
the  other  night  to  show  that  the  Irish 
Bankruptcy  Court  has  been  turned  from 
being  a  Court  of  Justice  into  being  a 
political  engine.  I  endeavoured  to  show 
that  Judge  Boyd,  one  of  the  Judges  of 
that  Court,  has  consulted  with  the  men 
who  belong  to  one  side  of  politics,  or  to 
one  party  or  faction  in  Iruand. 

Ma.  W.  H.  8MEFH :  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  it  is  in  Order  to  impute  to  a 
Judge  of  a  High  Court  that  he  has  con- 
sulted with  political  partizans,  and  that 
his  conduct,  I  apprehend,  is  influenced 
accordingly  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
I  did  not  hear,  in  the  confusion  of  the 
Committee,  all  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member.  But  it  is  undoubtedly  out  of 
Order  to  impugn  the  conduct  of  a  Jud^ 
in  Committee  of  Supply,  when  there  is 
a  definite  and  w^-regnlated  mode  of 
bringing  the  conduct  ox  a  Judge  befbre 
the  House. 

Mb.  DILLOK:  I  presume  I  shall  be 
in  Order,  when  we  are  Toting  money  for 
the  Bankruptcy  Court,  to  criticize  pro- 
ceedings which  have  taken  place  in  that 
Court;  at  all  events,  I  shall  endeavour 
to  do  so.  The  contention  I  make  is  this 
— that  at  the  present  moment  a  gentle- 
man has  been  summoned  to  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  in  such  a  way  as  to  convey 
to  the  whole  population  of  Ireland — and 
I  speak  now  of  both  sides  in  politics — the 
impression  that  that  summons  was  not 
the  result  of  a  bond  jide  attempt  to  inves- 
tigate a  case  of  bankruptcy,  but  a  de- 
liberate effort  to  beat  down  a  political 
movement.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  lay 
down  the  grounds  which  have  induced 
the  entire  public  of  Ireland  to  look  upon 
this  act  as  an  attempt  to  intimidate  and 
beat  down  a  political  movemoit  to  which 
one  ude  ia  intensely  hostile,  and  the 
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other  is  passionatel/  devoted.  The 
Ooort  of  Bankruptcy  was  invited  to 
extract  from  a  tenant  on  the  estate  of 
Mr.  Fonsonbj  certain  moneys  he  owed 
to  his  landlord*  and  to  have  judgment 
entered  against  him.  So  far  i  have  no 
complaint  to  make;  but  when  a  con- 
siderable period  had  elapsed,  a  summons 
was  issued  and  served  upon  the  parish 
priest  of  this  tenant,  and  the  priest  of 
another  parish.  It  is  not  alleged  that 
these  gentlemen  were  in  the  possession 
of  funds  collected  with  the  estates.  It 
is  notorious  in  Ireland  that  they  are  not 
in  possession  of  funds  in  connection  with 
the  estate ;  but,  Sir,  the  very  line  of  exa- 
mination which  was  commenced  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  showed  plamly  what 
facts  were  sought  to  be  asettrtained  from 
these  priests;  they  wrae  summoned  to 
give  information  of  a  meeting  held  in  a 
private  room  to  which  the  police  were 
not  adnutted.  It  is  all  veij  fine  to  talk 
about  the  jurisdiction  of  ft  Oowt  \  bat 
at  the  meeting  there  were  70  or  80 
tenants  on  the  Fonsonby  estate.  There 
were  many  well-known  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  hundreds  of  laymen.  Why 
select  two  priests?  They  could  have 
taken  any  one  of  the  laymen  to  ^ve 
evidence,  and  to  tell  everything  that  the 
priests  Imew,  unless  it  be  the  confidences ' 
reposed  in  the  priests  as  Oatholic  clergy- 
men ?  I  do  not  know  whether  they  ex- 
pected to  extract  from  Father  EL^er 
anything  of  a  particularly  private  or 
confidential  character;  but  what  they 
were  evidently  aiming  at  was,  that  they 
should  get  him  in  the  face  of  his  congre- 
gation to  turn  informer  on  his  own 
people,  to  reveal  what  had  tawupired  at 
the  meeting  in  queetion. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  As  far  as  the 
bon.  Gentleman  has  opened  his  case,  he 
makes  no  case  attaching  to  the  Vote  for 
the  Oourt  of  Bankruptcy.  He  is  im- 
pugning the  conduct  of  some  persons, 
who,  he  asserte,  rightly  or  wron^y,  have 
perverted  the  Oourt  of  Bankruptcy.  If 
the  persons  who  obtained  the  summons 
from  the  Oourt  are  provided  for  in  the 
Estimates,  he  is  in  Order  in  discussing 
thissabjeot;  but  he  is  not  in  Order  in 
attempting  to  disease  what  has  happened 
under  shelter  of  the  Toto  for  the  Oourt 
of  BankruptOT. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Toar  ruling,  Sir, 
shows  clearly  that  I  am  in  Orders  be- 
cause the  men  whose  oonduot  I  am  im- 


pugnicg  are  officers  of  the  Oourt  of 
Bankruptcy. 

Tbe  OHAIBMAN:  Their  daly  is 
purely  ministerial. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  think  that  if  you. 
will  bear  with  me  for  a  few  momenta, 
Mr.  Oonrtney,  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
you  that,  under  your  own  ruling,  I  am 
strictly  in  Order.  When  it  came  to  the 
summoning  of  Father  Keller,  the  land- 
lord and  the  solicitors  who  s^  the  Oourt 
of  Bankruptcy  in  motion,  withdrew  from 
the  case,  and  when  they  were  asked  on 
Saturday  last  whether  the  prooeedinga 
were  taken  with  their  authority,  ther 
replied  that  they  were  not  taken  with 
their  authority.  When  the  case  came 
into  Oourt  the  solicitor  for  Father  Keller 
brought  under  the  notioe  of  the  Judge 
the  fact  that  the  landlord  of  the  estate 
and  his  representative  were  no  partiee 
to  the  proceedings.  But  what  md  the 
Judge  say  f  Why,  that  *'  the  matter  '* 
is  now  taken  out  of  the  power  of  the 
creditor,  and  is  in  the  hands  of  tbe  offl- 
oial  assignees,  and  they  will  proceed  in 
the  matter  in  due  course.  Now,  I  am 
not  snffioientiy  a  lawyer,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  ^ou,  Mr.  Oourtney,  have 
suffioient  techmcal  knowledge,  to  know 
what  the  discretion  of  the  official  as- 
signees is ;  but  I  want  to  point  out  that 
this  extraordinary  circumstance  aroee, 
that  the  creditor,  having  realized^the 
fatal  character  of  the  step  he  was  talung 
for  his  own  future,  wished  to  withdraw, 
and  he  is  now  in  a  vice  and  compelled 
to  go  on  in  a  course  which  will  inerit- 
ably  wreck  his  estate  and  leave  him  a 
pauper.  I  think  this  eontentiofti 
bringa  me  completely  in  Order.  I  want 
to  know  what  was  the  mysterioos  in- 
fluence at  work  which  led  this  man  into 
a  struggle  which,  if  he  continues  in  it, 
will  leave  htm  a  beggar;  and  which, 
when  he  had  realised  the  character  of 
the  step  he  was  taking  in  ^etUcg^  a 
priest  arrested,  prevented  him  using 
his  own  discretion,  and  extracting  the 
Government  of  Ireland  from  a  most 
unpleasant  position.  If  the  official  as- 
signees are  ezeroieing  their  discretion,  I 
venture  to  say  that  a  more  injurious  act 
of  discretion  was  never  made  in  anw 
country.  In  the  long  ran,  they  wiQ 
deprive  this  man  ox  the  money  he 
would  have  got  if  he  had  acted  reason- 
ably; and  tn^  are  landing  the  Irish 
QoTernnMnt  in  the  most  vnpleaaant 
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C'tion  in  which  the  Irish  OoTemment 
erer  been  landed.  I  maintain  that 
no  regard  ought  to  be  had,  in  a  case 
which  comes  before  a  Oourt,  to  the  poli- 
tics of  the  people  concerned.  Oases  of 
tluB  character  have  all  been  brought  in 
the  Junior  Oourt,  except  one,  in  which 
it  was  attempted  to  adopt  the  same 
course,  but  lu  which  Justice  Miller 
promptly  said — "I  will  hear  nothing 
about  the  Flan  of  Campaign ;  I  sit  here 
to  administer  law."  The  oonsequence 
of  which  dictum  was  that  no  "  Han  of 
Campaign"  oases  were  ever  brought  in 
Justice  Miller's  Oourt  ufain.  I  venture 
to  say  that,  although  he  is  a  Oonser- 
vatiTe  in  politics— 

Ths  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Oentleman  is  proceeding  in 
direct  Tiolation  of  my  ruling. 

Ha.  DILI^N:  I  was  trying  to  bring 
before  the  notice  of  the  Oommittee  the 
Iw^  expmditnre  which  has  been  in- 
onned  in  Ireland  in  recent  years.  I  will 
oontent  myself  with  moving  to  omit  the 
sum  of  £l,fiOO,  being  the  amount  asked 
for  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Oourt. 

The  OQAIBMAN  :  It  is  out  of  Order 
to  moTe  the  omission  of  this  item. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Then  I  beg  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  whole  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £1,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  Tliat  tho  Bum  of  £3,622,60C  be  granted  to 
Her  Hi^Mt^,  for  the  said  SeTvicet."—(  ifr. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Mr.  Chair- 
man,  I  repudiate  absolutely  the  attack 
whidi  luu  been  mode  upon  Judee  Boyd 
by  the  htm.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon).  I 
consider  it  most  intolerable  that  any 
Gentleman  in  this  House  should  bring 
against  a  Judge  the  accusation  that  he 
has  been  iofluenoed  in  his  action  by 

rtlitical  motives.  With  this  repudiation, 
will  leave  this  part  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man*s  case,  and  proceed  to  refer  to 
some  other  remarks  of  his.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  began  his  speech  by  saying 
that  in  oonsequence  of  the  treatment  he 
received  on  Friday  night,  he  was  com- 
pelled to  bring  this  question  before  the 
Oommittee  tc^day.  Let  me  say,  at  the 
onset,  I  meant  no  discourtesy  to  the 
hon.  Oontlemon,  or  to  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  Uie  House.  On  Friday  nig^t  the 
hon.  Oentleman  deliberately  accused  me 
of  promoting  murders  in  oner  to  get  a 
Ooeroion  BiU  passed  t]ui»u|;h  the  House , 


but  even  such  prorooatton  as  that  would 
not  have  justified  discourtesy,  and  no 
discourtesy  was  intended.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will  recollect  that  the  Motion 
he  made  on  Friday  night  did  not  touch 
at  all  the  question  of  the  attitude 
assumed  by  the  coroner  at  Youghal.  I 
dealt  with  the  whole  extent  of  the 
Motion  the  hon.  Gentleman  made,  and 
if  I  omitted  to  deal  with  one  fragmentary 
part  of  his  speech,  not  knowing  the 
relevancy  of  it,  he  must  forgive  me. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has,  to-day,  accused 
me  of  having  gone  to  DubHn,  called 
together  the  Divisional  Magistrates,  and 
given  them  iuBtructions  to  ^oot  down 
the  Irish  people,  whenever  any  obstruc- 
tion was  offered  to  any  process  of  evic- 
tion. That  is  entirely  baseless  fiction, 
conjured  up  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
sell  I  went  to  Ireland,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  specific  directions  to  the 
Divisional  Magistrates,  but  to  hear  what 
they  had  to  say  about  the  state  of  the 
country.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  what  views  the  Government  hold  on 
this  question,  I  shall  say  I  stated  them 
adequately  in  answering  a  Question  put 
to  me  with  regard  to  the  telegram  sent  by 
Oaptain  Plunkett.  To  the  terms  of  that 
answer  I  absolutely  adhere.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  dealt  at  great  length 
with  a  question  which  I  think  he  has 
already  Drought  before  the  House — 
namely,  the  growth  of  the  Constabulary 
and  of  the  Constabulary  Vote.  I  admit 
it  ia  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Oonstabulary  Vote  is  growing.  I  do  not 
wish  to  introduce  controversial  matters 
in  tlus  debate ;  but  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  does  not  think 
that  others  besides  the  Government  are 
responsible  for  the  growth  of  the  Vote. 
I  may  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  of  an 
answer  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who  preceded' 
me  in  Office,  in  a  debate  on  this  subject. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  pointed  out  that 
the  increase  in  the  Constabulary  Tote  is 
partly  due  to  the  riots  in  Belfast,  partly 
to  the  enormous  amount  of  peraonu  pro- 
tection which  has  to  be  given  to  people 
who  are  in  danger  of  their  lives  and 

J>roperty ;  and  pamy  due  to  t^e  fact  that 
rom  motives  of  humanity,  if  from  no 
otlier  motives,  it  is  abwdutdiv  necessary 
to  have  at  any  point,  where  disturbance 
is  apprehendeid,  a  large  and,  if  posuble, 
au  avarwheloHB^  &ti«9.   Tbrnw  ore  th« 
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reaaona,  I  admit  the  melancholy  reasons, 
vhioh  have  made  it  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  Vote  for  the  Constabulaty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  in  spite 
of  the  gigantic  Constabulary  Vote,  GK>- 
Terument  is  paralyzed. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  said  that  you  stated 
GoTOrnment  was  paralyzed. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  "Well,  GoTem- 
ment  is  paralyzed.  But  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  confound  the  Police  Force 
with  the  whole  machinery  of  Govern- 
ment  ?  Does  he  not  know  that  there  are 
othn  parts  of  that  machinery  not  less 
necessary  to  the  healthy  working  of  any 
Constitution  ?  The  Government  of  Ire- 
land ia  paralyzed  because  the  Courts  of 
Law  are  paralyzed ;  and  no  one  is  more 
ready  than  I  to  admit  that  increase  the 
Folioe  Force  as  yon  may,  pile  up  this 
Vote  as  you  will,  it  will  all  be  in  rain  if 
the  Courts  of  Law,  whom  the  police  have 
to  obey,  are  paralyzed  in  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  functions.  I  hope  I  have 
now  dealt  with  the  chief  question  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  raised.  Let 
me  conclude  by  again  assuring  him  that 
neither  in  my  reply  the  other  day,  nor  in 
the  few  words  I  hare  uttered  now,  nor 
in  any  reply  I  shall  ever  make  in  this 
House,  do  I  intend  any  discourtesy  either 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  or  to 
any  Gbntleman  in  any  part  of  the 
House. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
these  Benches,  a  very  unsatisfactory 
reply  to  the  unansw^ble  indictment 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  [Mr.  Dillon). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
he  did  not  hold  such  language  with  the 
Divisional  Magistrates  assembled  in 
,  Dublin,  as  that  my  hon.  friend  attributed 
to  him ;  but  he  left  entirely  unexplained, 
or  unsatisfied,  the  action  of  the  police  in  j 
obedience  to  whatever  commands  or  in- 
structions he  gave  them  in  Dublin 
Castle.  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
police  had  been  ordered  to  shoot  down 
the  people  on  the  smallest  provocation. 
The  other  day,  I  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  disputed  the 
telegram  of  Captain  Plunkett,  ordering 
the  police  to  ahoot  down  the  people 
without  delay  or  heritatioo.  Heobjeoted 
to  the  interpretation  I  put  upon  the 
telegram  of  Captain  Plunkett,  but  I 

Mr.  A,J,Bul/9i»r 


maintain  the  words  of  the  telegram  bear 
the  construction  I  put  upon  them,  and 
are,  in  fact,  incapable  of  bearing  any 
othOT.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  Government  are  bound  in  the  in- 
terests  of  humanity  to  send  large  forces 
of  Constabulary  to  points  where  dis- 
turbance is  apprehended.  But  to 
Toughal,  they  sent  the  small  force  of 
24  men.  The  unhappy  coosequeocea 
which  followed  were  the  result  of 
neglect  to  carry  out  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  stated  to  be  neces- 
sary. Where  do  these  disturbances 
take  place  ?  They  take  plaoe  at  evicttooa 
carried  on  by  the  landlords  with  the 
asuBtance  of  the  police.  What  are 
these  evictions  for  ?  They  are  fat  tha 
non-payment  of  unjust  and  imposaib!* 
rents.  [Colonel  KjHQ-HABiCAir :  No.] 
Bid  I  undarstand  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  s^  '*No?"  [Oolonet 
KiNa-HA.RiCAK :  Yes.]  I  congratulate 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  on  his 
courage,  for  be  must  know  by  this  time 
that  in  stating  that  the  rents  of  Ireland 
are  possible,  he  stands  alone  almost 
amongst  civilized  men.  He  certainly 
stands  in  opposition  to  Lord  Cowper,  to 
Sir  James  Caird,  to  Mr.  Knipe,  I  think 
to  a  large  extent  to  Judge  Flana^n, 
and  to  a  large  extent  to  Lord  Milltown. 
I  will  not  go  into  personal  matters  with 
reference  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qeutle- 
man  f Colonel  King-Harman) ;  but  I 
am  afraid  his  experience  has  rather 
prejudiced  his  judgment.  If  I  were  to 
go  mto  the  details  of  his  own  estate.  I 
think  I  could  show  there  is  a  large  die- 
crepancy  between  what  is  his  opinion 
of  what  is  a  fair  and  posnible  rent  and 
the  opinion  of  some  of  the  Courts  of 
Law;  but  I  will  return  to  the  point — 
that  the  resistance  to  eviction  is,  in 
nearly  every  case,  the  resistance  of  mea 
and  women,  and  sometimes  of  children, 
to  eviction  for  unjust  and  impossible 
rent,  and  I  ask  every  Member  of  the 
Committee,  as  humane  and  Ohriatian 
men,  what  are  they  to  think  of  a  system 
of  Gbvemment  which  orders  police  oflft> 
cers  to  shoot  down,  without  hesitatioB, 
men  who  are  defending  their  hom«« 
against  unjust  and  impossible  rent*. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Sv- 
cretary  never  made  one  allusion  to  thmt 
portion  of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillon).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man denied  the  stotement  of  my  hoa. 
Friend— that  he  gave  orders  to  the  IKft- 
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triot  Inspectors  to  sboot  the  people  down 
without  hesitation ;  but  he  did  not  o£fer 
any  defence  or  explanation  of  the  tele- 
gram of  Captain  Plunkett.  Compare  the 
action  of  the  authorities  in  this  country 
with  the  action  of  the  authorities  in  Ire- 
land. Will  anyone  tell  me  that  a  Mi- 
nister in  this  country  who  had  given  the 
order  to  English  magistrates  to  shoot 
down  English  crowds  without  hesitation 
could  lurriTe  for  24  hours  f  A  Minis* 
ter  who  had  dared  to  give  so  savage  and 
barbarous  an  order  would  be  immedi- 
ately swept  from  his  seat  in  a  cyclone  of 
popular  wrath  and  hate.  What  do  you 
do  hare  when  there  is  a  riot  in  a  town  ? 
The  Mayor  is  called  in — the  Civil  Autho- 
rity has  all  the  initiative,  and  the  Civil 
Authority,  before  he  gives  the  order  to 
the  police,  even  to  use  batons,  much  less 
rifles,  uses  all  the  resources  of  persua- 
sion. The  law  is  carried  out  in  ffngland 
and  Ireland  in  an  exactly  converse  man- 
ner. In  England  you  have  a  super- 
abundant hesitation  before  shooting 
down  any  rioters.  In  Ireland  the  police 
have  orders  to  shoot  the  people  down 
without  hesitation.  Now,  objection 
seemed  to  be  taken  to  my  hon.  Inend's 
(Mr.  Dillon's)  statement  that  in  the  last 
five  or  six  years  15,000  Irish  families 
have  been  evicted  from  their  homes. 
Why,  in  two  years  alone  there  were 
7,000  evictions. 

OoiONEL  KINQ-HAEMAN:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  how  many  were  re- 
admitted as  oaretakers  ? 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  I  antici- 

{lated  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
ant  Gentleman,  and,  if  it  will  be  any 
satisfaction  to  him,  I  will  read  the 
figures  from  the  Blue  Book.  What  I 
wanted  to  point  out  was,  that  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Billon)  was  talking  of  the 
number  of  people  evicted.  Whether  the 
people  were  re-admitted  as  oaretakers 
has  really  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion. 

CoLOKEL  KING-HAHMAN :  WUl  the 
bon.  Gentleman  fulfil  his  promise,  and 
read  the  figures  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE :  I  will  read 
the  figures  if  you  like ;  but  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
Gommittee.  L*^  lau^h.'}  If  ton.  Gen- 
tlemen are  ca^el^sa  with  regard  to  the 
time  of  the  Committee  I  do  not  share 
their  feeling.  Mr.  Courtney,  the  point 
my  bon.  Frieud^MjTt  Dillon)  raised  was 
this— that  Mfr  been 


15,000  evictions  in  Ireland  in  the  course 
of  the  last  five  or  six  years,  no  police- 
man has  been  killed  or  seriously  Injured 
at  any  one  of  them. 

CoLONBL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  only 
want  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  fulfil  his 
promise. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE:  I  said  I 
would  read  the  figures  from  the  Blue 
Book,  if  the  Committee  desire  that  I 
should  do  so.  I  will  place  the  figures  at 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  dis- 
X>osal. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN :  I  rely 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  fulfil  his 
promise. 

[Dr.  Takhbb  walked  across  the  floor 
of  the  House  and  offered  the  Blue  Book 
to  Colonel  King-Harman.] 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  ask  hon. 
GenUemen  to  conduct  this  debate  in  a 
seemly  manner. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE :  I  think  I 
was  right,  Mr.  Courtney,  in  resisting 
the  attempt  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  King-Harman)  to  get 
me  to  deal  with  entirely  irrelevant 
matter.  I  have  pointed  out  that  in  two 
years  there  were  7,000  evictionsi  and 
therefore  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dillon)  was  quite  justified  in  saying  that 
in  the  last  fire  or  six  years  there  have 
been  1 5,000  Irish  families  evicted  from 
their  homes.  In  spite  of  this  terrible 
number  of  evictions  in  Ireland,  there 
has  not  been  one  case  of  serious  injuiy 
to  a  policeman  ;  yet  we  have  this  extra- 
ordinary increase  of  police  on  one  side, 
and  this  barbarous  and  savage  order  to 
the  police  on  the  other  side.  It  seems 
that  evictions  can  be  carried  out  without 
any  serious  danger  to  life  or  limb,  and 
yet  we  have  directions  given  to  the 
police  to  shoot  down  the  people  without 
hesitation.  There  is  only  one  excuse  for 
shooting  down  people  without  hesitation, 
and  that  is  tiie  tnuuinenoe  of  great  dan- 
ger to  human  life.  We  are  driven  to 
this  conclusion— that  the  reason  of  the 
recent  order  to  the  Irish  police  was  not 
to  save  the  lives  of  the  police,  but  to 
strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the  people. 
There  was  a  time  when  massacre  was 
the  avowed  policy  of  the  English  go- 
vernors of  Trelniii^  ;  and  I  not  later 
than  a  n  uuk  ngtf,  tiiat  a  newfi>fiijer  with 
which  Ihe  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  tha 
Chief  Secretary  fot  Ireland  was  onoo 
intimately  AMI|iS|A|^||hB|4that  the 
weak  waSBHI^^^^^^WBliMffBd 
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Cromwell,  and  the  general  laws,  was 
that  they  were  not  carried  out  with 
sufRcient  force  and  continuance.  We 
have  now  Gentlemen  who  wish  to  carry 
out  a  policy  which  differs  very  little  from 
that  of  Mountjoy  and  Cromwell.  When 
the  English  ]^eople  understand  that  this 
is  BO  they  will  raise  a  storm  which  no 
one  can  withstand.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillon)  is  quite  iustiBed  in  endea- 
Touriog  to  impress  the  English  public 
with  the  full  meaning  of  the  extra- 
ordinary growth  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary Vote — for  what  does  it  mean  ?  It 
means  that  the  people  of  this  country 
have  not  only  the  responsibility  and  the 
shame  and  the  guilt  of  the  misdeeds  of 
the  Irish  police,  but  they  hare  to  pay  for 
the  misdeeds  out  of  their  own  pockets. 
I  shall  he  surprised  if  the  result  of 
bringing  these  facts  before  the  people  of 
England  is  not  a  crushing  verdiot 
against  the  Government. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  address  a  few 
words  to  the  Committee  witli  the  view  of 
expediting  the  issue  which  the  Qovem- 
ment,  no  doubt,  desire.  Thirteen  hours 
ago  we  were  willing  that  the  Navy  Yote 
should  betaken,  on  condition  that  the  Vote 
on  Account  was  subjected  to  a  debate 
of  moderate  length  at  a  future  Sitting 
of  the  House.  The  Government  refused 
that  offer,  and  I  think  it  is  apparent 
their  then  refusal  has  not  resulted  in  an 
economy  of  public  time.  At  an  early 
hour  this  morninf^,  I  suggested  to  the 
Government,  that  if  they  would  put  the 
Vote  on  Account  down  as  the  first  Busi- 
ness to-day,  we  would  consent  to  a  Divi- 
sion being  taken  at  10  o'clock  to-night 
— ^that  is,  after  a  debate  of  about  four 
hours— ^er  which  the  Government 
might  proceed  with  the  other  Business 
on  the  Paper.  Binoe  that  offsr  was 
made  eight  hours  have  elapeed.  We 
have,  however,  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  discussion  which  we  claimed  and 
sought.  My  hoQ.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who,  when 
he  speaks,  speaks  with  the  assent  and 
confidence  of  all  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Nationalist  Party,  has  been  en- 
abled to  place  before  the  Committee 
and  the  country  his  case  and  ours  upon 
the  questions  of  the  increase  of  the  Cou- 
stabularv  Vote,  the  misuse  of  the  Bauk- 
ruptcy  Court,  and  the  sinister  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  police.  He  has  ez- 
iorted  a  reply  &om  Uie  Qoremment.  I 

Jfr.  T.  P.  (yComtor 


do  not  say  it  has  been  a  satisfactory  or 
an  adequate  reply ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it 
has  been  such  a  reply  as  the  miserable 

gass  to  which  the  foolish  policy  of  the 
ovemment  has  got  enames  them  to 
make.  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
raising  the  question  of  social  order  in 
Belfast.  I  wink  if  th«e  was  anything 
to  justify  the  stand  we  have  made  it 
would  be  this — that  the  prindples  I 
stated  in  debate  in  this  House  last  year, 
which  have  now  been  ratified  by  a  Boyal 
Commission,  have  been  practically 
adopted  by  the  Government,  and  that 
we,  by  what  I  beg,  without  undue 
egotism,  to  call  patriotic  persistency, 
have  placed  social  order  in  Belfast  upon 
a  basis  more  permanent  and  more  safe 
than  that  upon  which  it  has  hitherto 
rested.  We  have  held  the  field,  and 
we  have  won.  Our  persistency  has  been 
vindicated  by  the  result.  The  masterly 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Bfr.  Dillon),  the 
miserably  weak  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  valuable  declaration  which,  I 
myself  have  obtained  with  respect  to 
social  order  in  Belfast,  are  vindications 
of  the  course  we  have  taken.  There  ia 
not  a  man  in  the  House  who  will  now 
get  up  and,  judging  us  by  the  declara- 
tions of  the  Government  themselves,  say 
that  we  do  not  stand  justified  before  the 
House  and  before  the  country  in  what 
we  have  done.  We  do  not  wish  to 
argue  further  with  the  majority  of  the 
House,  but  with  the  justice  of  the  people 
— not  of  Ireland  only,  but  of  England 
and  of  Scotland — we  leave  the  moral 
merit  of  this  conflict  between  the  Qo- 
vemment  and  ounelves.  Now,  Sir,  to 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  the  Vote  on. 
Aoconnt  may  be  taken. 

Thi  OHAIBMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  withdraw  hia 
Amendmmtf 

Ma.  DILLON:  No,  Sir;  I  intend  to 
vote  upon  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  iiniti :  —  Ayee  80  ; 
Noea  266:  Majority  175.  [1.0p.m.1 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime-   Byrae,  O.  IC. 


rick,  W.) 
Aclaod,  k.  H.  D. 
BUke,  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bmdlan|A,0. 
Bcown,  A.  L. 


Campbell.  U. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Obaace,  P.  A. 
C3saey,  J.  J. 
Gobb,  H.  P. 
OonnoUy,  Ik 
Onway, ». 
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Conybeare,  0.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Coaaham,  H. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
IKllwyn,  L.  It. 
Dodds,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.E. 
Esdemoot,  F. 
Farquhanon,  Dr.  B. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  P. 
Fnller,  Q,  P. 
GiU,T.P. 
Gonriey.  E.  T. 
Earrington,  E. 
Haydea,  L.  F. 
Eayne,  0.  Soale- 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  a. 
lUiogworth,  A. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Iialor,  R. 
Lane,  \7.  3. 
liOahy,  J. 
lieake,  R. 
UaoNeill,  J.  Q.S. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
U'Oarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  F. 
li'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
MoUoy,  B.  0. 
HoigaiiiO.  V. 


Morley,  A. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  F. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Pease,  A.  B. 
Piokerton,  J. 
Flayfair,  right  hon 

Sir  L. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rovlanda,  J. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Rtusell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Spencer,  hon.  O.  R. 
Stack,  J. 
Stiurt,  J. 
SwinbnxDe,  Sir  J. 
Tannsr,  0.  E. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T, 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A. 
Wilson,  H,  J. 

TBLLBBB. 

Labouohere,  H. 
Sheil^E. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-(iardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  O. 
Amtotwe,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstrutlter,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstrathsr,  H.  T. 
AahDuad-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  O,  S. 
Baggallay,  E. 
BaUw,  Sir  J.  B. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  boa.  A.  J. 
Balfour.  Ot.  W. 
Bsnv,  A.  U.  Smiih- 
Battley.  G.  0.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumana,  A.  A, 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Benlinck,  Lord  H.  O. 
Bratinck,  rt.  hn.  Ot.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

De  la  Foer 
Bethell,  Commander  O. 

R. 

Bickford-Smitb,  W. 
Biddolph,  H. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
BlandeU,Col.H.B.H. 
Bond,  O.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 


Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

P.O. 
Brifltowo,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 

Brookfleld,  CoL  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bordett-Cootta,  W.  L. 

ABh..B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A, 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Chaplin,  right  hen.  H. 
ChuringtcND,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  O. 
Ooghill,  D.  H. 
CoUings,  J. 
Golomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R. 
Commerell,  AdotL  Sir 

J.E. 
Corhett,  A.  O. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cozens- Hardy,  H,  H. 
Cranbomo,  Viscount 
Croeaman,  Gen,  Sir  W, 
CaUtt,         hon.  Or. 
Ourzon,  viscount 
Carzon,  hon.  Q.  N. 
Dalrymple,  0. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
DawjuLy,(;aLhii.L.F. 


Do  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 
P. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 

Dickson,  M^'or  A.  O. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
H. 

Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T, 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  S.  B. 
Elliot,  Sir  Ot. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  0.  I. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Ejnre,  Colonel  H, 
Feilden,  Lieat.-Qen. 

R.  J, 
FeUowe8.W.H. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fiti  -  Wygram,  Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  0.  0. 
Fry,  L, 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

■on- 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent- Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
OiUiat,  J.  8. 
Goldsworthy,  Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E, 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G,  J. 
Gray,  0.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Orotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  B. 
Gordon,  R,  T. 
Hall.  C. 
Halfloy,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastie,  F. 
Hartington,  Manj.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Heath,  A,  B. 
Heatott,  J.  H. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W, 
Hill,  Colonel  B.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holloway,  G. 
Holmes,  right  hon,  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard^  J. 

to 


Howard,  J.  H. 
Hovorth.  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbud,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
H|^hes-HaUstt,  OoL 

Hunt,  v.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  O. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 

Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Jarvia,  A.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
EeUy,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  EUr  J.  H. 
Eenyon,  hon,  Ot,  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King-Harman,  Colonel 
ER. 

EoatchbuU-HogosBen, 

H.T. 
Enowles,  L, 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrance,  J.  0. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E  A.  H. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  B. 
Lewisham,  right  haa. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  B!.  H. 
Long,  W,  H. 
Low,  M. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  U. 
Madnre,  J.  W. 
M'Oalmont,  Captain  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Ool,  J.  W. 
MaUook,  R. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
Ma^'oribanks,  rt.  hon. 

Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £. 
Mayne^  Admiral  B.  0. 
Mills,  hon.  0.  W. 
More,  B.  J. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Uowbmy,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.B. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  0. 
Muncaster,  Loid 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Noble,  W. 
Horns,  E.  S. 
Nortbcoto,  hoo,  H.  8. 
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O'Nnllt  hoa.  B.  T. 
Papot,  Bir  S.  Hk 
PBrkOT^  luni.  F. 
Parker.  0.  S. 
Paalton,  J.  U. 
Pearoe. 
PoUy,  Sir  L. 


Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  koB.  E. 
Sykes,  0. 
Talbot,  J.  a 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
I\>Ufltna(die,  H.  J. 


Vmiou,  Capt^  F.  T.  TomlinBoo,  W,  E.  U. 

Pitt-LeiHs,  O.  Tottenham,  A.  U 

Planket,  i)gU  hm.  D.  Townsend.  F. 

R.  .  Trotter.  H.  J. 

Pomfret,  W.  P.  Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 

Powell,  P.  S.  Vernon,  hon.  G.  K. 

Frioe,  Captain  a.  B.  Vincent,  0.  E.  H. 

Puleston,     a.  Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 

Qnfltw^  W.  O.  'Wsnng,*Ck>lonel  T. 

Baiket.  rb  hon.  H.  0.  Webster,  B.  a 

Kankin,  i.  Weymouth,  Viwwnnt 

Seed,  H.  B.  Wharton,  J.  L. 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W.  White,  J.  B. 

Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  O.  T.  Whitley,  E. 

Bobotson,  J.  P.  B.  Whitmore,  0.  At 

Bom,  a.  H.  WUaon,  Sir  8. 

Boond,  J.  Wodehoim,  B.  B. 

Royden,  T.  B.  Wolmer,  Viaoount 

Rassell.  Sir  Q.  Wood, 

BuBsell,  T.  W.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stoart- 

Saandmoa,  GoL  B.  J.  Wright,  H.  8; 

Sellar,  A.  C.  Wroughton,  P. 

Seton-Karr,  H.  Yoang*  0.  B.  B. 
Sbair-Stowut,  H.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  Wi  TitLiaa. 

Sidebottom,  W.  Dooglaa,  A.  Aken- 

8mith»  rt.  hon.  W.  H.  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Original  Question  put,  and  affre«4  it. 

BoBoldtions  tO  be  reported  To-m0tf9tt, 
Committee  to     again  npen  IPidnei- 

OOHMITtEES.: 
OritrtAt  That  all  Oommittees  bare 
leave  to  sit  daring  the  sittiiig,  and  not>' 
vithstanding  Any  Adjonniment  of  tiie 
House. 

BANKRUPTCY  OF*  ICES  (SITES)  BILL. 
{Mr.  David  Plunktt^  Mr.  Jaektm.) 
[bill  19T.]    BECOHV  BRADUra. 

Order  for  Second  Beadijig  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  ot 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Verritj)  t  la  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  eetxmd  time,  it  is  ouly  neces- 
sary to  ekblain  that  its  obleot  is  to 
auuiorize  the  Office  of  Works  to  pur- 
chase land  close  to  the  BotiJ.  Oourts  of 
Justice,  en  which  to  erect  batldinga  fot 
the  acoommodadon  of  the  Bankraptoy 
Offices. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^'That 
the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  iime,"'^ 
(JTr.  Phenht,) — put,  and  ttgrt^  U. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommtlffd 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Five  Membws, 


Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House 
and  Two  by  the  Committee  of  Betee* 

tion. 

Ordtr^,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  KU, 
tmaentM  two  dear  days  befora  &e  meeting  of 
the  Committee,  be  remred  to  the  GommittM ; 
that  the  Petititmsn  prayinff  to  ba  baud  ky 
themselves,  th^  OosDsal,  mr  Ag«it%  tehesta 
against  the  BilL  aad  OouDSd  Mwd  ta  smot 
of  the  BilL 

Ordmd,  That  the  Oommittoe  hare  peMrls 
send  for  persons,  pep>^  ai>d  nooMs. 
Oritrtdt  Hist  13ine  be  the  qnofmil. 

ISLE  or  HAN  (OnSTOMS)  BttiU 
{Mr.Jaeluon,  Mr.  Chimeaior  of  tA*  AvAiywr.) 

[Bnx  199.]  ssoon>  BJUi»lra. 
Order  for  Seeend  Beading  lohd. 

Uotion  made,  and  QaeBti<M  {kraposed, 
"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  aesond 

time."— (Jfr.  Jaeiton.) 

Bb.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mtd.): 
There  is  a  little  doubt  as  to  the  ebjsd 
of  this  Bill;  perhaps  the  htm*  Qentlc' 
man  will  explain  what  it  is.  ' 

Thb  SfiOIffiTAB7  TO  tbb 
SIJRY  (Mr.  Jaoksoh)  (Leede,  N.]: 
The  object  of  the  BUI  is  atmply  to 
correct  a  difference  which  was  created 
by  the  alteration  of  the  duties  on  wine 
in  the  United  Kingdoni  last  yvar)  it  is 
to  raise  the  strengUi  on  which  the  k»wer 
rate  of  duty  is  paid  from  26  dmves, 
which  is  now  the  limit  in  the  t^e  of 
Man,  to  30  degrees,' which  is  the  limit 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNf  (Tyrotio,  Mid): 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  power  nnder 
which  this  House  legislates  for  the  tele 
of  Man? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  pewctf  <rf  levy, 
ing  duties  is  regulated  by  FatUunent 
The  Isle  of  Man  authorities  oan  nutke 
no  alteration  without  tiie  Baneticm  of  tiiia 

ParUament. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  fa, 

BUI  reads  aeoo&d  time,  knd  mmmHhd 
for  Ta-mom0. 

SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 
fr.  CMttfiU,  JA*.  SiiUUir.  Mr.  tkwttim, 

[box  48.]  moom  asAtom. 

Qrdw  for  Seeend  Beading  nad. 

Mb.  CALDWSLL  (Qlaagow,  St. 
Rollox) :  t  have  to  ask  Uie  Hoube  !• 
rdad  this  BiU  a  second  time,  ttsol^eet 
is  te  enlarge  the  jurisdietioa  «f  tbe 
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'Scotoli  Courts  in  respect  to  small  debts, 
to  simplify  the  procedure,  and  to  reduce 
the  expense.  Since  the  Bill  has  been 
printed,  there  hare  been  several  valu- 
able suggestions  made  regarding  it  by 
both  thepreeent  and  late  Lav  Officers 
of  the  Crown ;  and  it  is  intended  that 
if  the  House  will  assent  to  the  second 
reading,  affirming  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  this  Buggestuns  of  the  Law  Officers 
will  be  given  effect  to  by  Amendments 
of  the  Bul  in  Committee,  and  the  Bill, 
as  80  amended,  will  thereafter  be  re- 
printed. I  hope  tiiat,  aft  the  Bill  has 
received  the  assent  of  the  Law  Officers, 
it  may  now  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time."— (-V*--  Caldietil.) 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Kacdovald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's UniTersities) :  This  is  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  legal  procedure ;  and  tbe  Qo- 
Terament  are  quite  prepared  to  allow  it 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  In  conference 
with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  (Jaldwell),  I 
have  arranged  that  certain  alterations 
■hoold  be  made  in  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  nj^rrW  to. 
Bill  read  a  aeocmdtime,  and  uatmitM 
for  WtiHMiojf. 

PAUPER    LUNATIO    ASYLtHS  (IRB- 
LAND]  (8TJPEBANNTJATI0N)  BILL, 
{Mr.  Cktum,  Mr.  ITiUimm  Oaritt.) 
[bixx  63.]    sEOoim  &badif<i. 
Oi^er  for  Second  Beading  read. 
!Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  This 
ie  a  Bill  to  assimilate  the  law  In  Ireland 
to  that  in  England.   It  carries  ont  the 
recommendations  of  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  which  sat  in  1860 1  it  Also 
carries  ont  the  nnanimons  reeommenda- 
tioDS  of  the  Lunacy  Authorities,  and  I 
brieve  it  has  the  aseent  of  the  Qovem- 
ment    I  hope  it  may  now  be  read  a 
seeond  time.    If  b0|  I  shall  be  quite 
prepared  te  postpobe  the  Oomnuttee 
stage  until  a  fairly  distant  day. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Chanee.) 

Tee  ATTOBNEIT  GENERAL  won 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  TTni- 
versity) :  The  Ghsremment  are  prepared 
to  assent  to  the  second  raadiag,  without 
pledeing  itself  to  the  details  <3  the  Bill, 
on  the  nndentoading  that  ihe  hon.  Gen- 


tleman will  allow  a  reasonable  time  to 
elapse  before  he  takes  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agmi  it. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ammitM 
iot  l^smhy,  19fth  April. 

WATS  AND  MBAirS. 

Cantidend  is  Committer. 

(In  the  C(HBnuttM.) 

1.  Mmh«i,  That  tswudi  nu^iiiff  good  the 
Sapplf  granted  to  Her  H^eily  f<^Ui«  Serrioe 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ut  day  of  Uanh 
1B87,  the  mm  of  £1,281,070  1m  granted  ont  of 
the  Oonaolidated  Fond  of  tiie  United  Kingdom. 

3.  Stm>lV9d^  That  to%ard«  Uaking  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Hi^octy  for  the  Sernoe 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  Mart^ 
1SS8,  the  sum  of  il2,078,800  be  granted  oat  of 
the  Oonaolidated  Fund  of  the  TTnited  Kingdom. 

Heiolulaoni  to  be  reported  To-marraw. 

Conmitteiiesttsgsianpoti  Widnudtig, 

Hooss  a^Joaraed  at  twtato  minotea 

aftw  One  o^dook  p.m. 


HOUSE    OF  LOBDB. 
ZWMAy,  %MMttreht  1687. 


HIIirDI^.1— PoBLio  "BiviM—Firtt  Xtadifif— 
Sberiffii  (Conaolictation)  *  (Ml;  Metchiuit 
^ijn^g  (Fiahing  Boata)  Arts  Amendment* 

C^imiKm— Church  Sites  (OompnlKucy  Powers 

Repeal)  (22),  Mmtittd. 
Jb!poH— Chbrch  Fatrooags  (14-51);  nsinaMr 

Aoti  Amendment  *  (28). 
Tktrd  .fiMA-Nf-Olelw  Lsods*  {46),  miftuii. 

THE  COLONUL  CONFBBENCE-Rtt. 
PBESGNTATION  OF  UALTA. 

QussnoH. 

Eabl  tm  LA  WAItB  asked  the 
UndOT  Secretary  of  State  the  Ocdo- 
aiesi  Whether  Ualta  will  be  i^te- 
sentod  kt  the  a^rooobing  Oolooiai 
Confsrenee ;  and,  u  so,  whether  by  one 
or  mora  rieoted  Uembera  oi  the  Council 
of  GoTemment  P 

The  under  BfiCBETABT  ox 
STATE  (The  Earl  of  Ohsu>w),  in  reply, 
said,  that  Malta  would  not  be  official!^ 
represented  at  the  approaching  Colonial 
Conference,  inasmuch  as  no  special 
Bepresentatire,  as  requested  in  the 
terras  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State's 
(Mr.  Stanhope's)  despatch,  had  be^ 
sent  to  this  country ;  but  core  woulfi 
be  token  that  some  peniM> 
with  and  interested  ii 
present  wlien  any 
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tiiat  Colcmy  oame  under  connderation. 
If  any  elected  Member  of  the  Council 
of  GktTemment  should  express  a  desire 
to  be  invited  on  tilie  opening  day,  an 
appUoation  from  him  would  be  care- 
fully considered,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  tiie  accommodation  in  the  Oon- 
fermce  Boom  would  be  very  limited. 
Owing  to  a  misunderstanding  of  what 
he  said  on  a  previous  day,  in  reply  to 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby),  he  wished  to  make  it  clear  that 
if  any  unofficial  Members  of  any  Colo- 
nial Legislature  were  in  this  country  at 
the  time  of  the  Conference,  preference 
would  be  given  to  them  in  respect  to 
admission,  in  order  that  they  might 
have  the  advantage  of  learning  the 
views  of  Her  Miyes^a  Government. 

OHTTBOH  FATBONAGE  BlLL.-(No.  44.) 
[Tlu  Lard  ArehhiiKop  ofCanUrha^.) 

BXFOBT. 

AmendmentB  r^tarUi  (oooording  to 
Order). 

Olause  2  (Bights  of  alienation). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Arch- 
bishop of  CAnrsEBUBT,  the  following 
Amendment  made : — In  page  1,  line  8, 
leave  out  ("oommenoement"),  and  in- 
sert ("pasnng  "). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Hbb- 
BOHBix,  the  flollowing  Amendments 
madei<~Bi  page  1,  lines  10  and  11, 
leave  out  (''or  until"),  and  insert 
("  unless ") ;  and  in  line  12,  after 
("provided"),  add  ("without  the  ap- 
plicant having  been  inftmned  of  £he 
result  thereof^). 

Lou>  GBIMTHOBFE  moved  the 
canismon  of  the  sub-seolion,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  right  of  patronage  diould 
not  be  sold  until  the  proposed  purchaser 
was  eertified  to  be  a  fit  person  to  possess 
that  right,  or  until  four  months  should 
have  empsed  from  the  date  of  the  appli- 
cation uiereunder  provided  for.  He 
said,  their  Lordships  must  not  suppose 
that  the  £18,000,000,  which  the  OVea- 
Burer  of  Queen  Anne's  Bouaty  told  the 
Gommission  of  1879  was  the  probable 
value  of  all  the  private  patronage,  was 
all  in  the  hands  of  rich  people.  Many 
poor  people,  the  widows  and  daughters 
of  de^Tmen,  had  nothing  to  live  on  but 
the  proceeds  of  advowsons  which  their 
auoestors  had  bon^^t  manv  years  ago. 
It  was  not  even  pretended  tut  tbs  right 


of  patronage  had  been  exercised  badly ; 
and  its  exercise  was  now  to  be  safe- 
guarded to  a  Tray  great  extent.  Al- 
uiough  a  Papist,  a  Jew,  or  an  Atheist  was 
to  be  aUowM  to  present  to  any  living, 
yet  this  sub>seotion  made  eveiy  penon 
who  boup;ht  an  advowson  a  suspected 
or  objectionable  person.  The  measure 
would  give  the  Bishops  greater  power 
than  they  had  possessed  in  any  time  of 
which  we  had  record  in  regard  to  the 
sale  of  livings  and  to  presentations,  and 
the  effect  would  be  to  seriously  diminish 
the  value  of  patronage ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  would  diminish  the  sale  of  ad- 
vowsons. The  only  effect  would  be  that 
a  worse  class  of  purchasers  would  come 
forward.  He  begged  to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  Sub-section  1  of  Olause  2. 

Amendment  mw«(f,  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section l.~~{JU  Lord  Orimihorp§.) 

Thb  Eabl  of  BELBOBNE,  in  oppos- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  he  held  that 
it  was  necessary  to  provide  some  seoniity 
against  the  free  traffic  in  next  presenta- 
tions.  He  contended  that  the  abolition 
of  the  scandals  that  now  attended  the 
sale  of  patronage  would  produce  a  better 
class  01  purchasers. 

Amendment  negativtd. 

Th>  Bishop  of  LIOHFIELD,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  insert 
the  following  new  sub-section  to  Olause 
2:— 

"  The  Nle  of  any  right  of  psteoiuge  shall  not 
be  valid  within  a  period  of  nre  yoan  from  the 
dste  at  which  the  s^d  right  of  pstruisge  dull 
weriooily  have  been  wdd,  nnloM  on  nw^siiin  <rf 
the  deaOi  of  tiw  pstnm  for  tiw  time  being." 

sud,  tliat,  in  dxaag  so,  he  wished  to  out 
at  die  root  of  t£e  scandals  existing, 
and  to  put  an  end  to  jobbing  in  livings ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  to  protect  the 
rights  of  bond  purchasers. 

Amendment  mevM^  in  pi^  1,  line  12, 
after  ("provided")  insert  as  a  new  sub- 
section— 

"  3.  Tbo  mis  of  any  right  of  patronage  ihaU 
not  be  valid  within  a  period  of  uTe  yean  froni 
the  date  at  which  the  nid  right  of  patmoaga 
■hall  previooaly  hare  been  eold,  onlaai  on  oooa- 
sion  of  the  death  of  the  patron  for  the  time 
being."— Lord  Buhep  e/Liclf/Ud.) 

The  paymaster  OENEEAL  (Earl 
BxAucHAMp)  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  new  sub-section  went  too  fiur, 
and  that  the  object  of  the  Amentdment 
might  be  better  seonred  by  amendtag 
Sab-flsotion  10.  ^ 
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The  Eabl  OFHAEBOWBTsaid,  that 
he  fully  appreciated  the  object  of  the 
right  rer.  Frelate ;  bat  thought  tliat  it 
would  be  wiser  to  leave  this  matter  to 
the  discretion  of  the  OommiBeion. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said,  he 
was  willing  to  do  soj  if  the  question 
could  be  dealt  with  by  the  Oommission ; 
but,  as  he  was  advised,  that  Body,  as 
constituted  under  the  Bill,  would  not  be 
able  to  deal  with  it.  He  felt  that,  unless 
some  such  limitation  as  the  one  he  pro- 
posed was  inserted,  they  had  done  but 
Terr  litUe  to  put  down  the  traffic  of  the 
jobber  in  advowsons.  He  hoped  that 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
secured  in  some  form  or  another. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Archbishop 
of  Oaittsbbubt,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made: — In  line  16,  after  ("of") 
insert  ("  the  chancellor  of  the  diocese  "), 
and  aitw  ("archdeacon")  leave  out 
("the  chancellor  of  the  diocese  ")  and 
insert  ("  of  the  archdeaconry");  in 
line  17,  after  ("rural  dean")  insert 
of  the  rural  deanery  in  which  the 
nefloe  is  situated");  and  in  page  2, 
line  21,  leave  out  ("oommencaaent") 
and  insert  "passing"), 

OlaQse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop  of 
LosDONf  the  following  new  clause 
agreed  to,  and  nAlftf  to  the  Bill : — 

lit  ihsll  not  be  Isirfnl  for  anj  penon  who 
■ball  purchase  any  advowKm  or  «aj  right  to  a 
presentation  to  a  Donefice,  afterwaroa,  on  anjr 
avoidance  thereof,  to  offer  himself  to  the  bishop 
for  admission  or  institution  thereto;  and  the 
Act  of  the  thirteenth  year  of  Queen  Anne,  chap  • 
ter  eleven,  intituled  '  An  Act  for  the  better 
maintenance  of  curates  vithin  the  Church  of 
England,  and  for  preventing  ecclesiastical  per- 
sons from  baying  the  next  avoidance  of  any 
church  preferment,*  iball,  as  regards  any  pur- 
chase after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  bereados  if 
the  words  'advowson  of  or  any  right  of  presenta- 
tion *  wers  labstitated  for  the  words  '  next 
avoidinoB  td  or  piesentatiai '  in  Ute  said  Act." 

EulOOWPEB,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  Olanse  14, 
and  insert  a  new  clause  in  lien  thereof, 
said}  he  had  fully  argued  the  question 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Oommittee,  and  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  by  repeating 
tiwee  ailments* 

Amendment  mved,  to  leave  out 
OlaitM  14.— Cwper.) 


Tee  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  the 
noble  Earl  proposed  to  do  two  different 
things — ^to  leave  out  Clause  14  and  to 
insert  tho  new  olanso.  But  there  waa 
nothing  in  Olause  14,  or  in  the  new 
clause,  which  renderod  it  necessary 
that  Clause  14  should  be  omitted  before 
the  new  clause  was  inserted.  The  two 
clauses  should  be  considered  separately. 

Thb  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
the  dause  about  to  be  moved  by  the 
noble  Earl  behind  him  (Earl  Oowper) 
would  cover  everything  in  Olause  14, 
besides  remedying  certain  defects  in 
that  clause.  He  thought  that  service 
by  post  of  the  representation  was  quite 
sumoient,  and  that  pwsonal  service  in 
oases  of  that  kind  was  nnneoeasaiy. 

Ameudment  agreed  to  ;  clause  Ufi  wii 

accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Oowpib 
the  following  new  clause  inserted 

*'  On  a  representation  being  made  to  the 
bishop  b;r  <u>y  three  parishioners,  by  writing 
under  their  hands,  that  any  incumb^t  on^t, 
on  the  ground  that  he  haa  for  the  three  yean 
last  preceding  been  ineapacitated  by  continuing 
mental  or  bodily  infirmity  from  the  due  per- 
formance at  hia  duties,  to  retire  from  his  bene- 
fice, it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  bishop,  if  he 
see  fit,  to  cause  a  commission  to  be  issued  in 
manner  and  form  provided  in  the  Incumbents 
Basignation  Act,  1871,  and  that  Act  shall  apply 
in  all  respects  as  if  the  said  representation  had 
been  a  representation  by  the  incumbent  himself 
in  pursuance  of  the  fifth  section  of  that  Act : 
Provided,  that  one  month  at  least  before  issahig 
any  such  oommission,  the  bishop  shall  cause  a 
copy  of  such  representation  to  be  sent  by  post 
to  such  incumbent,  addressed  to  him,  either  at 
any  place  where  he  may  happen  to  be  for  the 
time  residing,  or  at  the  house  of  residence  of 
his  benefice. ' 

Ths  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
he  would  not  propose  the  new  olause 
which  stood  in  his  name,  but  would  take 
another  occasion  of  raising  the  question 
embodied  in  the  clause,  which  was  that 
it  should  be  lawful  for  any  patron  to 
present  or  collate,  and  for  the  Bishop  to 
institute  or  license,  a  presentee  to  any 
benefice  for  a  limited  term  of  years  not 
being  less  than  five  years. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Arch- 
bishop of  Castrkbvry  the  following 
Amendment  made : — In  page  7,  line  88, 
leave  outf^  (  "of  ")  to  (  "shall"  )ia 
line  41,  and  insert— 

("The  Act  of  the  Hint 

labjeot  to  the^HIV 

Frorided  also  ^r. 


named  and  damribed  in  any  aach  engagement 
ahall  be  a  person  then  nnder  seventeen  vean  of 
age ;  but  it  ia  hereby  provided  that  uia  ad> 
£tioa.") 

Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  TWiAw  next; 
and  to  be  j»rifiM  as  amended.  (No.53.) 

OHUEOH  SiraS  (00MPUL60BT  POWBBfi 
REPEAL)  BUJi— (No.  22.) 
(2^  Lord  Bithop  of  Zie^td.) 
OOyUITTKZ. 

Ord^  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
ppt  into  Oommittee  read. 

Tbm  Bishop  ot  LIOHFIELD,  in 
moving  that  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Oommittee  upon  the  said 
Bill,  said,  that  its  objeot  was  to  remoTo 
&om  the  Statute  liook  an  enactment 
which  concerned  the  Church  of  England 
alone,  and  enabled  it  compulsorily  to 
acquire  sites  for  churches,  ^he  Act  was 
passed  70  years  ago,  when  a  great 
deal  of  ohnnsh  builiung  was  going  on 
throughout  the  country ;  but  horn  that 
date  to  the  present  time,  in  only  one  in- 
stance, and  that  within  his  own  diocese, 
had  it  erer  been  put  in  oparatioa.  He 
did  not  bdiere  tlut  theva  was  any 
chance  of  the  Act  being  erer  again  made 
use  of,  and  on  that  ground  it  ought  to 
be  removed  from  the  Statute  Book,  In 
addition  to  that  there  ifu  no  doubt  that 
the  existenoe  of  the  Aat  fumiehed  a 
serious  and  continual  grievance  to  Non- 
confomuBtt ;  and  it  was  frequently 
stated  in  pubHo  that  it  was  unjust  that 
the  Ohuron  of  England  should  possess 
this  power.  The  Church  of  England 
did  not  seek  any  special  privileges  of 
this  kind,  nor  did  it  need  any  such 
powCTS  to  be  granted  to  it,  as  it  had 
suffloient  influence  to  obtain  all  the  sites 
it  required.  The  Church  only  desind 
the  same  freedom  to  build  as  was  en- 
jojvl  bv  other  BodicB,  and  had  no  wish 
that  this  enaotment  should  remaiii  on 
the  Statute  Book. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee."— (TjW  LortI 
BUhop  of  Li^jm,) 

Thb  Eabl  or  EIMBEBLE7  said, 
that  he  could  not  hdp  flaeling  some 
doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  House 
going  into  Oommittee  on  the  Bill.  As 
far  as  he  could  make  out,  it  was  not 
said  that  any  harm  had  resulted  from 
tbe  Act  proposed  to  be  repealed,  but 
only  fliat  it  had  been  put  in  oprntion 


on  only  one  occasion.  But  the  second, 
and  he  imagined  the  chief,  reason  why 
the  Bill  was  introduced  was,  that  the 
Act  afibrded  some  ground  of  complaint 
to  Nonconformists.  He  did  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  a  general  Act 
should  be  passed,  giving  oompulsoiy 
powers  for  the  purchase  of  sites  to  aU 
religious  Bodies ;  but  stall,  if  the  present 
measure  were  to  become  law,  while  the 
particular  grievance  arising  out  of  the 
exceptional  treatment  of  Hoa  Church  of 
Engwod  was  removed,  the  complaints 
of  other  relieioua  communities  would 
be  left  utttouohed.  He  ^ught,  there- 
fore, that,  A>  &c  object  of  the  Bill  was 
rather  to  remove  an  argument  than  a 
grievance,  in  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England  itself  this  matter  had  far 
better  be  left  alone. 

LoBD  OHIUTHOBPE  said,  he  also 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  unneoessary. 
It  was  founded  on  an  altogether  mia- 
taken  assumption,  which  was  put  for- 
ward in*'another  place,"  as  an  uouse 
a  Bill  to  enable  Dissenters  to  seise  land 
anywhere  to  build  chapels;  that  the 
Church  had  that  power  under  the  Acts 
named  in  the  Sonedule  to  the  Bill,  of 
which  the  first  was  in  1818,  and  the  last 
of  the  Amending  Aots  in  1881.  Tha 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  said  that  tha 
Eooleaiastioal  Oommisuoners — whoaltma 
had  the  power  to  take  land  by  tins  so* 
called  compulsory  purchase — Lad  dona 
so  once ;  but  he  could  add,  from  the  in- 
formation of  their  secretary,  that  in  that 
one  case  they  had  not  acted  in  invttum; 
and  he  was  quite  sure  that  they  never 
could  or  would.  The  Aots  contained  none 
of  the  old-establiahed  machinery  or  proper 
words  for  that  purpose,  but  only  enabled 
the  Commissioners  to  get  over  all  diffi- 
culties of  absence,  bad  titles,  and  the 
like.  Beudes  that,  he  could  show,  if 
the  Bill  wmt  into  Committee,  that  it 
went  too  far,  and  destroyed  some  really 
useful  powers  for  no  objeot  whatevw. 
He  was  not  present  when  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time,  or  he  shoiUd  hava 
nven  their  Lordships  that  inibrmation 
&en.   

LoBD  HERSOHEIX  said,  that  tUs 
Bill  would  perpetuate  an  inequali^  be* 
tween  the  CSiuroh  of  England  and  other 
religious  denominationa. 

On  Question  f  Aw(pwf  in  tha 
iw0. 
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LAW  AKB  JUSTICE  riRELAND)-THE 
AHHEST  OF  FATHER  KELLER. 
QUaSTIOH.  OBBBBVl-TIONS. 

Thb  Eabx  of  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  oiroum- 
stances  in  connection  with  the  committal 
to  prison  of  Father  Keller,  and  to  ask| 
Wnether  the  prison  rules  ordiiuuily  ap- 
plied to  persons  committed  for  contempt 
of  Court  are  to  be  applied  in  Father 
Keller's  ease;  and,  u  not,  for  what 
reason  ftnjr  relaxation  was  to  be  ^er- 
iqitted  f  said,  that  the  case  had  esoited 
eonuderable  attention  both  in  Ireland 
and  on  this  side  of  the  Channel,  and  re- 
ports had  appeared  in  various  news- 
papers as  to  the  treatment  of  Father 
teller  by  the  Qovemment,  and  for  this 
reason  he  thought  it  desirable  to  ask  the 
Qoremment  their  intentions  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  He  wished,  in  a  very  few 
worde,  to  recall  to  their  Lordships*  atten- 
tion the  events  which  had  led  to  the 
arrest  of  Father  EeUer.  In  the  latter 
part  of  last  year  the  tenants  on  the  Fon- 
sonby  estate,  at  Youghal,  had  adopted 
the  Flan  of  Oampa^,  and  paid  ueir 
rente  to  a  eertain  person.  Amongst 
other  persons  having  a  knowledge  of 
the  oiroamstances  was  Father  Keller, 
who  was  also  parish  priest  of  Toughal. 
In  the  Coyrt  the  ordinary  course  of  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  against  the  tenants, 
and  one  named  Patrick  O'Brien  was 
made  a  bankrupt.  Father  Keller  was 
called  upon  to  give  evidence  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  in  Dublin  last  week, 
but  he  refused  to  attend.  A  summons 
was  served  upon  him  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  when  he  failed  to  appear  a 
warrant  was  issued  for  his  apprenenuon. 
He  was  apprehended  by  a  messenger  of 
the  Co^rt,  and  on  Saturday  last  he  at- 
tended the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  Dublin. 
When  be  was  called  he  refused  to  answer 
the  questions  put  to  him,  a&d  he  did  so 
on  the  gronnd  that  they  related  to  mat- 
ter! which  had  been  commanicated  to  him 
secretly  and  in  confidence  in  his  capacity 
of  priest.  Ot  course,  he  (the  £arl  of 
Oamperdown)  did  not  need  to  a^ue  be- 
fore their  liordships  that  that  was  a 
state  of  things  which  could  not  for  a 
moment  be  allowed,  and  perhaps  the 
best  answer  that  could  be  nven  to  the 
contention  was  given  by  me  learned 
Judge.  Judge  Boyd  thereupon  told  him 
that,  if  witneeses  weire  allowed  to  refuse 
to  aoswer  qneetunis  put  to  them'npon 


such  a  ground  the  whole  object  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  might  be  defeated  by 
the  simple  expedient  of  getting  a  priest 
to  occupy  a  position  of  trust  with  respect 
to  the  property  of  the  bankrupt.  Not- 
withstanding this  remark  of  the  learned 
Judge,  however,  Fqther  Keller  refused 
to  answer  the  questions  put  to  him,  and 
accordingly  he  was  committed  to  prison 
for  contempt  of  Court.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Oamperdown]  thought  tbat,  in  the  first 
place,  this  contention  of  Father  Kcdler 
could  not  be  allowed.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  if  a  Home  Bule  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  established  in  Dublin, 
judging  from  the  way  in  which  the 
Nationalists  had  behaved  at  every 
town  along  the  railway  from  Cork 
to  Dublin,  it  was  very  likely  such 
a  pririle^  as  that  claimed  by  Father 
Keller  might  be  allowed ;  but  as  lon^  as 
these  countries  remained  the  United 
Kingdom  of  QtBOt  Britain  such  a  claim 
wonld  never  be  submitted  to  by  Pariii^ 
ment  or  by  the  country.  He  now  came 
to  the  point  of  his  Question,  which  was, 
whether  the  present  rules  ordinarily 
applied  to  persons  oommitted  for  con- 
tempt of  Court  were  to  be  applied  in 
Father  Keller's  case ;  and,  if  not,  for 
what  reason  any  relaxation  of  them 
to  be  permitted  ?  He  put  that  Question 
in  consequence  of  what  he  had  read  in 
the  newspapers.  He  put  it  to  their 
Lordships  that  if  ever  there  was  a  case 
in  which  the  ordinary  prison  discipline 
and  rules  ought  to  be  enforced  it  was 
the  present  one.  In  the  first  place  Fa^er 
Keller  had  committed  a  contempt  of 
Court  in  the  ordinary  manner;  and  he 
had  been  committed  to  prison  in  the 
ordinary  manner ;  and  therefore,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  there  waa  nothing  peculiar 
in  the  circumstances  of  his  case  that 
called  for  any  relaxation  of  the  ordinary 

frison  discipline.  In  the  next  place, 
'ather  Keller  might  purge  himself  of 
his  eontempt  at  any  moment,  and  might 
oome  forth  ftom  prison  at  any  time  he 
ohose.  There  ware,  however,  under 
the  droumetancee  of  the  ease,  special 
reasons  that  made  it,  in  his  opinion, 
peculiarly  undesirable  that  any  extra- 
ordinary leniency  should  be  exhibited 
towards  Father  Keller.  In  the  first 
place,  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  Father  Keller's  imprisonment  had 
been  used  as  means  for  promoting  so 
many  National  League  demonstrations 
thronghont  Ireland.     When  Father 
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Keller  was  arrested  he  was  conveyed 
to  Dublin  by  a  alow  train.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  open  to  question 
whether  it  was  wise  to  allow  Father 
£eller  to  travel,  not  by  the  proper 
train,  but  by  a  later  and  a  slower 
one,  so  as  to  give  time  for  demonstra- 
tions and  meeting  to  be  organized  all 
along  the  route  between  Gotk  and  Dub- 
lin. Their  Lordships  would  remember 
that  such  demonstrations  took  place 
everywhere.  At  one  place  Father  Keller 
was  greeted  by  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel, 
and  at  Dublin  he  was  met  by  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  several  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  on  this  occaeion  language  of 
a  very  turgid  character  was  used  for  the 
purpose  0?  bringing  the  law,  and  the 
persons  appointm  to  administer  the  law, 
uto  oontempt.  For  his  part  he  thought, 
if  they  vere  to  oariy  on  the  Govern- 
ment, they  could  not  allow  the  law  and 
the  Judges  to  be  brought  into  contempt. 
He  was  convinced  that,  in  the  peculiar 
state  of  things  in  Ireland,  it  was  most 
unwise  to  allow  the  law  to  be  brought 
into  oontempt.  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  was  a  member  of  the  Prisons 
Yisiting  Committee,  and  as  such  he  had 
already  visited  the  prisoner.  There  was 
another  reason  why  the  prison  regula- 
tions should  not  be  relaxed  in  this  case. 
A  statement  had  been  made  in  the  news- 
papers— he  did  not  know  whether  it  was 
correct  or  not — to  the  effect  that  Father 
Keller  had  applied  to  be  attended  in 
prison  by  a  physician  not  bdonging  to 
the  gaol,  but  who  was  notoriously 
connected  with  the  National  League. 
The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  had  t^en 
the  earliest  opportunity  he  could  find  of 
identifying  lumself  with  Father  Keller 
~he  luid  met  faim  at  the  station,  and 
the  next  day  Father  Keller,  accom- 
panied by  the  Lord  Mayor  and  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  was  driven  in 
the  Lord  Mayor's  carriage  to  the  Oourt, 
and  Father  Keller  entered  the  Court  in 
company  of  the  Archbishop  of  Dublinand 
the LordMayor;  butafterwardstheLord 
Mayor  took  a  course  which  he  (the  Earl 
of  Oamperdown)  had  observed  many 
Irish  patriots  take  in  similar  circum- 
stances. He  had  watched  the  papers  to 
see  whether,  when  Father  Keller  was 
removed  to  prison,  he  was  accompanied 
by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin ;  but  the 
Ii(nd  Mayor  had  been  much  too  wise  to 
aowmipany  Father  Keller  on  that  journ^ 

Th$3£arl9f  (Uii^tnhm 


to  prison.  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
was  perf  ectfy  ready  to  enconra^  Fatiier 
Keller  to  resist  the  law  and  bnng  it  into 

contempt ;  but  as  soon  as  there  was  any 
danger  to  himself  of  incurring  any  in* 
convenience  by  opposing  the  law  he  very 
wisely  desisted  from  doing  anything  fur- 
ther. The  LordMayor  of  Dublin  was  one 
of  the  Prisons  Yisiting  Committee,  and 
is  was  quite  plain  what  course  he  would 
take,  and  that  he  would  do  everything 
in  bispowerto  relax prisondiscipline,  and 
to  make  the  treatment  of  Father  Keller 
aelittledisagreeable  as  possible.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  hoped  this  would 
be  prevented,  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to 
do  so.  He  was  quite  convinced  that  if  the 
Qovemment  in  this  case  displayed  any 
want  of  firmness,  or  allowed  any  reJaxation 
of  the  rules,  their  motives  would  be  mis- 
interpreted and  misrepresented  exactly 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  action  of  Uie 
law  had  been  misrepresented  throughout 
Ireland.  It  had  been  stated  far  and 
wide  in  Ireland  that  Father  Keller  had 
been  put  in  prison  because  he  would  not 
betray  his  duty  and  trust  as  a  OathoUc 
priest.  Of  course,  there  was  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  that  assertion.  If 
there  was  any  want  of  firmness  in  the 
treatment  of  Father  Keller  in  prison,  it 
would  be  said  that  it  was  from  fear 
of  the  Nationalist  Party.  The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by  asking  the  QuesUon 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

The  LORD  PEIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Caoooak),  in  reply,  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Earl  (ti^e  Earl  of  Oamper- 
down) had  stated  with  accuracy  tiie 
earlier  circumstances  connected  with 
the  case  of  Father  Keller.  But  he 
could  inform  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
Executive  Government  and  the  Police 
Authorities  had  nothing  whatever  to  I 
do  with  the  journey  of  Father  Keller 
having  been  undertaken  in  a  slow  in- 
stead of  a  fast  train.  The  arrange- 
ments for  the  journey  were  under  the  I 
direction  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  ' 
whose  messenger  was  sent  to  bring 
Father  Keller  to  Dublin.  "With  regwS 
to  the  Question  asked  by  the  noble 
Karl,  the  rules  which  were  applied  to 
prisoners  for  contempt  were  to  be  ap- 
plied in  this  case.  These  roles  em- 
powered the  Yisiting  Justices  to  make 
certain  relaxations  in  parUculu  oaaeSp 
and  application  was  made,  on  behalf  of 
Father  Keller,  by  the  GoTeroor  of  thf 
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prison  for  some  of  those  relaxations 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  grant.  It  might  interest  the 
noble  Earl  if  he  read  the  requests. 
Father  Keller  requested  that  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  mass  daily  in  his  cell. 
That  was  granted,  subject  to  the  ap* 

froTal  of  uie  Boiud.  He  requested  to 
e  allowed  to  see  more  than  two  nsitors 
for  more  than  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
daily.  He  was  allowed  to  see  three 
persona  for  half  -  an-  hour.  Father 
Keller  also  asked  to  hare  Dr.  Kenny 
as  his  medical  attendant.  The  Oom- 
xnittee  hod  not  power  to  grant  that 
request.  He  asked  to  have  ^r  hours' 
exercise,  and  to  be  furnished  with  a  fire 
and  bed  clothes.  These  requests  were 
granted.  He  then  requested  that  he 
might  be  supplied  with  two  daily  and 
two  weekly  papers,  and  with  periodicals, 
the  daily  papers  being  The  IVeeman'a 
Journal  and  Tht  Pall  Mall  Ga%etta^  and 
the  weekly  Tk»  Nation  and  IXnittd  Ire- 
land. He  was  to  be  allowed  one  Dublin 
daily  paper,  one  weekly  paper,  one 
XiOndon  paper,  one  local  paper,  and 
periodicals.  He  asked  to  be  allowed  to 
provide  himself  with  food  from  outside 
and  to  wear  his  own  clothes.  That  was 
granted.  Finally,  he  asked  to  be  sup- 
plied with  Booh  stimulants  as  the  doctor 
might  think  necessary,  and  to  be  allowed 
to  use  snuff.  This  was  granted.  The 
signatures  appended  to  these  orders 
were  those  of  the  Lord  M^or,  Mr. 
Ion  Hamilton,  and  two  other  Justices — 
Mr.  Godley  and  Colonel  Hartley,  He 
could  assure  their  Lordships  that  all 
these  relaxations  were  such  as,  accord- 
ing to  the  prison  rules,  the  Committee 
were  entitled  to  grant,  and  that  no  ex- 
ceptional facilities  and  no  "  extra- 
ordiuary  procedure  "  would  be  permitted 
in  this  case. 

SHEBI77S    (oOKSOLIDATIOn)   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  lav  relaUng  to  the 
office  of  Sheriff  in  England,  aod  to  repeal  cer- 
tain enactmenta  relating  to  Bherillii  vhich  have 
ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have  become  unneoei- 
Bory— Wafl  presmtid  by  TheJLord  Chancellor  ; 
read  1>.  (No.  fiO.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
SOTen  o'clock,  till  Thursday 
next,  s  quarter  past 
Ten  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
JWMAiy,  i2nd  March,  1867. 


MIMTTTES.]— Sdfplt— wnnifarAitit  CommittM 

—Bmlutiim  [Uarch  SI]  nported. 
Wats  uxt>  "httkw—wtuiiend  in  Ommitiet— 

Jteiolulions  [Uarch  31]  reported. 
Pdblio    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  !).• 


Q  rrssTioNS. 


SCOTLAND- CBOFTEBS'  COMUISBTON— 
VALUERS  AND  A83BSS0BS— APPLI- 
CATIONS. 

Db.  OLAItE  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Qoremment  to  appoint  Talners  and 
assessors  to  assist  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission ;  if  he  will  lay  a  Beturn  upon 
the  Table,  giving  the  number  of  appli- 
cations to  the  Court,  and  the  number  of 
decisions  made  up  till  1st  Maroh;  and, 
when  the  first  annual  Report  of  the 
Commission  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Tub  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Mi-OBOHAij))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  TTniversities),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Government  had  no  power  to  appoint 
valuers  and  assessors  to  assist  the 
Crofters*  Commission.  This  poww  wa& 
by  Section  20  of  theCrofteis' Act,  vested 
in  ^e  Commissioners  themselves.  The 
Commissioners  were  bound  by  Section  1 8 
to  issue  a  Beport  in  every  year  after  the 
first  year,  and  they  could  not  yet  say 
when  their  first  Eeport  would  be  ready. 
As  regarded  the  Heturn  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Member,  the  Commissioners  were 
of  opinion  that  such  a  Betum  would  be 
misleading  at  the  present  time,  as  ave^ 
large  number  of  cases  were  far  advanced, 
although  decisions  have  not  yet  been 
given ;  and  the  decisions  were  in  many 
cases  delayed  at  the  request  of  the  parties 
themselves. 

WAR  OFFICE-OFPICIAL  STATEMENT 
—ALLEGED  DEFICIENOT  OF  £<M,73« 
—NAVAL  OBDNANOE. 

Mb.  H.  F.  pease  (York,  N.E., 
Cleveland)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  with  reference  to  the  War 

Office  Official  Statement,  which  appsared 
in  Use  Ti'"i'.'^  rnii^  othnTT^ttpra'^  'm  the  lat 
of  1     ^  /   til  .i  some 

I. .  iiL'l-  have 


been  Toted  for  guns  for  the  Navy  and 
spent  hy  the  War  0£Sce,  but  th^t  no 
guns  hare  been  supplied  to  the  Fleet  in 
coosequenoe,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  Mr.  Burdett's  letters, 
published  in  TTie  Timet  on  the  3rd  and 
aist  of  January  and  the  24th  of  Feb- 
roarj,  showing  a  total  money  deficiency 
of  £686.785,  and  also  year  by  year  the 
ordnance  aptaally  manufactured  and 
supplied  by  the  War  Deparba}ent  to  the 
Navy,  compared  with  tiie  estimated 
value  of  guns,  iron  and  steel,  taken 
credit  for  yearly  issue  from  store  in  the 
War  Offioe  Bstimates  for  1877-8  to 
1888-4;  uid,  whether  these  figures  are 
correct  f 

Thb  STIRVETOB  general  op 
OHDNANCE  (Mr.  Noethoote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  two  Eeturas 
quoted  in  the  Correspondence  to  which 
my  attention  has  been  called  do  not  refer 
to  the  same  class  of  subjects.  The  one 
dated  May  12,  1884,  indndes  only  ex- 
penditure on  certain  n&w  guns  menu- 
faotuved  for  naval  use  ;  while  the  other, 
whidi  is  taken  &om  the  annual  Esti- 
mates, represents  the  value  of  guna  to  be 
issued  Stom  store.  UcnroTer,  machine 
guns  are  induded  in  the  latter  case, 
while  t^ey  ore  not  included  in  the 
Beturoof  1884. 

LAW  AND  FOUOE   (SCOTLAND) -AB- 
BEOATH   FOLIOB   GOtJBT  —  JAKES 

BENNETT. 

Mb.  LACAITA  (Dundee)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  James 
Bennett,  before  the  Arbroath  Police 
Oourt  on  the  3?th  of  February  last; 
whether  it  is  true  that  Bennett  was  sen- 
tenced to  60  days,  for  having  been  iu 
the  High  Street  of  Arbroath  after  11 
o'clock  on  a  3aturday  night ;  and,  if  so, 
undsr  what  (danse  of  what  Statute  it  is 
wiminal  to  be  in  a  public  street  after  1 1 
o*dk)ok ;  wliether  Bennett  was  ready  to 

So  home  at  once,  Iiad  he  been  wameid  to 
0  so  by  the  constable  who  apprehended 
him ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Selby, 
obthier,  of  Arbroath,  deponed  that, 
having  employed  Bennett  for  two  months 
during  1 886,  he  had  found  him  regular 
in  his  attendance,  and  honest ;  and, 
whether  any  evidence  was  given  to  show 
that  Bennett's  conduct  hi^  been  other 
than  honest  whilst  in  Mr.  Selby's  em- 
ployment, or  at  toy  other  time  during 
th0  last  18  mcmthsf 


Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdoitald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  James  Bennett  was 
apprehended  on  the  26th  of  February, 
and  ou  the  28th  of  February  he  was 
sentenced  to  60  days'  imprisonment  in 
Arbroath  Police  Oourt.  He  was  charged 
under  the  15th  section  of  the  Prevention 
of  Crimes  Act,  1871,  by  which  any  sus- 
pected person  or  reputed  thief,  frequent- 
ing any  street  with  intent  to  eommit  a 
theft,  may  be  apprehended  and  com- 
mitted to  prison,  with  hard  labour,  for 
a  period  not  ezoeeding  three  months. 
The  presiding  magistrate  was  satisfied 
that  felonious  intent  was  established, 
Bennett  has  all  the  charwiieristicB  of  a 
suspect.  Between  1868  and  the  present 
date  he  has  been  convicted  more  than 
20  times — in  the  Criminal  Oourte  in 
Dundee  nine  times  of  serious  offences, 
and  seven  times  of  theft,  one  of  these 
thefts  being  by  housebreaking.  He  has 
also  been  n^uently  convicted  in  other 
places.  He  came  to  Arbroath  from 
Dundee  about  a  year  ago.  He  worked 
for  Mr,  Selby  in  June  and  July  last;  but 
Mr.  Selby  gave  no  eTideQoe,as  stated  in 
the  Quest^.  Except  for  Uiose  two 
months  he  has  had  no  lawAil  means  of 
subsistence,  and  he  was  notorious  as 
assooiatiug  with  ^eves  and  badohaiae- 
ters.  On  the  night  in  question  he  was 
found  going  in  a  direction  which  led 
away  from  his  residence.  It  was  sus- 
pected that  he  was  watching  an  oppor- 
tunity to  commit  theft,  and  he  was  ar- 
rested. I  cannot  tell  whether  his  frame 
of  mind  would  have  led  him  to  go  home 
if  told  to  do  so.  Evidence  of  Bennett's 
previous  character  was  full^  laid  before 
t^e  magistrate,  and  this  evidence  could 
not  be  in  favour  of  his  mode  of  life 
during  the  last  18  months;  though,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  no  absolute  ^ai^ 
of  dishonesty  has  been  made  against  him 
during  tiiat  period.  He  was  twice  re- 
cently suspected  of  assault  and  robbwy, 
and  in  January  last  was  apprehended 
on  one  of  the  char^^  The  report  in 
the  newspapers,  which  seemed  to  £i»m 
the  basis  of  the  Question,  was  xnoet  in- 
accurate. 

POST  OFFIOE— LEASEHOLD 
INSUBANOE. 

OoLONBL  MAEINS  (Essex,  S.E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
will  consider  the  practicability,  and,  if 
ptaotioal,  the  adrisability,  of  laatitating 
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in  connection  with  the  Oeneral  Foat 
Office,  a  system  of  National  insurance, 
hj  the  tMue  of  policies  to  secure  the 
retam  of  the  Talue  of  leasehold  pre- 
mises to  iniarers  on  the  termination  of 
their  leases,  so  as  to  enable  thrifty  arti- 
sans and  othen  to  set  atide  a  safely 
invested  dnking  land  to  recoup  their 
outlay  on  houses  or  shops  (including 
goodwill)  when  the  leases  fall  in  t 

Ths  POSTUASTER  general  (If r. 
lUixu)  (Oambiidge  UniTersity) :  I 
have  oonsidered  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  but  do  not 
think  that  it  would  be  adrisable  for  the 
Goremment  to  apply  to  Farliammt  for 
legislative  sanction  to  enable  it  to  em- 
bark in  such  a  business  as  that  to  which 
he  refers.  The  scheme  oould  only  be 
attempted  through  the  medium  ox  the 
Post  Office  Barings  Bank;  and,  if 
adopted,  would  inToIve  for  a  specific 
purpose  the  aboUtiou  of  the  limita  now 
imposed  by  law  in  regaM  to  the  amounts 
wluiih  oau  be  d^pooited  in  the  Boat  Office 
9ftT)ogeBank. 

B0ADWAT8  AND  STREETS  (METRO- 
F0U8)-0ANTEBBUBT  BOAD,  OAH- 
BERWELL 

Ua.  BAUUANN  (Camberwell.  Peok- 
ham)  asked  the  Ohainnan  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have  or- 
dered the  Oanterbury  Boad,  situate  be- 
tween the  parishes  of  St.  Giles's,  0am- 
berwell,  and  St.  raul's,  Deptford,  should 
be,  for  the  purpose  of  paring,  under  the 
ezcluaiTe  management  of  the  Yeatry  of 
Camberwell ;  whether  the  Metropolitan 
Board  hare  ordwed  and  directed  in 
what  proportions  the  cost  of  paring  and 
making  the  roadway  should  be  borne 
hj  the  GambenreU  Yeetry  and  the 
Greenwich  District  Board ;  whether  he 
Is  aware  that  Oantwbuiy  Boad  is  still 
unpaved  and  an  insanitary  swamp ; 
and,  whether  the  MetropoUtan  Bourd 
of  Works  will  compel  the  Local  Autho- 
rities  to  put  the  road  into  a  proper  con- 
dition ? 

The  OHAIBMAN(Sir  JjunsM'GxasL- 
Hooo)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) :  The  posi- 
tion of  the  parishes  of  St.  Giles,  0am- 
berwell,  and  St.  Paul,  Deptford,  with 
reference  to  the  Oanterbury  Boad,  is 
one,  I  am  informed,  of  considerable 
legal  difficulty ;  but,  aa  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Board  made  an  Order  on  July  81, 
188A,  vesting  the  oara  and  maaagemant 


of  the  whole  road  in  the  Vestry  of  St, 
Giles,  OamberweU,  with  the  direction 
that  ODC'half  of  the  expense  of  the 
maintenance  and  rqtair  should  be  paid 
by  the  District  of  Greenwich  to  the 
Vestry  of  OamberweU.  The  Metro- 
politan Board  is  adrised  that  it  is  for 
tb.e  Yestry  of  OamberweU  to  enforce  the 
terms  of  this  Order,  and  take  steps  to 
recoyer  from  the  District  Boara.  of 
Greenwich  their  share  of  such  expense; 
and  I  am  afraid  that  the  Board  has  no 
power  to  more  fnrth»  in  the  matter. 

NAVY  —  DOCKTABDS  —  DISCHABGE8 
FBOU  HADLBOWLINE. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB  (Tipperary,  8.) 
(for  Dr.  TAsmn)  (Oork  Go.,  Mid]  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  Government  in- 
tend discharging  80  men  on  the  1st 
June  proximo,  from  the  works  now  being 
carried  on  at  Haulbowline;  whether  any 
steps  have  been,  or  are  about  bein^, 
taken  to  make  a  channel  from  the  main 
river  channel  to  the  floating  dock ;  when 
wiU  this  work  be  actuaUy  commenced ; 
when  wiU  the  new  coaling  wharf  be  com- 
menced ;  and  if  it  is  a  fact  that  £5,000 
has  been  advanced  for  the  construction 
of  the  said  wharf ;  and,  whether,  taking 
into  account  the  depression  of  the  timeo 
and  the  work  stiU  to  be  done  in  connec- 
tion with  the  completion  of  the  Haul- 
bowline  Docks,  the  Gbvonment  will 
continue  to  employ  the  men  whose 
serrioea  it  ms  proposed  to  dispense  with 
on  the  date  in  question  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  Gaonaa 
Haioltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Eighty 
men,  haring  finished  the  particular  work 
they  are  engaged  on  at  Haulbowline, 
will  be  discharged,  there  being  no  longer 
any  need  for  their  serrices.  A  channel 
from  the  main  river  to  the  floating  dock 
wiU  be  commenced  this  summer.  Three 
thousand  pounds  has  been  taken  for 
the  oonstruction  of  a  coal  wharf  in  the 
Estimates  for  1887-8.  Looal  men  wiU 
be  employed,  as  far  as  is  posuble,  to 
complete  the  work ;  but  the  men  uaAer 
discharge  eaanot  be  retained,  as  fehwe 
is  not  work  ft>r  them  to  do. 

SubsequenUy, 

Db.  TANNER  apologised  for  not 
being  present  when  the  Question  was 
asked,  and  he  wonld  feel  greatly  obliged 
if  the  noble  Lord  repeated  his  answer 
in  referenoe  to  the  pazagraph  in  the 
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QnesUon  asking  whether  it  was  a  fact 
that  £5,000  had  been  adranoed  for 
the  oonstruotion  of  the  new  coaling 
wharf? 

Loao  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  a 
Tote  for  £8,000  was  down  on  the  Esti- 
mates for  next  year  for  the  work. 

De.  TANNER:  When  wilt  the  work 
be  commenced  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  can- 
not state  exactly  the  week  or  the  month 
when  the  work  will  commence. 

EGYPT  {FINANCE,  ic.)— THE  LAND 
TAX. 

Me.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
ffor  Mr.  Dillon)  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqaer,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Land  Tax  has  heea 
reduced  in  Egypt  in  aooordaaoa  with  the 
Earl  of  Norubrook'a  recommendation, 
vhioh  was  agreed  to  by  the  Finanoial 
Convention ;  and,  if  so,  where  informa- 
tion conoeming  this  reduction  is  to  be 
found?   

The  OHANOELLORoFTHi  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHair^  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  A.  reduction  of 
£450,000  on  the  Egyptian  Land  Tax 
was  recommended  by  t^e  Earl  of  North- 
brook.  Therff  is  no  mention  of  such  a 
reduction  in  the  Financial  Convention. 
Still,  it  was  tacitly  accepted  by  the 
Powers.  Soon  after  the  acceptance  of 
the  Convention  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment proposed  that  the  greater  portion 
of  tbe  £450,000  should  be  devoted  to 
the  abolition  of  the  eorvis,  in  lieu  of 
the  reduction  of  the  Land  Tax;  and 
a  disoussitm  ensued  between  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  and  the  Powers, 
reference  to  which  will  be  found  in 
many  despatches  in  the  Blue  Book 
'<  Egypt,  No.  4,  1886."  Ultimately,  all 
the  best  aathorities  being  agreed  that 
this  was  the  manner  of  reduction  best 
calculated  to  benefit  the  cultivators, 
£250,000  was  devoted  to  hiring  labour 
in  place  of  the  eorvie.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Caisse,  to  whom  the  ques- 
tion had  been  referred  by  the  Powers, 
refused  to  allow  any  permanent  remis- 
sion of  the  Land  Tax  beyond  this 
£250,000.  The  Egyptian  Government 
has,  however,  with  uie  concurrence  of 
the  Commissioners,  refrained  from  en- 
forcing payment  of  about  £100,000  of 
the  Lwad  Taxduein  1886.  This  remis- 
mon  was,  I  presume,  as  in  tiie  case  of  a 
nmilar  remission  ol  £169,000  in  the 


preceding  year,  pmeipaJfy  in 

respect  of  the  poorer  land. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INVIAN  AFFAIRS. 

Me.  KING  (Hall,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  In^a, 
When  the  Goverament  propose  to  ask 
the  House  to  appoint  the  Committee  on 
Indian  affairs  promised  last  Session  P 

The  under  SEORETARr  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham): 
Since  last  Session  a  very  important  Com- 
mission, to  which  I  have  several  times 
alluded  in  anBwerin|f  QuestionB,  has 
been  appointed  in  India,  and  is  now  m- 
ga^  m  making  a  comprehensive  in- 
quiry into  the  organisation  of  the  Go- 
vernment Departments  in  India.  Until 
this  Commission  has  reported,  the  Seere* 
tary  of  State  does  not  intend  to  ask  Par- 
liament  to  appoint  a  Joint  Committee  on 
Lidian  Afbirs. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAKD)*— MANGE- 
HAMILTON  DISTEIOT,   00.  LEiraiH. 


Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  (for  Mr. 
Coxwat)  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  repeated  com- 
plaints of  the  inadequate  deliveries  of 
letters  at  the  rural  post  office  No.  3, 
Gurteen,  ManorhamUton,  County  Lei- 
trim  ;  whether  the  inhabitants  have 
been  put  off  repeatedly,  on  the  plea  of 
insufficiency  of  number  of  letters ;  whe- 
ther the  deliveries  take  place  on  Mon- 
days, Wednesdays,  and  Saturdays  only ; 
whether  the  village  of  Lurganboy,  oon- 
nsting  of  six  houses,  and  which  is  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Gurteen,  has  hi- 
dail^  deliveries;  whether  the  letter 
earner  receives  6i.  per  week  for  his  bi- 
daUy  deliveries  at  Lurganboy,  with  a 
slight  monetai7  recognition  for  the  ad- 
ditional journey  to  Gurteen  tri-weekly ; 
whether  an  improvement  in  wages  of 
letter  carrier  would  suffice  for  a  daily 
delivery  of  letters  at  the  hut-named 
place ;  and,  whether  he  will  recommend 
that  this  course  be  adopted  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
trict?   

Tbs  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (ICr. 
Ruses)  (Cambridge TTniversity) :  There 
is  no  record  of  anj  recent  application 
for  a  more  frequent  delivery  of  letters 
at  Gurteen ;  but  I  will  have  inquiziM 
made  whether  the  dronmstanoea  will 
admit  of  the  improrement  danrod  b^infp 
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mt^t^  a   -i*      ^  ^®  there  are 

iiveries  a  day  at  Lurganboy. 

DTIOHT  OF  LANCASTER— THE 
MIDDLEMAN  SYSTEM. 
J*^]""  Jb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
^    JFe)  asked   the  Ohancellor  of  the 
^ohj  of  Lancaster,  Whether  the  mid- 
dleman ^Btem  of  letting  the  land  pre- 
■    Tails  on  other  portions  of  the  Duchy 
Estates  than  the  6,000  acres  in  the 
North  Bidinghdd  by  a  gentleman  re- 
siding near  l^okering ;  and,  if  so,  how 
many  acres  are  so  let ;  and,  how  many 
middlemen  are  th»e  as  tenants  of  the 
Duchy  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
■Westminster)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
practice  of  the  Duohy  has  for  many 
years  past  been  to  get  rid  of  the  old 
system  of  middlemen,  and  at  Lady  Day 
next  tiiere  will  only  remain  four  Bvatb. 
tenants  of  about  2,900  acres. 

COAL  AND  WINE  DITTIES  (METRO- 
POLIS). 

Mr.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex, TJxbridge)  asked  the  Chairman  of 
the  MetropoUtan  Board  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther the  annual  sum  levied  for  Coal  and 
Wine  Duties  on  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Area  in  1861  was  about  £230,000,  and 
noT  is  about  £450,000;  whe^er  such 
Duties  are  yearly  increasing,  and  what 
proportion  is  levied  on  the  area  not  re- 
presented by  the  Corporation  and  Board 
of  Works;  and,  whether  the  present 
annual  rateable  value  of  the  area  of  the 
Corporation  and  Board  of  Works  is 
£30,856,472? 

THBCHAIEMAN(SirJAMi»M*GABBL- 
Hoaa)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) :  My  hon. 
Friend  is  quite  correct  in  stating  that 
the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  have  in- 
creased from  about  £230,000,  in  1S61, 
to  about  £450,000  per  annum  in  die 
present  year,  during  which  Ume  the 
pt^ulation  has  also  increased  by  about 
1,500,000.  No  doubt,  the  Duties,  if 
renewed,  will  continue  to  increase  with 
the  population;  but  I  am  unable  to 
state  what  proportion  is  levied  outside 
the  Metropolis.  My  hon.  I'riend  is  also 
correct  in  the  amount  at  which  he  places 
tiiie  present  rateable  value. 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1877— 

LUNACY  DISTEICTS. 
Mb.  HOZIEB  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate^  Whether  it  is  th» 


intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  introduce  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Session  to  restore  the  means  for  the  divi- 
sion oflunacy  districts  in  Scotland,  which 
were  accidentiy  abrogated  by  the  Prisons 
(ScoUand)  Act  of  18777 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdohald)  (Edinburgh,  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities),  in  r^ly,  sidd, 
it  was  intended  to  deal  with  this  subject, 
and  a  Bill  would  be  shortiy  introduced 
in  "  another  place." 

INLAND     REVENUE  — STAMP  DUTY 
ON  YEARLY  LEASES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlaohte) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
witii  reference  to  the  Stamp  Laws  at 
present  existing  in  Scotland,  If  he  will 
make  further  inquiries  so  as  to  deter- 
mine as  to  the  desirability  of  introducing 
a  Clause  into  the  Annual  Bevenue  Act, 
to  legalize  written  missives  for  annual 
lots,  where  t^e  rent  exceeds  £10,  upon  a 
nominal  stamp  of  Id.,  with  the  view  of 
affording  a  safer  method  than  the  legal 
custom  of  annual  leases  without  writing, 
and  which  would  constitute,  at  the  same 
time,  a  new  source  of  revenue  7 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes.  I  am  mining 
inquiries  into  the  matter ;  but  I  do  n<^ 
want  the  hon.  Member  to  infer  that,  be- 
oause  I  am  making  inquiries,  it  will  be 
|K>BsibIe  for  me  to  ^ve  effect  to  the  de» 
sire  expressed  in  his  Question. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
RIOTS  AT  YOUOHAL  —  CORONER'S 
WARRANT. 

Sm  JOHN  SWINBUBNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
When  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  state  whether,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Law  (Mcers  of  the  Crown, 
the  Coroner's  warrant  lately  issued  by 
Mr.  Coroner  Bice  to  commit  Constable 
Bulmer,  of  the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulary, 
is  legal  or  illegal  P  As  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, to  whom  the  Question  is  addressed, 
is  not  in  his  place,  I  will  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  to  answer  it. 

Thb  AXrORNEY  QENEKAL  lOR 
LRELAND  (Mr.  noLMRs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity), in  rep!}-,  said,  ]io  ImJ  oolyi 
this  QuesUoQ  within  lha  I>^t^ 
&xeo  nunoteflj 
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Question  aak^ng  ^^letliRr  it  was  a  ftct 
that  £5,000  Lad  been  adiranced  /or 
tho  conatructioa  ol   tUe   xiow  coaling- 

V^.tc-  foi-  £S,<WO  waa  down  oa  tiie  Eetl- 
m-itt"?  f^ir  next  jear  lor  tlio  wort. 

Dr.  TA-NNERi  Wliaa  wtH  llHrwn* 
be  commeuced? 

LoBD  QEOKQH  HA.Mlia!ON :  I  can- 
not fit&tfi  exavtlj  tha  v«ek  or  oioplli 
whea  the  irork  wQl  oonuneimor 


I* 


TAX. 

Ma.  J.  7.  X.  0*BBIKN  (Mayo,  8.) 
(for  Mr.  PtZilAV)  ^i^r  ^0  Mr. 
OhuueUor  of  WftJ&«u«jn,  Wltethn 
H  »  tma  tiu  land  X'oc  itu  bew 
Mdueed  ilk  Bevot  ia  aoDOrd»L»  tlie 
«1  2focwbx(K^«  noommendadoD, 
vhidh.  ma  ogr&ad  to  by  tilio  Floanoial 
GoaTanlJoTi ;  andf  if  bo.  where  informa- 
conaeruing  thU  raduatiou  ifl  to  be 


w«r*uJ    to   be  decided   bjr  the  M 

the  duly  of  a  Sub-Inspector  otVo"^^  to 
tftke  instraotione  from  the  Hoftda  of 
pepartmente,  who  would  take  the  opi- 
xiioa  of  the  Law  Offlcere  in  the  oidmary 
course,  with  whom  rested  the  question 
of  the  legality  of  the  warrants.  The 
matter  not  having  been  brought  to  bis 
notice,  be  took  steps  to  ensure  that  it 
should  be  brought  to  bis  notice  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Hb.  F.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan.  N.) 
asked,  who  in  Ireland  was  re^natble 
to  the  Oiii^  Secretary  for  informing  him 
of  these  irregularities  before  they  were 
brought  up  in  the  House  o<  Oommoos 
by  bon.  Membent  Waa  it  Qeneral 
BuUer'a  duty? 

[No  reply.] 

londoif  ooal  akd  wine  dtttibs 
ookhnuanoe  bilit-pubuofabk 

in  tottenham. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Tot- 
tenham) asked  the  faon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Oiiy  of  London,  Whe- 
ther, if  the  Bill  for  the  renewal  of  the 
Ooal  and  Wine  Duties  should  pass  the 
Second  Heading,  any  guarantee  can  be 


ITuder  Secreiary  af  State  /gr  Indi»^ 
W^^n  |be  GDvaramedt  pnfpofla  to  uik 
ths  House  Co  appoint  the  GoiumiKoo  on 
Indian  uBAtrs  promi«ted  Ititit  Hu.^»iu>ri  7 

The   under    SEOIlETAEr  or 
atAXB(Bir  Jobit  Goasr]  ( 
Sinoa  laat  Swvon  b-  TQry  impoaituii 
misaibd,  to  -wHch  I  bare  eererftl  tisM 
alluded  in  ansverin^  Queationa,  has 
been  appointed  in  India,  and  is  now  en- 
gaged in  making  a  comprplienftiTe  in- 
quiry iiito  thri  0TfjrtTii7Ltti''ii  --f  ill  '  'i^  '- 
veriifiifiit  I'nparltiK-iiit^  in  lii'-liii.  fiUtil 
thia  Conirnit-sion  liainipcirti'i],  tin- 1 1-^- 
tary  of  Stat^  doaa  not  iuCaad  to  otiJt 
liamout  tj  appoi^  ft  Joint  Ooofli&MftsBi 
Indian  AtTairs. 


,  .  .   .      .    .  I  .  ■     ■■\  mil  t 
"  iiW         ■^.■/•'.■V'-v'^  1'        tfi'Ai'i;  (Mr. 
M*.ii-i'iEwe)   (liirmiagliam,    E.)  :    I  am 

afraid  I  can  hardly  fix  a  day.  The  BUI 
is  ia  the  hands  of  the  drutsmen,  and 
I  will  lose  no  time  in  pushing  it  for- 
ward. 


CONTAOIOTTB  SffiKAlSSS  (ANIMALB) 
AOT.  1886-  PLEUBO-PMBUIIONIA 
(SCOTLAND). 

Sib  OHABLES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrov)  asked  the  Obancellor  of  the 
Duoby  of  Lancaster,  in  view  of  the  con* 
ttnued  prevalence  of  pleuro- pneumonia 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  espeoiaUy  in 
Scotland,  What  steps  are  being  taken 
by  the  GoTemment  to  check  the  spread 
of  the  disease  and  stamp  it  out;  end, 
why  the  amended  Act  of  the  2fith  June, 
1886,  has  not  been  put  in  foroe  1^  the 
Privy  Oounoil  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  m  TBRA- 
SUBY  f  Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster) (who  replied)  said :  Heuro- 
pneumonia  only  prevails  to  a  serious 
extent  in  Sootluid,  and  the  Privy  Oann- 
cil  have  recently  declared  three  Sootch 
counties  infected  areas,  in  the  hope  of 
obecking  the  spreading  of  the  dieeaae. 
The  question  of  applymg  proTiuoos  of 
the  Act  of  1686  has  bwn  under  con- 
sideration ;  and  it  has  been  decided  that 
before  making  any  attempt  to  stamp  out 
pleuio-pnennuHua  in  Qreat  Britain  it  ia 


Digitized  by 


Google 


{KuoH  22,  1887}      {^Trttmii       ml,  tXm 


I  that  means  iliould  be  adopted 
nt  ita  re-introdaotion  from  Ire- 
d  the  Frivy  Council  are  in  eom- 
OD  with  the  Iriih  Gh»Tenunent 
u-hjeoft* 

«jKOK— TRBABTTRT  BILLS. 

VXiT>  WJyUj  (Glasgow,  St.  Hol- 
ed. Ohancellor  of  the  Ez- 
Whetber  Treasury  Bills  for 
lOO  were  eold  on  the  9th  instant, 
»  when  the  Goremment  balances 
Bank  of  £agland  ataounted  to 
X  ^QOO^OOO  ;  and,  whether  a  eon- 
'  e  Mwinsr  to  the  Exchequer  (of 
'  honsand  pounds  annuallv)  would 
^      when  the  GoTemnent  balaneea 
to,  tiie  floating  debt  were  reduced 
ttwwment  ot  Treasuiy  Bills  fhll- 

IH  AlfQELIiOB  OVTHB  EXOHE- 
am,    (T4r.  GoscnxN)  (St.  George's, 
for  f  SqnAte) :  I  am  Hot  surprised 
hon.  Gentleman  has  called  at- 
]  io.  io  the  facta  which  are  stated  in 
\LT    Itioii.  Hy  attefation  has  been  pre- 
fer, galled  to  the  same  matter.  The 
[  am  Hon  of  the  transaetion  is  this — 
eM  «&p«iii<Hple  of  tlnglish  flnanoe 
b  I^ecuttre  Government— that 
J^Va-  Ohancellot  of  the  Exchequer— 
t  Increase  the  debt  permanentlj 
fear  without  the  special  sanction 
nment.  The  powers  under  which 
obtain  temporary  loans,  such  as 
xcy  and  Ways  and  Means  advances, 
tctly  limited,  as  those  advances 
liAuN  le  repaid  within  a  very  limited 
ril     In  acooidanoe  with  this  ttrinciple 
Atitf  lanceUor  is  only  permitted  ny 
foak  t«-iBni«  Treasury  Bills  or  Ezohe- 
0j »  tills  in  the  same  financial  year  as 
f  w«  .  which  thev  have  been  paid  off— 
)iipR<i  I  to  say,  ne  is  not  allowed  to 
it;  u''  le  his  Ways  and  Means  in  any 
by  tb«  issue  of  fresh  Exchequer 
tk/ik  or  Treasury  Bills  without  the  spe- 
«sent  of  Fsriiament,  previously 
lOU-  led. 

•  l^**  miAHCIHO  tSCOTLAND)  ACT 
I  ten*   (1S74}  AUEKDUEMt  BILL. 


v-i.B.mFOUB  (Clackmannan, 
kijj  uksd  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
'  Mi^  tteadt  to  introdooe  a  Bill,  similar 
he  GoBTejaiKung  (Scotland)  Act 
i)  Amendmeat  Bill  of  last  year,  or 
other  neuun^  direeted  to  redress 


the  grievances  wUtb  Oct  80i  |>W|i<Nt 
to  remedy  P 

Thb  lord  ADYOCATK  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (PMiiibur^li  and  6t. 
Andrew's  UniveraitEoa) :  Owing  to  the 
lateness  of  the  hour  &t  which  tho  H<iu6Q 
adjourned,  I  waa  not  aware  thut  tlio 
Question  had  been  put  down  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day.  Bat  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  satiBfied  with,  the  asaur- 
anoe  that  the  matter  ie  receiving  our 
careful  consideration ;  and,  in  the  rouMi 
of  a  few  days.  I  hope  to  be  able  to  tc^ 
him  preoisdy  what  we  propose  to  do. 

LAKD  LAW  (IBlQUkm  lsa£,AKI) 
PUBOHASE  OF  XdmO  (IBBLmr)  ACT, 
1885-TflE  B0T|^^Qat||]9$|QfMUt> 
KNIFE'S  BEPOlW: 

Me.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Attot- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland^  When  tha 
Beport  of  Mr.  Kuips  will  hs  in  tho 
hands  of  Members  of  the  House ;  what 
is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  ihs  printing ; 
and,  whether  Hat  Majes^'i  Goven- 
ment  will  postpone  bringing  in  any  mei^ 
sures  for  coercive  legislation  in  IrolaiiA 
until  the  Unnb^^i^^^^Sw^Mf* 

Unta? 

Torn  FERST  tX>RD  or  siim  TBEA- 
8UKT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said,  he  had 
no  knowledge  of  tho  faote  of  the  oaeej 
but  he  understood  the  reaaoa  of  the  de- 
lay was  that  Mr.  Xnipe  did  not  himself 
return  the  proof  of  the  Report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Comminaion  until  nithin 
the  last  day  or  two.  It  had  now  been 
received  by  Her  Majeely^a  Qovernraent, 
and  was  lud  on  tha  Table  of  tho  Uouso 
last  night. 

Mb.  COLEHIDGB  said,  the  zwht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  Utii^ini  »•  Jlt| 
part  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No ;  we  are  nok 
in  a  position  to  do  what  is  saggeeted. 

Ub.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  the 
newspapers  had  bean  tuzniahsd  witii  m 
synopsis  of  the  Bsporti  altluniigh  it  had 
not  been  put  into  |^  Mod*  oC  JIhu* 
bers. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  wan  a 
matter  which  rested  vith  Mr.  Kuipe. 
The  GK>v«nment  was  not  reBpooeible  itt 
any  way  for  the  Bevepapers  obtain!^ 
a  surreptitiou  haovUfii*  ilf  tt* 
meats. 
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OONTAGIOTTS    DISEASES  (AKIMALS) 
ACT,  1886— ANTHRAX  IN  CHESHIRE. 

Me.  TOLLEMAOHE  (Oheshire,  Ed- 
disbarj)  asked  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Daohy  of  Lanoaster,  Whether  the  at- 
tentton  of  the  Afiricoltural  Department 
of  the  Privy  Coundl  has  been  called  to 
the  serious  outbreak  of  "anthrax"  in 
Oheshire;  and,  whether  they  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  extending  the 
powers  of  Local  Authorities  under  the 
Animals  Act,  1886,  so  as*  to  empower 
them  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals 
affected  with  this  disease,  and  to  pay 
compensation  for  animals  so  slaugh- 
tered? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Government  do  not  propose  to  treat  an- 
thrax in  the  same  manner  as  pleuro- 
pneumonia, as  they  are  advised  that  the 
two  diseases  are  of  a  totally  different 
character.  Slaughter  in  anthrax  would, 
in  most  oases,  be  impracticable,  as  ani- 
mals are  UBually  found  dead  without  any 
warning,  or  die  very  quibUy  after  the 
^mptoms  become  apparent  Farther, 
aa  the  disease  does  not  spread  by  asso- 
<nation  of  diseased  with  healthy  animals, 
as  is  the  case  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
slaughter  and  compensation  would  only 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  owner,  and  not 
for  the  community. 

SiE  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked,  What  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken,  or 
intend  to  take,  to  stamp  out  the  recent 
outbreak  of  anthrax,  which  is  commit- 
ting such  ravages  in  the  county  of 
Oheshire  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  recent  out- 
break of  anthrax  in  Cheshire  has  ap- 
parently been  confined  to  one  farm,  and 
chiefly  affected  swine,  of  -which  84  are 
reported  to  have  died,  and  also  tiiree 
eheep.  No  oases  have  been  reported 
since  March  19.  Immediately  we  dis- 
ease was  recognized  the  Local  Authority 
took  action  under  the  Anthrax  Order, 
and  prevented  the  movement  of  animals 
from  the  farm.  An  Inspector  of  the 
Privy  Council  has  visited  the  farm,  and 
from  his  Report  it  does  not  appear  that 
there  is  anything  remarkable  in  the  out- 
break of  anthrax,  which  disease,  it  is 
said,  occurs  every  year  on  this  farm,  and 
is  accounted  for  by  the  existence  of 
insanitaiy  conditions  which  are  most 


favourable  for  the  derelopineoi  tA  thfl 
disease. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— MR.  SHIELErS 
FARNEY  ESTATE,  MONAQHAN. 

Mb.  F.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoreto^  to  ths  Lorl 
Iiieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wnether  he  has 
received  any  information  that  Hr.  S.  E. 
Shirley  intends  evicting  32  families  on 
his   Famey   Estate,  in   the  County 
Monaghan,  on  the  22nd  instant ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  tenants  to  be  evicted 
offered  to  pay  one  and  a  half  year's  rent 
before  eviction  proceedings  were  insti- 
tuted, which  offer  was  refused  by  Mr. 
Shirley  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  ten- 
antson  this  estate  have  served  Mr.  Shirley 
with  the  necessary  originating  notices, 
preparatory  to  ^ing  into  the  Land  Court 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed ;  whether  it  is 
true  that,  since  the  service  of  these 
originating  notices,  Mr.  Shirley  has 
caused  200  additional  processes  ox  eject- 
ment to  be  served ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true  that  an  extra  force  of  200  police  has 
been  drafted  into  Oarriokmaoross  for  the 
purpose  of  turning  these  32  families  ou1 
of  tnor  homes  in  this  inclement  season ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  pending  the  dedadoni 
of  the  Irfuid  Court  in  their  cases,  he  wil 
withhold  the  sanction  to  the  foroes  of  thi 
Crown  being  used  for  the  purpose  o 
carrying  out  the  eviction  of  the  tenantr; 
on  this  estate,  which  numbers  2,000,  an 
represents  about  12,000  persons? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TEEA 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Stranc 
Westminster)  (who  replied)  said :  Th 
hon.  G^entleman  knows  that  many  Quei 
tions  are  on  the  Paper  to-day  of  whic 
no  Notice  has  been  given.  I  belies 
that  this  Question  only  appeared  on  tl 
Question  Paper  at  2  o'clock  this  afte 
no<Hi.  It  iSf  titorefore,  impoBaible 
answer  it. 

Mb.  F.  O'BBIEN  :  I  may  inform  ti 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Qaestit 
was  on  the  Paper  two  days  ago. 
received  a  very  characteristio  evasi 
answer  from  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and 
put  it  down  again  ou  the  Paper  of  yi 
terday,  having  intimated  to  tlie  Gh: 
Secretary  that  I  would  do  ao.  As  t 
evictions  are  taking  place  to-day,  1 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  ha^e  tak 
the  trouble  to  send  a  telegram  to  t 
place. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  I 
Db.  TANliEB :  Hear,  hear  I 
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POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— DEEJVERT 
OF  LETTEBS  AT  NEWTOWNARDS,  &o. 
M».  IC'OABTAN  (Down.  S.)  asked 
the  Po9tnuuter  General,  Whether  he 
has  yet  oompleted  arrangementa  by 
vbieh  the  .people  of  Newtownarda, 
Downpatriek,  I^evoaatie,  and  inter- 
mediate tovDB,  wiU  ha  enabled  to  reply 
to  lettan  irom  England  on  day  of  ae> 
liT«ty ;  Mid,  if  not,  whether,  oanddering 
the  uigent  neoenity  for  the  inoreaaed 
postal  aeeonmodation,  he  will  take  tteps 
to  ban  the  new  arrangements  made  and 
entMed  into  withont  further  delay  9 
Thb  F0STUAST£B  QENEBAL 

iUr.  Bauces)  (Cambridge  Univeredty) : 
am  fully  alive  to  the  importanoe  which 
the  looalittee  interealed  attach  to  an  im- 
proved eervioe ;  but  it  ii  neoessary  that 
further  information,  whioh  is  now  beiog 
Qolleoted,  shall  be  in  my  possession  be- 
fore a  definite  deeision  oan  be  arrived 
at  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
ICember  for  North  Down  (Colonel 
Waring)  some  weeks  ago  called  my  at* 
tenticm  to  this  matter,  and  I  have  sinoe 
bean  givug  it  m7  euefiil  oonsidetation 

AVaLO'AMEltlCIAN   FISHKKIS8  OON- 
TENTION,     1119  —  PDBOHASB  07 

ARMED  CRUISERS. 

Mb.  OOURUSY  (Sanderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretair  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflUrs,  Whether  there  ia  any  truth  in 
the  statement  that  the  Canadian  QoveinT 
ment  is  negotiating  for  the  purchase  of 
armed  cruisers  for  the  purpose  of  enfor- 
eing  the  Anglo-American  Viiheries  Con 
vention  of  1816,  lu  {ntwpreted  by  the 
Dominion  QeTemment ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  promeed  proeeedings  have  the 

>  sanction  of  Her  M^esty's  Grovemment  ? 
Thb  under  SEOBBTAST  qt 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febgussoh)  (Man- 
ohester,  K.E.)i  I  only  saw  the  Ques- 
tion on  entering  the  House,  and  I  beg 
Vt  vubmit  to  the  House  that  a  somewhat 
longer  Notioe  of  aueh  Questions  should 
be  given  than  even  one  night.  No  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  had  reached  the 
Foreign  Office;  aiid  the  tjeoretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  inform?  me  that 
he  has  not  heard  of  it.  .  I  may  add  that 
the  purchase  of  wuisers  is  a  matter 
within  the  discretion  of  the  Canadian 

I  Qovemment. 

Sia  0£KXBQE  OAMPBEUi  (£irk- 
ealdy,  4e.)  adrad,  If  tiiey  were  te  under- 
stead  tiiat  the  Oanadian  Gevenmmt 

VOL.  COCXII.  [Tsno  nans.] 


had  power  to  set  np  armed  omlsen 
without  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesfy's 
Oovemment  f 

Sib  JAMES  FEBQU8S0N  asked 
Notice  of  the  Question. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOTTSE-OBIMIKAL 
LAW  AUENDUBNT  (IRELAND)  BILL 
— HOTION  FOR  URGENCY. 
[vwtt  vnwT.] 

Tbb  FIBST  lord  aw  thb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move— 

"  Thtt  l))e  iDtroduetion  And  iflTerBl  tligei  of 
th«  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  BlU 
liavo  prcoedeaee  of  all  Orden  of  ttw  Daj  and 
NotioM  of  Motion,  ioelyiling  the  Rulei  of  Pro- 
cedure, whenever  the  Bill  thall  I19  let  do»o  for 
eoDsiden^tion  bjr  tbe  GoTc^ment  aa  the  flrat 
BotlQtM  of  the  da;." 

I  dare  sav  I  shftll  be  tasked  why  I  move 
for  precedence  for  this  measure.  It  is 
because  the  country  is  in  a  state  of  dis- 
organization, because  the  ordinal  law 
is  not  enforced,  and  because  it  is  the 
duty  of  tbe  Qovernment  to  see  that  the 
law  of  the  land  is  observed,  and  that  the 
machinery  by  which  the  law  of  the  land 
ja  enforced  is  in  aomplete  and  sucoessful 
operation.  Tbat  ba^  been  recognized 
as  th^  dut^  and  Tea|Ktn«ibilit)r  of  lul  Goo 
vernntent«  at  »11  time^  and  under  all 
oircumatanoee  in  this  House.  It  is  oav 
duty  simply  to  maintain  and  to  carry 
out  the  law  of  thQ  laiid,and  the  Govern- 
ment which  failed  to  do  Uiia  would  ob- 
viously be  perfectly  unfitted  to  diadtarffe 
tha  duties  for  whicb  it  is  responsible. 
Sir>  if  we  bave  formed  e  wrong  judg- 
meat  as  to  the  powers  whicb  ve  require 
to  enable  us  to  enforce  the  lawi  orif  we 
are  ftsking  foy  powers  wbioh  are  unne- 
oeaaa^,  Uiere  is  an  altemfttive  which 
the  E^use  possesses  and  which  it  is  its 
duty  (0  exercise.  3ut  ve  are  bovnd  to 
iu9t  upon  our  sense  of  public  duty.  Our 
sense  of  publio  duty  is  informed  by  facte 
which  are  known  tq  everybody  fn  tbis 
House  and  to  ^e  whole  world.  Thoso 
facts  amount  to  this — that  juriea  ivre  in^ 
timidated,  and  that  criminals  notoriously 
guilty  of  acts  inimical  to  the  best  inte- 
rests of  society  pass  scot-free  from  the 
dock,  against  the  decdaratien  of  the 
Judge  and  to  the  distinot  prag'udioe  of 
the  best  interesta  of  the  eoramnnily.  I 
have  read  very  lately      extract  fh>m  a 
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speech,  of  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  W.  B.  Qladatone),  made  in 
18S1,  under  oiroumBtaaoeB  like  these,  in 
vhich  he  eaid— 

"When  the  ExooutiT*  GoTemment  of  tha 
eoantrj  haTa  «rriTeit  at  the  conela«ioii  thst  there 
i»  DuDoiriit  evidrnee  to  eon?ine«  Parliament  that 
m  denMnd  lor  extnuirdiniiry  powen  ought  to  be 
mnde  und  aocfiled  to,  ft  become*  the  duty  of  the 
Emutive  Government — and  I  would  also  humbi/ 
preeume  to  any  the  duty  of  the  Uoute  of  Com- 
mons in  oonjunotioR  wtih  the  EieouiiTe  GoTern- 
nient — to  use  ererj  lawlu)  and  proper  mean*  lor 
giving  due  despateb  to  the  eonslileration  of  that 
demand."— (3  Bamutrd,  [257]  1316.) 

That  is  the  poeitioa  we  take.  We  be- 
HeTO— we  know— that  there  is  evidence 
whieh  ought  to  oonvinoe  Parliament  that 
the  demand  for  extraordinary  powers 
ought  to  be  made  and  aooeded  to ;  it  is 
our  duty  to  place  that  demand  before  the 
House  of  Oiimmons ;  uid  I  humbly  say, 
in  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Qeutle- 
man,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  use  every  lawful  and  proper 
means  for  giving  due  despatch  to  the 
consideration  of  that  demand.  I  again 
say,  without  entering  at  all  upon  the 
details  of  the  measure  which  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  to  explain  to  the  Houne,  that 
we  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
tiie  measure  is  in  itself  necessary  for  the 
public  safety  and  for  the  security  and 
happiness  of  the  law-abiding  people  in 
Irwand ;  and  we  claim  from  the  House  of 
Oommons  that  they  shall  give  despatch 
to  the  consideration  of  the  demands  we 
are  now  mafciag.  The  speech  from 
which  I  have  quoted  was  mode  in 
January,  1881,  when  an  association 
called  the  Land  League  was  in  existence 
in  Irblaod.  There  is  now  an  association 
called  the  National  League.  [An  ban. 
Mbhbkb  :  "  The  Loyal  and  Fatriotio 
League."]  It  is  a  conspiracy.  To  use 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt).  the  one  is  in  apostolical  suc- 
oesMon  to  l^e  other.  Our  case,  to  use 
the  language  used  in  1 88 1 ,  is — 

**  That  the  atate  of  Ireland  ia  one  io  which  the 
BdminiatTation  of  juatice  fau  failed,  and  in 
wbidi,  to  a  very  oonaidorable  extent,  the  io- 
floeooe  of  tenor  plaoaa  in  abeyance  the  diacharge 
of  civil  duties  and  the  eaardss  of  civil  rigbta." 
—{Ibid.) 

The  powers  we  ask  for  are  neces- 
sary to  maintain  social  order;  they  are 
necessary  to  maintain  the  very  existence 
of  •ooie^  uptHi  the  oonditioiu  enforced 
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and  recognized  by  every  civilized  com- 
munity. They  are  not  in  the  full  sense 
of  the  word,  political,  unless  it  be  a 
political  duty  to  maintain  order,  to 
respect  the  rights  of  property,  and  to 
secure  to  everyone  the  eujoyment  of 
complete  personal  liberty.  We  may 
say  that  the  object  we  have  in  view  is 

Solitioal  in  the  sense  that  it  is  the  highest 
uty  of  those  engaged  in  poUtica  to  see 
that  all  subjects  of  the  Queen  are  per- 
sonally secure  in  every  part  of  Her 
dominions.  It  ia  not  a  Party  qnesliim, 
but  it  is  a  duty  which  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons owes  to  eooiety  in  Ireland  as  raueh 
as  it  owes  to  sotuety  in  England  or  in 
London.  If  tJiere  were  pwsons  ia  any 
part  of  London  owsnized  for  the  purpose 
of  robbery  or  spoliation,  it  would  not  be 
called  a  politiwl  or  Party  object  if  we 
found  it  to  be  necessary  by  direct 
legislation  to  secure  to  the  law-abiding 
portion  of  the  citizens  of  London  peace 
in  their  own  dwellings  and  the  absolute 
control  of  their  own  property.  That  is 
the  object  which  the  Government  feel 
it  their  duty  to  press  now  upon  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  But  I  am  told 
in  the  Amendment  which  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Meweaatle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  proposes  that— 

**  This  Hoose  declines  to  set  adde  the  bonaess 
of  the  Nation  in  favour  of  a  meaaore  for  in- 
creasing the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  ia 
Ireland,  while  no  effectual  aecurity  has  been 
taken  sgainat  the  sbuie  of  the  Law  by  the 
exaelion  ot  ezoessive  reata.*' 

This  Amendment  is  almost  identical 
with  the  one  moved  in  1881  to  the 
Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  But,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gtmtleman  then  saw  no 
reason  tot  giving  way  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  or  for  departing  from 
the  course  of  action  and  diity  whidi  he 
had  laid  down  for  himself.  The  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  used  these  words— 

*<  Prom  our  point  of  view  tbs  quettioa  praasots 
itself  thos:  that  tbs  atatoof  Ireland  ia  om  ia 
which  the  adminlatratioD  of  Jflatles  baa  faiM, 
inil  in  whieh,  to  a  very  oon^derable  eitent,  the 
influence  of  terror  plaoea  In  abejanoe  the  dla- 
oharge  of  oiTtI  dattee  and  the  eiereiae  of  eivU 
rights  ....  bat  there  are  some  Member* 
of  Parliament  .  ,  .  who  aay  that  the  GoT*r»- 
ment  has  made  a  great  miauke  in  giving  ibe  Br«t 
plaee  in  the  deliberations  of  Parliament — at 
leaat,  the  Arat  plaee  in  the  proposala  laid  before 
Parliament -to  a  asbjeet  or  tbia  kind,  and  Ibat 
thej  ought  to  have  oommenoed  (be  Session  by  u 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  intrioau  qoeatioa  of  a 
Lead  Bia  ia  aU  tiM  nuUoU  foiats  ef  View 
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which  it  bu  been  spproaohrd  doriog  tbe  Ust  fev 
montha.  Well,  it  ia  impossible  for  ne  to  neeept 
any  propoul  of  thet  ItlDd."  (3  SmtanL  [2671 
1316-70 

That,  Sir,  is  our  riew  of  the  case. 
The  Government  had  in  contemplation 
an  extennve  scheme  of  what  they  be- 
lieved to  be  land  reform  dealing  with 
that  land  question  which  was  the  subject 
of  the  agitation  of  the  Land  Leatfue. 
The  Government  on  tht^ir  reap'>nsibility 
declined  to  take  up  the  land  question 
first,  but  insisted  that  the  law  should  be 
maintained,  and  that  the  lives  and 
property  of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majf  sty 
ehould  be  preserved  and  protected,  and 
then  they  undertook  and  dealt  with  the 
land  question.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  stated 
in  this  House,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  Iiaa  stated,  that  we  are 
prepared  and  are  dealing  with  the  land 
question.  There  are  two  Bills  in 
preparation.  One  is  in  print  and  will 
be  introduced  immediately ;  another  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  purchase  is  in  an 
advanced  stage  of  preparation,  and  Tvill, 
I  hope,  very  shortly  see  the  light.  But, 
Sir,  what  was  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  18t5l,  and  what 
was  the  position  they  took  up  ?  I  will 
read  another  quotation.  The  words  are 
BO  apt  and  exprees  so  completely  the 
sense  of  duty  which  the  Government  of 
to-day  feel,  that  I  can  without  the  least 
hesitation  appropriate  and  use  them  as 
arguments  in  support  of  our  own  case. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  stated 
in  the  debate  on  this  very  Motion  that — 

"  It  was  Ilia  eon?iotioii  that  no  Lend  Bill  eould 
be  presented  lo  Parliament  t'mnivd  in  aoconlance 
wiib  ihe  prineiples  of  honesty  and  joatioe,  which 
would  satisfy  the  memben  of  the  Land  Leaf  oe." 

—{liidmB.) 

Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  cannot  present  any 
measure  to  Parliament  which  is  nut 
framed  upon  principles  of  honesty  and 
justice;  and  I  am  afratd  also  that  I 
must  say  that  no  measure  which  is  likely, 
to  be  framed  upon  those  principles  or 
which  we  can  present  to  Parliament  will 
satisfy  that  apostolic  suocessor  of  the 
Land  Lei^e  which  is  now  the  source  of 
so  much  terror  and  disoif;anization. 
Let  us  go  back  to  the  simple  duty  of 
the  Government — of  the  Government 
represented  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  88  of  Goveruments  under  any  j 
onrnmstancesin  this  country.    I  say  it  j 
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is  the  duty  of  the  Gtovemment  to  main- 
tain the  law  and  to  secure  the  liberties 
of  the  people.  Dare  we  stand  by  and 
see  juries  intimidated  and  prisoners  ao- 
quitted  who,  by  the  declaration  of  the 
Judge  on  the  evidence  adduced,  ought 
under  all  the  circumstances  to  have  been 
found  guilty  ?  Dare  we  stand  by  and 
see  the  country  disorganized  and  do 
nothing  ?  I  say  we  cannot  and  we  will 
not.  It  this  is  wrung,  and  these  things 
are  to  go  on,  let  the  House  and  the 
country  relieve  us  of  our  respoosibili^. 
I  beg  to  move  the  BeaoluUon  that  stands 
in  my  name. 

AEotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  introductioo  and  ieveral  stages  of 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  BiU 
have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the  Pay  and 
Notices  of  Motion,  including  the  Rulea  of  Pro* 
oedure,  whenever  the  Bill  shall  be  set  down  for 
consideratioa  by  the  GovemoaeDt  as  the  first 
bnsiness  of  the  day." — {Mr.  William  Senrjf 
Smith.) 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newoastle-on- 
Tyne),  in  rising  to  propose  the  following 
Amendment : — 

<*  To  leave  oat  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  Tfaia  House  declines  to  set  ande  the  buaineM 
of  the  Kation  in  favoar  of  a  measare  for  increas- 
ing the  atriogeDcy  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ire-i 
land,  whilst  no  effectBal  security  haa  been  taken 
against  the  abuse  of  the  Law  by  the  exaction  of 
excesuve  rents  ;* " 

said ;  Ur.  Speaker,  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lordof  the  Treasury  ap- 
pears tomato  have  taken  up  a  very  eztm- 
ordinary  position  in  endeavouring  to  in- 
stitute any  comparison  whatever  between 
the  state  of  affairs  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment base  their  proposals  and  the  state 
of  affairs  which  prevailed  in  1881,  The 
right  hun.  Gentleman  tells  us  that  Ire- 
land is  in  a  state  of  disorganization. 
With  all  deference  to  the  facts  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  afterwards 
produce,  I  venture  to  traverse  that  pro- 
position absolutely.  You  may  from  the 
area  of  exceptional  disorder  exclude  the 
Provinces  of  Ulster  and  Leinster;  also 
Ti^perary,Waterford,Leitrim,  and  Sligo 
— in  all2d  counties.  Now,of  theremaining 
seven  counties,  you  may  treat  as  partially 
disturbed  Kerry  and  Limerick,  the  half 
of  Gal  way,  the  half  of  Bosoommon,  one- 
third  of  Glare,  one-sixth  of  Ourk,  exclud- 
ing the  City,  and  possibly  one-sixth  of 
Mayo.  Thus  you  have,  taking  in  the 
whole  of  that  area,  one-eighth  only 
of  the   population    of   the  country 
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irhieh  the  xigbt  hon.  G^tlemao  saya, 
vithout  any  qualificatioa,  is  in  a  etate 
of  oompleto  disorganizafion.  Then, 
there  is  another  point  of  differenee  be- 
tween That  is  happening  to-day  and 
what  happened  in  1881.  Xn  1881  the 
demand  for  precedence  for  the  Motion 
taking  the  time  of  the  House  did  not,  as 
to-day,  precede,  but  followed,  a  very 
ample  and  elaborate  statement  by  the 
C^ef  Secretary  of  that  day  on  the  state 
of  things  which  was  thought  to  justify 
his  demand.  How  is  it  then  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  aeked  the 
Honse  to  surrender  all  its  time,  before 
the  C^ief  Seorelary  has  made  a  state- 
ment of  the  facts  upoi)  whioh  the  Govern* 
meat  base  so impcnteat  a  demand?  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  talks  of 
the  "complete  disorganization"  of  Ire- 
land lay  upon  the  Tabl«  of  the  House  a 
compi^tiTa  Betum  of  the  oi4tr«ges  in 
Januarr,  1881,  and  of  outrages  reported 
to  the  Ohief  Seoratary  daring  this  last 
month  ?  If  he  will  do  th'k^  we  shall 
have  a  means  of  measuring  how  far 
there  is  a  parallel  between  the  state  of 
things  which  was  thought  to  Justify  the 
demand  for  eoerciou  and  for  the  whole 
time  of  the  Hovise  in  1881,  itnd  the 
same  demand  for  the  same  poHoy  and 
similar  legislation  proposed  in  1887. 
8ir,  the  Amendment  which  I  kvre  put 
down  is  meant  to  dispute  the  necessity 
for  urgency :  it  disputes  the  priority  of 
the  Ooeroion  Bill  over  other  measures 
for  Ireland.  I  am  aware,  therefore, 
that  in  discussing  that  Amendment  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  oover  the  whole 
length  and  breadth  of  &e  objeetion 
-which  many  of  na  rifcting  on  this  aide 
foel,  and  shul  oontione  to  feel,  to  the  kind 
of  legislation  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  going^  to  propose.  This  Amend- 
ment, with  which  we  meet  the  first  stage 
of  what  is  likely  to  be  an  arduous  and 
protracted  discussion,  only  deals  with  one 
particular  aspect  of  this  great  oontro- 
tersy ;  and  our  position  in  moTiog  this 
Amendment  is  that  the  Government  are 
going  to  work  in  an  inverted  order — 
that  they  are  beginaing  with  a  policy 
whioh  will  aggravate  the  existing  evil, 
and  wiU  weaken  and  spoil  the  operation 
of  whatever  future  remedies  they  may 
be  able  to  propose.  We  take  the  very 
earliest  opportunity,  and  shall  to  the  very 
end  take  every  other  legitimato  oppertu- 
nity,of  protesting  against  a  polioy  of  that 
kind.   We  are  not  acting  without  a  pre- 
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cedent,  because  in  1B46  so  Qtanaoh  a 
stickler  for  Parliamanto^  and  Gonatitu- 
tional  usage  lu  Lord  John  HtuseU  took 
the  same  oonrse  as  we  are  now  taking 
in  demurring  to  a  demand  for  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  for  a  Ooercion  Bill, 
^e  did  it,  too,  upon  grounds  very  similar 
to  those  whioh  I  myself  wish  to  preaa 
upon  the  House  of  Commons  this  after- 
noon. Lord  John  Bussell  said — and  it 
shows  how  our  Irish  dealings  are  oon,- 
stantly  repeating  themselves— r 

"  That  h«  ftilt  tbat  mor«  oMful  eOHti  woijld  bo 
likelj  to  folloT  from  thit  lUMiiir*  (the  Coorcion 
Bill  ofth*  <Uj)  if  Hsr  Mai««t;'sOoT«rnro*nt  hxl 
AD  opportonity  of  pn^einf  loaw  rfmodikl  «mji- 
tar«t  ■(  tb*  wtBiA  (ins,  Ue  thoosht  t^t 
were  bound  to  eonnder  whatber  tttfft  vera  oat 
msasDrM  that  would  lesion  ths  eaufn  of  thia 
orimo." 

Then  Lord  John  Bussell,  along  with  Ifr, 
Cobden  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
senior  If  ember  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  went  into  the  X^obby 
against  the  very  same  demand  as  tbat 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa  now 
made.  We  are  not,  therefore,  without  a 
precedent,  As  to  the  point  with  which  I 
began,  I  must  ask  what  excuse  there  is  for 
the  proposal  of  the  GoTemmeot  ?  We 
are  tola  that  disorder  is  triumphant.  I 
venture  to  repeat  that  outside  that  very 
narrow  area  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded,  Ireland  has  seldom  been  quieter 
than  it  is  to-day,  The  evidence  of  thr 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Judges'  eharg. 
outside  the  district*  X  I^ta  spoken..'' 
It  is  to  be  found  in  the  tostimap^lHi'* 
the  Oommissioii  that  I  shall  piemd; 
have  to  deal  with.  It  is  to  be  found  sni 
in  the  evidonoe  given  before  the  Oom- 
mission  by  an  hon.  Uember  whoof  «« 
alwitjs  listen  to  with  interest  on  ^ 
Irish  Question — the  hon.  Membw  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald). 
That  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  whether 
the  powers  of  the  League  had  dimi- 
nished, and  he  said  "That  is  a  very  haid 
question  to  answer.*'  But  he  then  west 
on  to  say  this — 

"  If  ion  s«k  IP*  pointodly  wbothsr  I  sm  is  bfsv 

of  the  immedialo  lupprviaion  of  tba  Le>M  If 
fbrco  of  Uw  I  should  My  No,  boeaost  I  tUak  fc  h 
fimdually  loung  iu  powat 

But  he  said  more  ;  he  was  asked  by  one 
of  the  Oommissionera  about  the  ftmbla 
prevention  of  the  meetings  of  Ae 
League.   His  answer  was  tbu— 

"  I  do  not  know  ibat  foo  ftn  loKtbl;  Bnmt 
people  from  ([Iving  bad  adriec.  It  iia  aillHb 
qiicktion ;  but  I  do  not  thlak  ikat  dtrsol  iaifrfn^ 
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U  llio  T^jind  T^gue  such  m  the  pasting  of 
knal  legislation  vonid  bs  adviuble  in  tlio 
kte  present.  What  sboald  b*  done  In 
arts  of  the  coantrjr  wher*  ntniordinftrjr 
>  occors  I  am  not  oDpable  of  oflbring  nn 
open,  bnt  I  do  bopo  that  no  Raoh  measure 
BXtended  over  the  whole  of  Ireland." 

aa  farther  asked  if  it  voold  be 
A  unfair  to  treat  the  whole  of  Ire- 
an  if  it  "were  one— and  to  treat 
rliole  of  the  tTnited  Kingdom  aa 
rea,  deserving  of  exceptional  I^fia- 
X — and   the  non.  Gentleman,  in 
,  said,  "Quite  so,  there  are  many 
of  Ireland  as  quiet  and  well- 
ved  as  any  portion  of  the  United 
;dom."    That  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Member  for  Cambndge.  "What 
e  real  reason  for  the  Bill  ?  There  is 
lae  beating  about  the  bush.  Hon. 
tlemen.  opposite  will  not  agree  with 
but  I  hope  theywiU  listen  to  what  ia 
real  reason.    What  are  yon  actually 
ng  at  ?  Yoa  are  not  aiming  at  put- 
down  rebellion.   Tou  are  not  aim- 
at  quelling  sedition.  Ton  are  acting 
nst  a  oombinatiolL  to  protect  the 
.nts — ^to  protect  tiie  tenants  against 
a  which  ^n  know,  and  whitm  yon 
raelvee  vill  admit  — are  now  corn- 
ed to  admit — to  be  excessive  and 
.rbitant,  and  against  which  these 
abinations  are  the  only  existing  safe- 
ard.   That  is  the  proposition,  and  it 
one  of  the  foundations  of  our  argn- 
ent  against  urgency.   We  have  now 
ifore  us,  not  only  the  charges  of  the 
idges  describing  the  state  of  the 
>uQtry,  but  we  nave  the  Blue  Book, 
ith  regard  to  which  I  do  not  scruple 
3  say  it  is  one  of  the  most  important 
.ocuments  issued  since  tiie  Devon  Oom- 
QiBsion  in  1844.   We  are  charged  with 
aising  over  again  the  qneation  which 
vas  supposed  to  have  been  settled  last 
Septemtier,  and  again  last  month,  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hen.  Member  for  Oork 
^Ur.  Faraell).  Yes,  because  we  have 
new  proofs,  and  a  freah  body  of  evi- 
dence. I  do  not  doubt  that  auyone  who 
will  read,  or  even  dip  into,  this  volu- 
minous Blue  Book  will  see  that  not  only 
the  Seport,  but  the  whole  mass  of  the 
evidence  io  that  Book,  supj^rts  eveir 
one  ot  the  leading  propositions  which 
we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  endea- 
Toored  to  press  on  the  Government  as 
soon  as  tlus  Parliament  was  elected  in 
1B86.  I  am  going  to  trouble  the  House 
with  as  few  extracts  as  possible  from  that 
.dooanwnt;  but  th^  shall  bo  such  as  to 


have  really  en  important  bearing  on  this 
debate.  Our  first  proposition  was,  end 
has  been  throughout,  that  there  has 
been  so  serious  a  fall  in  prices  as  to 
interfere  with  the  payment  of  judicial 
rents,  tn  September  that  was  denied 
on  tboae  Benches,  above  (uid  below  the 
Gangway.  Well,  the  Gommission  re- 
ported on  that.  They  admit  to  the 
full  everjrthinff  that  we  ever  eaid  as  to 
the  effect  of  ue  fall  in  prices  upon  the 
ability  of  the  tenants  to  pay  their  rents. 
And  they  overthrow  all  the  propositiona 
that  were  advanced  by  right  non.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  from  the  Benches 
opposite.  The  Commission  say  that  this 
sudden  fall  in  prices  has  been  aggravated 
by  a  gradual  deterioratiota  going  on  in 
the  quality  and  prodtice  oi  the  soil.  And 
here  I, cannot  help  noticing  an  iUustra? 
tion  of  the  spirit  in  which  uie  "landlord 
party" — I  do  not  say  it  offensivelpr— 
endeavour  to  mislead  official  opinion. 
Ur.  Kavanagh,  in  his  evidence,  says 
that  the  agitators  tell  the  people  that 
there  has  been  a  gradual  deienoratioa 
of  the  soil,  and  he  vould  lead  you  to 
think  that  there  was  nothing  in  it.  It 
is  not  the  agitators  who  tell  us  this ;  it 
ia  your  own  Commissioners  who  tdl  you. 
Then  the  next  point  is  the  great  increase 
in  the  cost  of  cultivatioD.  But  I  will  not 
labour  that,  but  leave  it.  Sir,  they 
also  say  that  this  state  of  things  is  the 
secret,  in  fact,  of  the  formation  of  these 
combinations  against  which  your  pro- 
posed legislation  is  to  be  directed.  They 
use  moderate  language.  They  say  the 
refusal  by  some  landlords  to  grant  re- 
ductions may  eitplaitt  much  that  has 
occurred.  "Mayezplain!"  Theysaythat 
the  formation  of  these  combinations  has 
doubtless  been  facilitated  by  the  circnm- 
stanoes  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  con- 
aider.  The  jplain  English  o£  that  is,  of 
course,  that  in  the  opinion  ol  the  Com- 
missioners these  coml>inations  arising  in 
localities  had  their  root  in  the  inability 
of  the  tenants  to  pay  excessive  rents,  and, 
what  is  still  more  to  the  point,  in  the 
resolution  of  many  landlorae — I  do  not 
say  all,  butof  many — to  exact  those  exces- 
siverents  which  they  can  only  collect  when 
armed  with  sufficient  power  to  do  so.  Tou 
need  not  go,  as  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bosseodale  (the  Afarquess 
of  Hartington)  went,  as  far  as  the 
Chicago  Convention  for  an  explanation 
of  the  rise  of  these  combinations.  They 
lutve  had  <heir  rise  in  the  natural  neoes- 

[FirU  KisM,'\ 

Digitized  by  Google 


1163 


Sunnmof  {OOMUONS}  thaSoutg  1164 


eity  of  the  Irish  tenants.  That  is  my 
firet  proposition.  The  eecond  propoBitiun 
is  that  the  evidence  given  before  Lord 
Gowper*8  Ckimmisaion  is  concluBive,  and 
shows  tba^  bat  for  these  combinations, 
many  of  the  lancUords  would  not  have 
made  the  abatements  vhiok  the  late 
Chief  Secretaiy  and  others,  after  fair 
and  impartial  inquiry,  knew  to  be 
just  and  reasonaUu,  and  required  by  the 
circumstances.  1  am  not  going  to  draw 
up  an  indictment  against  the  IrisK  land- 
lords. I  am  not  very  fond  of  drawing 
indictments  against  any  class.  I  sup- 
pose there  is  as  much  human  nature  in 
the  Irish  landlords  as  in  the  National 
League.  Only  do  not  let  us  overlook 
the  motives  that  impfl  them  to  ecrew  out 
high  rents.  The  In^h.  landlords  are 
in  a  terrible  fix,  and  there  is  one  very 
remarkable  point  bearing  upon  the  pro- 
bability that  they  would  presa  their 
claims  if  they  could.  Many  Oentle- 
men  are  acquainted  with  Mr.  Hussey, 
the  land  agent.  He  made  this  statement. 
He  said  he  collected  a  rental  of  £250  00) » 
a-year,  and  he  was  asked  how  much  of 
that  £250,000  was  inti  rcapted  before  it 
gets  to  the  landlord,  and  he  said.  "  I 
should  think  four-fifths."  "Then  a 
landlord  with  a  rental  of  about  £5,000 
a-year  gets  for  himself  about  £1,000  ?  " 
To  this  Mr.  Hussey  replied,  "  About 
that."  Well,  that  remarkable  admission 
88  to  the  landlords  for  whom  Mr.  Hussey 
was  agent  is  typical  of  too  many  land- 
lords, and  it  explains  the  pressure  that  is 
put  on  them,  and  that  they  in  their  turn 
put  on  the  tenants.  I  should  be  fur- 
biddnn  by  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  at- 
tempted to  discuss  the  Act  of  Union 
now,  and  I  have  no  desire  to  discuss  it ; 
but  I  will  make  one  remark  on  a  fact  of 
this  kiod  revealed  by  the  Blue  Bu<ik,  that 
landlords  ouly  draw  one-fifth  of  tbuir 
rents,  is  very  remarkable  proof  tliat 
the  Act  of  Union  has  led  the  Irioh  land- 
lords into  haoits  of  extravagance  In  their 
emulation  with  the  richer  laodlords  in 
Snglaud,  and  that  tht-y  have  been  left 
in  a  very  deHperate  cmdition — a  con- 
dition in  which  they  will  be  very  little 
likely  to  do  much  good  for  the  coun- 
trjr  in  which  they  live.  There  is 
evidence  to  show  what  would  have 
happened  if  pressnre  had  not  been 
put  on  the  landlords.  Mr.  Hussey  was 
asked  why  he  made  a  certain  abatement. 
He  said,  "  Why,  the  lawlessness  of  the 
country  prereuted  me  asserting  my 
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right."   He  was  then  asked,  "It  was 
in  consequence  of  the  utter  absence  of 
any  power  to  enforce  it,  that  ^ou  felt 
incumbent  upon  you  to  make  this  abate- 
ment?"   *'Ye8,  that  is  so."   He  was 
glad  to  get  any  money  he  oonld.  This 
was  in  me  face  of  what  the  Oommis- 
sioners  called  the  inability  of  the  ten- 
ante  to  pay  even  the  judicial  rents. 
I  submit  that  what  Mr.  Hussey  calls  the 
lawlessot'ss  of  the  country  was  natural 
combinations  of  the  tenante  to  resist 
payments  which  they  could  not  make. 
This  Bill,  Sir,  is  a  Bill  for  enabling 
landlords  to  exact  exorbitant  and  ex< 
cessive  rents.   There  is  one  other  wit- 
ness who  is  much  too  important  for  me 
to  pass  over,  because  his  evidence  is  of 
the  first  significance — I  refer  to  Sir 
Bedvers  Bulier.   He  is  perfectly  impar- 
tial, and  not  likely  to  over-state  the  case 
against  the  landlords,  nor  take  an  un- 
ju^t  riew  against  that  class.    I  will 
read  a  few  words  here  and  there  from  Ms 
evidence.   He  says — 

**  Mj  vi^wof  the  country  is  ihta,  that  the  ma- 
jority ot  tbe  teoanta  meaat  to  pay  tbs  renti,and, 
wbcrs  tlicy  couM  {Mj  them,  did  p«j  them  ;  but 
the  rents  have  been  too  high.  1  d«  think  tbty 
are  too  tngW* 

He  said—"  Nobody  "—and  this  is  of  the 
first  importance — '*  Nobody  did  any- 
thing for  the  people  until  the  I^eague 
was  established." 

*'  And  when  the  landlords  coald  not  let  their 
rnrms,  th^n  ibey  were  foreed  to  condor  the  quet- 
tion  of  rente." 

I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if 
thpy  are  not  too  biassed  by  Party  feel- 
ing, whether  these  combinations  io  pre- 
venting thelaudlurds  fromexactingrents, 
which  Sir  Bedvers  Bulier  deolor^  «ei« 
too  hiKh— whether  a  service  was  not 
being  done  to  the  tenants  of  the  country, 
and  indirectly  to  the  Government  of  the 
country.  Then  Sir  Bedvers  Bulier 
says — 

"  I  think  it  wii  the  preunre  of  high  reota 
which  producfit  the  aglliition  and  the  intiBide" 
tion  Rgninst  iho  pnymcnt  o(  renta." 

Mark  that.  It  was  not  the  Chicago 
Convention ;  it  was  the  pressure  of  high 
routs.   Then  Sir  Bedvers  Bulier  said— 

"Unfbrtnnatoir,  Iho  tonaoU  had  been  led  le 
think  thai  the  lav  was  only  on  ooo  aide:  thtt 
were  an  igaorant,  poor  people,  and  that  the  law 
ahoold  look  after  ihem.  instead  of  whieh  U  bsd 
only  looked  after  Ibt  rteh.* 

Tes,  and  yonr  Bill  !■  a  measnz*  toit 
throwing  the  law  more  than  it  hoa  enc 
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been  on  llie  side  of  the  rich.  Sir  Bed- 
Ters  Buller  said — and  this  is  the  last 
(quotation  I  shall  make— 

"  I  should  like  to  have  a  Court  which  would 
have  a  oeruis  amooot  of  oomin  powar  od  a 
bad  tenant,  and  a  wj  ttroof  ooerdfe  power  on  a 
bad  landlord." 

The  eflfeots  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  remove 
all  the  ooercire  power  that  General  Bul- 
ler wanted  to  put  upon  the  landlord,  aod 
to  put  all  the  coercive  power  upon  the 
wretched  tenants.  There  is  other  evi- 
dence in  this  Book  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  be  still  less  Hkelj  to 
deny  than  that  of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  as 
to  the  contention  that  combination  is 

'    justifiable  directed  against  the  payment 

.  of  excessive  rent.  I  refer  to  the  evi- 
dence of  liOrd  Milltown,  who  is  b;  no 

^  meansarevolutiooary  person,  and  to  the 
TTlater  evidence.   Lord  Milltown  denied 

°     in  his  dissentient  Beport  the  position 

\  taken  up  by  the  Oommissiooers — namely, 
thAt  the  refusal  of  abatements  by  some 

'  landlords  might  explain  much  that  had 
occurred.  Lord  Hilhown  did  not  asftent 
to  that ;  and,  with  an  ingenuousness 

J     that  is  really  admirable,  he  proceeded — 

^         "  The  chief  refoBalg  to  i^nint  abatementa  hare 
boon  In  Ulster,  where  combhiaUoiu  do  not  aa  a 
^     mle  exist." 

That  is  the  very  point.  Abatements  were 
J  refused  exactly  because  combinations  do 
not  exist.  Of  course,  Sir,  in  that  proposi- 
tion Lord  Milltown  was  admitting,  in  the 
\  plainest  manner  possible,  the  very  propo- 
sition which  in  an  earlier  paragraph  he 
denied.  He  was  admitting  that  where 
combinations  did  not  and  do  not  exist 
abatements  against  excessive  rents  were 
nottheremade.  Ido  hon. Gentlemen 
opponte  to  rrad  about  100  pages  of  the 
Ulster  evidence,  because  they  will  there 
find  what  harsh  landlords  are  capable 
of  doing  when  they  are  free  from  the 
pressure  of  popular  opinion  and  of  these 
combinations.  No  more  painful  evi- 
dence has  been  laid  before  this  House 
for  many  a  day  than  the  evidence  as  to 
the  treatment  of  the  Ulster  tenants. 
Mr.  Dickson,  who  was  formerly  Member 
for  T^rrone,  gave  some  very  interesting 
testimony,  and  there  is  one  sentence 
which  struck  me  as  very  important  He 
edd — 

**TbeqaesUon  ia  howIoniT  tenanta  In  (he 
North  of  Ireland  will  pay  what  I  regard  aa 
impoMibte  jadi^  r«nu,fixsd  botweoa  1881  and 
188«." 
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effect  would  be  on  the  tenanta  if  the 
landlords  continued  to  refuse  to  sell— as 
they  do  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  for  the 
very  f;ood  reason  that  tiiey  get  their  rents 
— and  he  replied — 

"  I  belieTO  that  if  land  purehaae  goes  on  nrf 
extensively  over  the  South  and  Wea(  of  Irelnnd 
at  tow  prioei  now  prevailinfr.  and  ff  redueilnns 
are  made  on  Judiofal  rents  in  the  Bouth  and  West 
of  Ireland,  and  if  no  purobase  is  permitted  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  no  abatements  on  jadioial 
rents,  I  believe  we  will  ha*e  the  agrarinn  question 
br«akinf(  out  in  all  its  intensity  in  tht*  North  o 
Ireland." 

That  means  that  the  agrarian  comMna- 
tions  in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland 
are  in  efi'ect  figlitini;,  nnt  only  their  own 
battle,  but  the  battle  of  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. I  should  like,  in  passingftoKivethe 
House  some  idea  of  the  struggle  which 
the  Irish  tenant  farmer  has  to  carry  on 
in  the  face  of  present  diflicalties.  I  will 
refer  the  House  to  the  evidence  of  a 
Mr.  Cfasrles  Dennis,  a  tnuant  farmer  of 
Waterford,  who  referred  to  a  danger  to 
the  whole  nf  Ir^-land.  which  is  in  process 
of  realization,  aud  which  the  Cummis- 
sion  recognized.  The  O>mmiafiioners 
say  that  to  force  the  tenants  to  sell  tbeir 
working  stock  in  order  to  pay  full  rent 
would  be  fatal  to  their  future  prosperity. 
Bat  it  must  be  perfectly  clear,  even  to  an 
Englishman  who  reads  the  evidence,  that 
this  very  process  of  the  impoverishment 
and  ruin  of  Ireland  by  forcing  the  ten* 
ants  to  sell  their  stock  are  at  this  moment 
going  on  at  a  rapid  and  an  advantnng 
rate~ 

"  We  have,"  he  sayi,  ■*  to  koep  this  stoek  from 
month  to  month,  and  already  we  are  ov«rttoeked. 
They  are  depreohuing.  Wo  have  oBered  them  to 
the  landlord  "- 

and  this  is  a  most  important  point  of 
evidence — 

"and  the  landlord  would  not  aocpt  thrm.  Some 
time  ago  I  Btateil  publii'U  in  p<iiit  ttit*  immva  of 
my  neighbours  who  uff<-iv<(  ilii-ir  aixih  itt  il>f> 
landlord,  aiid  prop<n«il  lo  i  harc  baU*  thv  aiiHt  of 
keepirtg  ihem  Mioner  than  ili«*iii  'iff  he  pLire, 
If  tlie  landlord  will  not  ilo  that  ai  ihe  p't^ni 
time,  he  must  on\j  enpeot  to  impiivariah  the 
tenants  further  by  oklifcing  the  in  to  sell  uff 
their  stock  at  any  price  lu  aave  eviaiion  more 
than  seiture.  The  land  then  bet-omes  an- 
stocked,  and  Ihe  ounsf-quenoe  Is  that  the  tenant  * 
is  left  no  means  at  all  then  of  paying  the 
rent." 

Now.  I  desire  to  give  a  picture  from  Mr. 
Deimis's  evidence  of  the  struggles  that 
a  tenant  sometimes  has  to  go  through  in 
order  to  do  what  he  believes  to  be  honest 
and  right* 
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"  Unlf  ttiis  timo  13  montbi,"  nja  Hr.  DencU, 
"  wnlktbg  before  my  gate  by  iteeident  on  the 

tubllo  road  lending  rrom  Wftterford  to  Dtinmor« 
picked  op  15  paftntioketB.  I  looked  »t  them, 
and  on  ■ookeof  the  tioketa  waa  marked  'cash,' 
and  00  otbers  was  a  certoin  name  that  I  hap> 
penpd  to  know.  Hwra  were  %  gnat  nanj  p«i^ 
Mns  of  that  name  in  tb«  i^aoe.  I  went  to  one, 
and  I  did  not  think  it  Oonld  be  him  ;  but  he  Mid) 
'  I  am  10  muoh  obliged  (o  70a  for  brii^ing  ma 
thoH  tiakota,  beetiMt  tf  jda  tbid  anybodr  it 
wonld  min  ma.  I  went  to  the  Tair  to  raiea  ntj 
tent,  and  I  eoold  not  aell  a  aing le  tMog,  and  I 
bnwfht  In  thna  tiifnga  ta  {Mm  them.'  AmMg 
the  lUnga  toai  Ui  own  «Mt,  bb  Mn't  eoat,  * 
•fdeodid-made  ooat  of  frieie,  a  borae  eollar,  and 
a  ihawl  belonging  to  his  wife.  With  the  eioep- 
tion  of  tbii  last  article,  no  etoeption  Oonld  be 
Ukm  to  anjr  of  the  aftiolea.  On  the  whole  he 
had  reoeived  a  aam  of  £i  it. ;  and  he  aaid  to  me, 
■  Ten  aee  I  have  two  borMM ;  I  have  two  for 
working,  and  a  yearling.  1  haTo  sii  or  aeTtn 
yenrllng  calrea,  10  aheep,  and  aeTeral  pigi— 1 
bnre  all  that,  and  jet  I  eaonot  raiae  the  money, 
and  if  I  wanted  £A  to-morrow  you  know  I  oouli 
not  raite  it.  So  1  had  to  take  these  olothea  and 
pawn  them.'  I  said  to  him,  '  Whf  did  yon  do 
Itf  1  Bpoke  to  him  like  a  flrsl-olaas  Land 
Leagner.  tlis  answer  to  me  w.ia, '  I  have  a  good 
laninord.  He  reduced  nw  rent  eonridenbly  npon 
the  laat  gale  day,  and  if  I  told  htm  I  wm  n«t  abl* 
to  meet  my  reduced  rent  now  be  wosid  not  be- 
liere  me,  and  sooner  than  that  be  shanld  disbelieve 
mc,  or  tblnk  I  bad  oheek  to  go  and  ask  him  to 
make  any  fnrtbor  redaetion,  f  wtat  and  pawned 
these  things.'* 

I  oaa  only  sapr  that  man  oxoitQA 
deepest  commiseration,  and  I  am  Sdte 
he  will  have  the  sympathy  of  If  embers  in 
all  parts  of  this  House.  I  «ay  ihtt  that 
case  is  an  illnstration  of  Vhftt  I  believe 
to  be  the  position  of  the  ffreat  tn^ority 
of  the  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland.  Ana 
ve  ore  so  i^ten  reminded,  Sir,  of  the 
Tiilaiay  of  the  oharaotor  of  the  Irish 
nattofl,  ihat  I  rejoice  to  be  able  to  bring 
these  fhots  forward.  The  whole  of  this 
Bill  is  based  on  the  theory  that  the  Irish 
people  ard  itaCorrigible.  The  OotnttdB* 
sioners  have  put  upon  public  recblfd  t^at 
the  Iri^  people  are  ■atorally  hoaoet, 
hard-working,  and  deeply  Attnohed  to 
their  country.  And  I  tey,  Bfr,  that  a 
man  of  this  kind  who  makes  such  a 
saorifioe — and  Uiere  are  thousaols  of 
theiii  IB  Irolaod— exoites  my  pify  qwte 
as  mufAi— >fts  the  victim  of  a  mooliHght- 
ing  outrage.  I  fiay  I  Am  less  anHotta— 
anxious  as  I  am — to  secure  vengeance 
upon  100  or  800  ruffians  than  riatt  to 
secure  rightful  and  humane  treatonnt 
for  the  thousands  of  ooor  tenftuts  in 
Ireland.  Thrae  is  the  di&erenoe  between 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  us  on  tlds  (ude 
of  the  HouM.  I  will  now  proceed  to  one 
'  or  two  interesdng  matters  which  ought  to 

Mr,  John  VorU}f 


be  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House  as 
illustrating  the  meanness  landlords  are 
not  above  resorting  to,  and  wbtoh  oome 
out  in  a  very  clear  light  in  the  Blue 
Book  as  showing  the  ralue  of  combi* 
nation.    As  hon.  Members  from  Ir6i> 
land  are  aware,  there  is  a  derioe  lA 
operation  in  Ireland  called  joint  ten^ 
ancy.   In  one  part  of  the  Blue  Book 
there  is  an  account  of  a  combination  in 
a  certain  part  of  the  country — I  think 
Chdway — not  to  pay  rents  until  joint 
tenancy  was  broken  up.    1?he  House 
will  be  able  to  judge  whether  these  jmnt 
tenancies  ought  to  be  broken  np  «t  not. 
In  this  case  there  were  five  or  six  ten- 
ants on  each  holding— that  is  to  say^ 
these  five  or  six  men  ore  made  joint 
tenants,  and  are  severally  responsible 
for  tiie  whde  rent.   But  that  is  not 
alt.    This  is  a  derioe  for  bringing 
the  rent  above  the  significant  figure 
of  £4,  fur  it  the  rent  is  over  £4 
the  landlord  pays  only  half  the  rate, 
while  if  it  is  below  £4  the  landloza 
pays  the  whole  rate.    By  this  precious 
manoeuvre,  although  a  tenant  has  a 
holding  which  is  really  under  the  valoe 
of  £4,  and  ought  not,  therefore,  aooord- 
ing  to  the  intention  of  Parliamenti  to 
pay  any  poor-rate,  he  yet  is  made  to 
pay  that  which  the  liOgislatare  never 
intended  him  to  pay.     I  say  that 
this  is  a  fraud  upon  Parliament.  It 
shows  that  some  landlords  piaetise  whstt 
I  may  call  a  Flan  of  Oampaign  of  their 
own,  which  is  quite  as  immoral  as  titot 
which  Lord  Salisbury  described  as  ar- 
rant Bwiudliog.   There  is  another  much 
more  important  complaint  to  be  mode 
against  the  action  of  the  landlords  whidi 
these  combinations  in  Ireland  have  en- 
deavoured to  meet,  I  mean  their  mode 
of  dealing  with  their  tenante  in  ihe  mat- 
ter of  the  purchase  of  pr^wrties.  One 
subject  referred  to  the  Ciommiaaionen 
was  whether  combinations  prevented  the 
operation  of  the  purchase  olausea  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  or  Lord  Ashboume*a  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1885.   There  is  plenty  of 
evidenee  on  the  subject  What,  for  in- 
stance,  does  Hr.  J.  0.  IfaoOarthjr  soy? 
As  hon.  Ifembera  ore  aware,  he  ia  one 
of  the  Oommissionera  andw  tbe  Aet  of 
1885— 

"Tbeopmtlet  of  tbe  Aet  baabM«  Unasrad 
by  an  snwiae  Mtenpk  on  tbe  part  ef  mcm  fauid 
ageata  to  eosroe  leHtils  Into  bayl«y.  awd  as  lo 
tbe  terms  of  boyiof.  Bow  does  he  axenrta  Ike 
ffwesro  t  By  telliof  tbt  tesut  bs  moat  aitlnr 
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•ign  a  coolrnet  lor  anio  or  go  out.  I  liare  mod 
letters  ot  this  cIsm.  I  hnvs  a  letter  in  my 
possession  fVom  rd  exteneire  Innd  agent,  telling 
th«  tennnt  that  the  sheriff  eonld  not  be  put  off  bo- 
jrond  to-morrow,  bnt  that  if  she  handed  the  sheriff 
the  eontraota  for  pnrcbase,  dal.?  executed,  be 
woald  not  take  poHeasioo.  Surely  a  eootraot 
signed  under  ineh  oiroamstanMi  eonld  not  be 
free.'* 

I  hope  the  House  understands  the  drift 
of  that.  Eogliah  Members  and  English 
taxpayers  are  not  entirely  uninterested 
in  tneie  tauuactions.  You  see  what  the 
derioe  means.  It  meana  that  a  tenant 
under  the  liureat  of  being  turned  out, 
whaterer  for,  agrees  to  purchase  terms 
practicallj  fixed  by  the  ooerdve  agent  or 
landlord.  Thm  the  CknnmiasioneTB,  when 
they  inquired  into  these  cases,  have  con* 
atantly  found  that  the  price  so  fixed  was 
a  moat  monstrous  price,  which  would 
have  left  us,  the  British  toxpayers,  com- 
pletely in  the  lurch.  These  combina- 
tions, against  which  the  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  is  directed, 
rightly  set  tbeir  faces,  and  rightly  set 
their  faces,  against  coercive  operations 
of  this  kind,  which  would  have  had  the 
effect  I  have  stated.  See  what  is.  the 
landlords*  Plan  of  Oampaign  for  which 
you,  by  your  proposal,  demand  urgency 
to-nighi  Tbeir  Plan  of  Oampfugn  is  to 
foree  a  tenant  to  pay  an  unreasonable 
ren^  with  the  delightful  alternative  of 
driving  him  to  purchase  at  an  unreason- 
able price,  thus  exposing  the  British 
taxpayer  to  an  unreasonaue  ri^.  You 
are  asking  for  urgenopr  to  make  Parlia- 
ment an  accompnee  in  that  benevolent 
deugn.  It  is  the  old  story.  This  is 
Irish  history  in  a  nutshell — what  it  has 
been  too  long — unredressed  grievances, 
moral  wrongs  without  legtd  remedy, 
then  illegal  acts  to  secure  something 
like  moral  rights,  and  then  Coercion 
Bills  with  the  admirable  purpose,  as 
righteous  as  it  is  statesmanlike,  of 
driving  just  discontent  beneath  the 
surface.  I  know  what  I  shall  be  tcdd 
by  one  of  the  right  lion.  Goitlemen  op* 
posate.  I  shall  m  told  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  are  going  to  bring  in  land  pro- 
posals ;  but  it  is  naeleas  to  bring  them  in 
while  these  combinations  exist.  I  reply, 
there  is  abundant  proof  to  be  got  &om 
the  Blue  Book  that  the  imwillingness,  for 
example,  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  purchase  provisions 
of  the  Acts  of  1881  and  1885  is  due 
to  other  causes  far  more  potent  than 
these  QombiBations.    It  is  impossible 


to  read  the  Blue  Book  without  seer 
ing  that  the  mass  of  tenants  holding 
aloof  from  purchase  are  influenced  by 
the  consideration  of  the  possibility  of  a 
still  further  fall  in  prices ;  by  the  appre- 
hension that  taxation  may  be  increased; 
and  by  other  apprehensions  of  one  kind 
and  another,  and  that  combination  is 
one  of  the  least  of  the  forces  that 
are  now  operating  upon  the  tenants 
and  making  them  amud  of  purchase. 
Therefore  it  will  not  do  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that  they  are  prepared  tu 
bring  in  land  proposals,  but  that  they 
must  first  get  combination  out  of  the 
way.  I  go  a  littie  further,  and  I  say 
that  to  give  u^enoy  to  coercion  will  do 
no  good.  It  will  do  no  good  in  the  way 
of  meeting  the  evils  of  which  you  com- 

flain.  I  will  take  the  evidence  of  Captain 
'lunkett  on  Boycotting.  I  daresay  I 
shall  be  told  that  although  there  is 
active  disorder  only  in  a  very  small  part 
of  Ireland,  yet  that  Boycotting  prevails 
over  a  large  area.  Well,  but  it  is  the 
opinion  of  one  of  the  most  experienced 
magistrates  in  all  Ireland,  that  Boy- 
cotting will  not  be  affected  by  such  co- 
ercion as  the  Government  have  in  view. 
This  is  the  evidence  of  Captain  Pluhkett, 
when  under  examination  by  the  Breai- 
dent  of  the  Commiasion— 

'*  Boyoot^g  went  en  uider  the  Crimes  Act  t 
—Oh,  ym.  As  strongly  as  twfore  f— It  was  aa 
strong,  I  tltbik,  fheii  as  it  is  now." 

Is  not  that  a  irarhing  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  hope  that  by  coercion 
Boycotting  will  be  put  down  ?  Captain 
Plunkett  tells  you  atriDgect  coercion  was 
ineffectual  against  Boycotting.  There  is 
another  point  I  will  notice  in  passing. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saundereon)  the  other 
night  gave  ub  some  horrible  figures  of 
the  murders  committed  in  the  disturbed 
times  of  1881-2.  He  is  going  to  vote 
for  a  Coercion  Bill,  and  yet,  let  me  tell 
him,  in  spite  of  two  Coercion  Bills,  75 

Ser  cent  of  these  murders  remain  un- 
eteoted,  and  their  pe^etrators  un- 
punidiedf  to  tiiia  day.  Do  not  think, 
therefore,  that  a  Coercion  Bill,  hovever 
strong,  will,  in  the  future,  give  you  any  ■ 
security  that  you  will  detect  the  per- 
petrators of  these  crimes,  or  that  you 
will  be  able  to  briog  them  to  justice.  I 
regret  that  the  Government  have  ad- 
dressed themselves  to  their  task  in  this 
way.  It  is,  I  repeat,  an  invested  order. 
Here  is  a  single  lostaaoe  to  show  what  I 
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mean.  There  has  been  no  worse  or  more 
disturbed  district  in  Ireland  than  Castle- 
islaDd  since  those  troubles  began  some 
years  ago.  This  is  the  evidence  of  a 
land  valuer  who  knows  it  well — 

"  I  attribute  the  diffiotilties  of  a  district  I  am 
veil  acqaainted  with,  the  Caatleisland  district, 
which  has  unhappily  had  a  very  evil  notoriety, 
to  the  fact  that  the  Land  Act  operated  to  a  very 
limited  extent  there,  owing  to  s  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  tenants  there  being  leaseholders. 
Their  rents  are  high,  but  abatements  have  been 
made  in  some  loBtuiceB." 

What  is  the  use,  I  would  ask,  of  our 
spending  weeks  to  drive  the  discontent 
01  OaBtleiBland  b^w  the  surface,  when 
the  same  weeks  that  we  shall  spend  in 
passing  a  Coercion  Bill  wouM  suffice  to 
out  ofC  the  root  of  the  disorder  in  Castle- 
island?  If  you  suspend  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act,  will  you  have  more  power 
to  deal  with  the  disorder  of  which  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  complained  ? 
Will  the  Bankruptcy  Court  have  more 

Sower  to  compel  persons  to  give  evi- 
ence  f  If  mobs  resist,  you  have  all  the 
military  forces  of  the  Empire  at  your 
back.  Why  do  you  need  more  ?  What 
is  the  case  f  There  are  sinister  signs 
that  the  temper  and  spirit  of  the  Irish 
Ooremment  are  not  improving.  There 
are  signs  that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted. 
I  am  perfect^  sure  that  they,  like 
their  Predecessors,  when  they  have  been 
armed  with  these  weapons,  will  inevi- 
tably be  drawn  into  attaob  upon  their 
political  opponents,  and  when  that  hap- 
pens, depend  upon  it,  we  shall  again  be 
in  quite  as  deep  waters  as  we  were  in 
1681-2.  The  events  of  1881  are  fresh  in 
our  minds,  and  I  may  perhaps  refer  to 
them  with  the  more  freedom  because  I 
was  not  then  in  this  House.  What  hap- 
pened after  the  House  had  assented  to 
the  Motion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to,  and  the  House  had  passed  the 
Bill  in  favour  of  which  the  Motion  was 
made?  Tou  were  alwi^  talking  about 
rmtoring  law  and  ordo;.  It  was  argued 
then,  as  now,  that  you  must  restwe  law 
and  ordn-before  you  bring  in  remedial  le- 
gislation. Whatwastheeffectof  thatmea- 
Bure  for  restoring  law  and  order  f  This  is 
not  inapposite.  In  the  fourth  quarter  of 
1880  the  number  of  enoted  persons  was 
964.  In  the  first  quarter  of  1881,  when 
coercion  was  on  the  stocks  here,  they  in- 
creased  to  1,732,  and  in  the  second 
quarter,  when  the  Coercion  Bill  bad  been 
passed,  they  rose  to  6.600.  Certainly, 
I  should  not  be  surprised  if  something 


m 

of  the  same  kind  were  to  follow  now.  I! 
you  suppress  these  combinations,  if  ;m 
rouse  the  temper  and  excite  the  passioni 
of  the  Irish  people  by  this  kind  of  legii- 
lation,  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  thi 
same  thing  occurs  again.  And  notonl; 
did  evictions  go  up — implore  thi 
House  to  remember  what  passed  in  18111 
— but  outrages,  which  in  February, 
1881,  the  month  when  the  Coercion  Bil 
was  before  the  House,  were  170, 
January,  1882,  when  these  exceptionii 
powers  were  in  full  force,  had  rtsen  ti 
479,  and  by  March  to  631.  Why,  whs 
did  that  come  from?  It  came  firon 
striking  at  the  tenants'  organisation  be 
fore  you  struck  at  the  land  qrstam  whid 
that  organisation  was  directed  against 
Well,  that  is  all  past.  I  will  venture  tt 
quote  a  passage  &om  a  very  wise  man 
Mr.  Burke  said — 

"  I  have  coDatiintl;  observed  that  the  gen«ra1it] 
of  people  are  M  years  at  least  behind  lo  tbcir 
polities.  In  books  everrthing  is  settled  Tor  Um 
without  the  eimion  oranroonriderabte  diligeoa 
or  aagaoitj.  For  whiob  reason  men  are  wlee  will 
but  little  reflection,  and  good  with  bat  little  adf- 
dental  in  the  buainess  of  all  times  except  tber 
own.  Few  are  the  partisans  of  departed  tynnvj.' 

We  now  can  see  the  iniquity  of  tb 
penal  laws  of  the  Itfth  century.  Tetl 
declare.  Sir,  I  am  with  those  who  donli 
whether  the  penal  laws  of  the  18th  ce» 
tury  were  more  iniquitous,  or  broug^ 
greater  woe  on  tiie  population  of  Ireland 
uian  the  luidbrd  system  of  the  I9tk 
century.  We  are  very  astonished  thst  t 
Coercion  Bill  should  have  been  brou^ 
in  in  the  year  1846,  when  the  Devce 
Commission  had  just  reported,  and  when 
the  astounding  evidence  of  that  Com- 
mission ought  to  have  been  deep  in  ftU 
men*s  minds.  We  are  amazed  tbat 
the  Parliament  of  that  day,  and  the 
Leaders  of  Parties  in  that  daj,  ooold 
think  of  nothing  better  than  a  Coercion 
Bill.  But  are  we  sure  that  we  are  acting 
more  wisely  to-day  in  this  House  tbtn 
our  forefaUiers  acted  then?  I  do  not 
wish  to  leave  off  with  any  particulsri/ 
bad  language  against  the  Irish  land* 
lords.  I  do  not  want  to  introdnot 
at  this  Tery  early  stage  what  is  onlj 
too  likely  to  be  a  protracted  discaB8i(n 
anytliing  like  passion.  But  I  mixt 
point  out  finally  what  is  in  my  view  th" 
object  of  the  legislation  which  the  rigb' 
hon.  Gentleman  is  about  to  propose,  siul 
the  acceptance  of  which  will  mark  so 
unwisdom  compared  with  which  that  w 
any  geaentioa  of  our  foroUthoit  will  bs 
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slight.  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Hamilton.  Captain  Hamilton,  as  many 
hon.  Qentlemen  know,  is  the  chief  di- 
rector of  the  Landlords'  Defence  Asaocia- 
tion.  What  he  says  is  this : — 

"  nu  view  was  " — tbe7  are  moat  rmwrkftbld 
words — "thstin  dealing  with  the  tenants  tbeie 
should  be  no  door  of  hope.  If  tho  msn  go«s  ont 
be  should  only  be  able  to  eome  baok  again  on 
making  terms  with  his  lanrllord,  Tho  whole 
oaoM  of  the  (roubles  and  evictions  is  the  idea 
that  is  in  the  minds  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
and  othen  wbo  so  in  charge  that  they  are  to 
lettle  between  the  landlord  and  tenant.  At 
nearl  J  every  eviction  the  Divisional  Magistrate  and 
Resident  Magistrate,  and  verj  often  tbe  Oistriet 
Inspretor,  all  bear  do#n  npon  the  landlords' 
representHtive  the  moment  he  goes  in,  to  malte 
terms  with  the  tenant,  and,  as  it  were,  put  them- 
aelvea  on  the  tide  of  the  tenant  as  against  the 
Inndtord.  I  have  never  seen  tronUe  at  an  evlo- 
tion  that  has  not  been  caused  by  delay  and  that 
idea  among  the  people.  ATy  plan  has  always  been 
to  take  one  or  two  of  the  tenants  and  evict  abso- 
Intclj,  hut  there  roust  be  no  settlement  except 
through  the  solioitor,  and  probably  if  that  idea 
was  carried  ont,  and  the  dnty  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate  was  atmply  to  preserve  order,  tfaero 
would  be  DO  trouble  about  evictioni :  and  I  think 
that  is  doing  a  great  deal  of  mischief  at  tho  pre- 
sent  timor  because  the  people  nra  taught  that  the 
Government  are  on  tho  side  of  the  tenants  against 
tbo  laodlwda,  and  yoa  cannot  get  that  out  of 
their  haadi." 

What  lie  wants  ns  to  get  into  their 
heads  is,  I  suppose,  that  the  Gorern- 
ment  is  on  the  side  of  the  landlords. 
This,  Sir,  is  a  Bill  for  placing  the  Go- 
Temment  on  the  side  of  the  landlords, 
and  in  Captain  Hamilton's  very  expres- 
sire  words,  it  is  a  Bill  for  shutting  tbe 
door  of  hope.  I  do  not  say  that  I  would 
nerer  in  any  circumstancea  or  in  any 
emer^ncy  or  in  any  crisis  assent  to  in- 
creasing tbo  stringency  of  criminal  pro> 
cedure  either  in  Ireland  or  anywhere 
else.  This  I  do  say ;  considering  the 
just  odium  with  which  exceptional 
criminal  legislation  has  come  to  be  sur- 
Tounded  in  Ireland,  I  would  put  it  off 
to  the  extreme  moment.  I  would  be 
Teiy  sure  that  the  emergem^  was  so 
perilous,  the  criris  so  pressing,  and  the 
circumstances  so  overwhelming  in  their 
cliaracter,  that  no  other  less  costly  or 
less  perilous  instrument  would  enable  me 
to  grapple  with  it.  Sir,  I  am  expressing 
my  deliberate  coaviction  when  I  say 
there  has  never  been  a  more  wanton,  a 
more  gratuitous,  and  a  more  unjustifiable 
resort  than  on  this  present  occasion  to 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
tor  Birmin^mn  (Itr,  jBiight)  once  called 


"the  ever-failing  and  ever-poisonous 
remedy  of  coercion."  I  do  not  deny  for 
a  moment  that  the  Executive  are  bound 
to  enforce  the  law.  But  we  who  are 
Members  of  the  Le^slature  are  bound, 
when  we  are  deliberating  on  these  great 
issues  of  policy,  to  see  that  the  law  is 
brought  into  harmony  with  the  just 
claims  of  honest  and  industrious  men. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  Uie  Amendment  which  stood  ia 
his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tbe  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Queetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  this 
House  declines  to  act  aaido  the  buaincaa  of  the 
Nation  in  bvoar  of  a  measure  for  inereanng 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  ia  Ireland, 
whilst  no  effectual  security  has  been  taken 
against  tbe  abuse  of  the  I^w  by  the  exac- 
tion of  excessive  rents." — [Jfr.  John  Morltjf.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question.*' 

Thb  CHIEF  SEORETART  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  In  rising  to  reply  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  I 
find  myself  under  the  necessity  of  asking 
&om  the  House  even  a  greater  measure 
of  that  Irindness  and  indulgence  which 
they  hare  often  been  pleased  to  extend 
to  me,  for  I  speak  under  connderable 
difficulties  on  this  occasion.  It  was  only 
about  24  hours  ago  that  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gars  Notice  of  this  Amend- 
ment. I  make  no  complaint.  I  merely 
state  the  fact.  Since  that  time,  Sir,  I 
was  iu  the  House  till  a  quarter  to  4  this 
morning,  and  I  bad  to  return  at  10.30, 
and  had  to  make  two  speeches  before 
breakfast.  Tbe  House  did  not  rise  till 
past  1.30,  and  at  1  there  was  a  Cabi- 
net. In  these  circumstances,  tbe  House 
will  understand  that  I  approach  the 
consideration  of  a  large,  complicated, 
and  difficult  question  under  conditions 
less  £EtTonrable  than  usually  attend  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  replying  to  what 
is  in  reality  a  Tote  of  Want  of  Confi- 
dence in  the  Government.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  baa,  I  suppose,  got 
some  scheme  in  his  head  to  deal  with 
the  present  difficulty  which  he  alleges  to 
exist  with  regard  to  the  payment  of  rent 
in  Ireland.  To  that  scheme,  whatever 
it  is,  he  has  made  no  reference  from  one 
end  to  the  other  of  a  long  speech. 
What  he  has  referred  to  are  measures 
whiflh  we  propose  to  bring  in,  which  he 
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has  not  seeo,  of  which  ho  knows  nothing, 
bat  which  he  criticizes  in  advance  with 
no  possibility  of  knowing  whether  when 
he  does  see  ^em  they  will  or  will  not 
deserve  the  strictures  which  he  has 
p^sed  upon  tbem.  As  an  illustration 
of  that  position,  I  recollect  that  the  right 
faon.  trentleman  begaa  his  speech  Dy 
giving  UB  his  ^ews.  as  to  the  precise 
area  in  Ireland  vhit^  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, diatorbedt  and  whichf  he  said,  was 
a  very  limited  area.  I  do  not  mean  to 
criticize  those  views  now.  Bat  how  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  if 
the  disturbed  &rea  is  limited^  our  Bill  is 
not  limited  too  P  There  are  parts  of  Ire- 
land, as  the  House  perfectly  well  knows, 
in  which  law  is  at  this  moment  as  well 
obeyed  aS  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gten- 
tieman  supposes  that  is  a  eoiniilla  of 
argument  agaibst  our  Bill  for  restoring 
law  and  oirtel*  in  those  parts  which  are 
disturbed,  I  feel  myself  unable  to  agree 
with  him.  The  rieht  faon.  Gentleman 
not  having  heard  the  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment oonsiders,  I  suppose^  that  he 
is  peculiarly  well  qualified  to  criticize 
their  acts  and  to  give  his  view  as  to  the 
exaet  amonnt  of  disturbance  which  does 
exist  in  Ireland.  I  am  not  going  into 
that  question  now,  and  I  shall  reserve 
my  defence  of  the  Bill  which  we  are 
goiog  to  introduce  until  that  Bill  is  be- 
fore  the  House.  But  I  may  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  places  so 
much  reliance  upon  statistics  of  crime 
aa  affording  proof  or  diiiproof  of  the  ne- 
cessity for  a  Oriminal  Law  Amendment 
Bill — I  may  remind  him  of  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  [Somt  Rulg 
Crie$  fff  "  Oh !"  and  ehetrt.']  Since  when 
have  hon.  Members  opposite  learnt  to 
treat  qnotationa  from  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  witii  draision  and 
contempt  ?  In.  introducing  one  of  his 
Ooercion  Bills  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  these  words — 

"  W«  b«T*  neTer  said  that  th«  amonnt  of  this 
orinw,  taken  by  itaelf,  wai  the  bnaia  of  our  propo< 
Bitions.  That  i*  not  the  eaee.  Yoa  mast  aon- 
aider  the  nmonnt  of  crime  to  eoDjnnotlon  with  its 
source,  with  iti  oharaeter,  with  what  it  Indieatet, 
and  what  it  meaat." — (3  Batitard,  [157]  1697.) 

That  which  was  the  view  of  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  in  1 88 1  is  the  view  of 
Her  Majesty's  GFovemment  now,  and 
that  is  all  which  I  think  it  necessary  to 
say  upon  the  condition  of  Ireland  as 

,  Mr,  A,  J,  Sal/ow 
*  tt 


far  as  crime  is  concerned.   It  is  an  un- 
pleasant and  a  melancholy  subject  upon 
which  I  shall  navo  to  detain  the  House 
before  long  at  no  inconsiderable  length. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  based  a  large  part  of  his  argu- 
ment  upon  the  extreme  difllculty  of  pay- 
itag  rentd  owing  to  the  &11  !n  prices. 
Npw,  if  my  memory  serves  me  righ^  the 
reduction  in  rents  consequent  on  the  fall 
in  prices  Is  ^timated  in  the  most  recent 
decisions  of  the  Land  Ootirt  at  between 
14  and  16  per  cent.    Let  us  take  16  per 
cent  as  the  mean  figure  between  these 
two  extremes.     Now,  16  per  cent  is 
about  one-sixth  part  of  the  rtint,  and 
while  I  do  not  sby  tfaat  A  rent  which  is 
one-sixth  too  high  id  not  a  rent  which 
ought  to  be  altered,  I  do  say  that  the 
fact  that  some  rents  are  too  high  by  so 
much  is  not  a  reason  for  a  social  revo- 
lution.    If  the  right  hon.  Member  is 
going  to  apply  a  parallel  rule  in  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  every 
suffering  interest^  this  country  will  be 
landed  in  a  chaos  sudi  as  no  civilised 
country  has  ever  been  landed  in  before.  X 
suppose  right  hon.  Gentleitaen  opposite 
hare  not  so  far  thnnrn  over  the  irfmd 
Act  of  1881  as  to  snppbse  that  rents 
now  fixed,  or  which  were  fixed  bsfbrtf 
the  agricultural  crisis,  are  grossly  un- 
just   Just  before  I  came  down  to  the 
House  I  looked  at  some  statistics  with 
regard  to  evictions,  and  made  some  hasty 
calculations.     There  were  in  the  last 
quarter  of  last  year  622  cases  of  eviction. 
Of  these  under  50  were  for  less  than 
one  and  a  half-year's  arrears  of  rent. 
The  remainder  were  for  arrears  varying 
from  one  and  a  half-year's  rent  to  10 
years*  rent.  The  total  number  evicted 
for  owing  more  than  one  and  a  half- 
year's  rent  was  456.    Of  these  only  132 
were  judicial  rents.   Therefore,  at  the 
tenants  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rentt 
due  for  more  than  one  and  a  haU  yeu, 
no  fewer  than  824  were  evicted  for  non- 
paymentM  noa-judioial  rents,  and  every 
one  of  those  tmants  could  have  gone 
into  Court  and  had  a  judicial  rent  fixed, 
[J3om«  ItuU  laughtw  and  cAmt*.]   Is  that 

S reposition  denied  ?  [  Criei  of  Tea !" 
'n  what  ground  ?  Am  I  to  understani 
that  the  Act  of  1881  is,  in  the  opiaios  0 ' 
its  authors,  not  only  a  total  failure  on 
account  of  the  length  of  the  period 
fixed,  but  also  because  the  tenants  who 
have  a  right  to  go  into  Court  camiot  or 
will  not  do  80  f    If  my  oaloulation  if 
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rt,  it  will  go  ler  to  frove  that  it  is 
rue  with,  reference  to  the  majority 
notions,  that  they  are  due  to  the 
that  judicial  note  wave  fixed  at  a 
>d  when  prices  were  different  from 
A  they  are  now.  When  yon  ponnder 
t  thwe  were  only  182  oases  of  otIo- 
^  in  which  the  axreavs  were  ftnr  more 
fi  a  year  and  a-half— and  in  which 
I  rents  were  judicial  rents — ^you  mast 
isidw  alee  that  only  one-flfth  of  thene 
lants  will  have  been  finally  turned 
I  of  &eip  hoMioM.  That  greatly  re- 
joes  the  magnitude  and  proportion  of 
b  griewwe  on  aeoeunt  of  which  the 
|ht  hon.  Qeatleman  wishes  to  disturb 
b  Bettlemeat  solemnly  made  in  1881. 
iSoTe  I  pass  firom  that  part  of  the  snb- 
et,  let  me  say  a  word  with  reference 
■a  the  attack  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Dentleman  upon  the  Irish  landlords. 
Of  course,  we  need  no  prophet  to  tell  us 
that  there  are  bad  lan^ords  in  Ireland ; 
we  need  no  eareftiUy-prepared  and  ela* 
borate  Beports  to  prove  to  us  that  where 
then  are  500,000  tenants  some  rents 
will  be  too  high.  Of  eearse,  some  are 
too  high ;  bat,  on  the  other  hand, 
some  rents  are  too  low.  Are  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  so  sanguine  that  they  con- 
ceive you  will  be  able  to  have  a  system 
which  works  with  such  absolute  mathe- 
matioal  exactness  that  when  you  have  a 
vast  number  of  transactions  to  deal  with, 
everyone  of  those  transactions  ehall  be 
exactly  in  asoordance  with  the  dictates 
of  oonsnenoe  and  of  the  most  strict 
morality  f  The  country  and  the  system 
have  not  been  found,  n<v  ever  will, 
while  human  nature  remains  as  it  is,  in 
which  yea  ean  hope  to  have  a  perfection 
■ttoh  as  I  have  vindicated.  1  turn  to 
another  part  ol  the  riffht  hon.  Glentle- 
man^o  spaeoh.  He  told  ns  that  he  and 
kia  Viiends  had  been  ooeupied  ever 
since  this  Parliameot  met  in  preasing 
the  claims  of  tenants  whose  rents  were 
judicially  fixed  before  Ae  Ml  in  prices 
for  some  reconsideration  of  the  bargain 
which  the  State  enforced  on  them.  Ever 
since  this  Parliament  met  he  has  been 
taking  that  eourse,  and  ever  since  tbis 
Parliament  met  he  has  been  in  Opposi- 
tion. But  the  erisis  began  in  1884,  and 
prieee  were  as  low  as  they  are  now  in 
188&  and  1886.  During  a  large  part  of 
that  time  thi  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  OfBoe.  When  did  he  first  think  of 
9at  l^a  sohame  which  he  noip 
ly  newaury? 


the  ease  ef  the  Irish  tenaats  not  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  by  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  below  the  (^po- 
sition Gangway  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOIOiBY :  The  first  vote 
I  ever  gave  was  in  1883  in  favour  of 
the  KU  oi  the  hon.  Member  fin  Oork 
(Mr.  Baraell). 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  only 
alluding  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  charaoter  of  spokesman  for  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  near  him. 
The  right  hen.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
ever  since  this  Parliament  met  he  had 
been  pressing  the  claims  of  the  tenaats 
to  a  reconsideration  of  the  bargain  made 
for  them  in  1881.  But  why  dtd  he  only 
begin  to  do  tbis  when  in  Opposition  ? 
The  evil,  so  far  as  it  is  an  evil,  is  one 
which  has  existed  ever  since  the  fall  in 
prioes — in  other  words,  smce  the  begin- 
ning of  1885.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Friends  cannot  claim  that 
the  ease  was  not  pressed  upon  them  at  a 
time  when  they  could  have  dealt  wttii  it. 
In  January,  1886.  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  brought  forward  his  case  and  made 
almost  the  same  speech  whieh  he  made 
Isst  autumn  when  right  hon.  G«itlemen 
eame  from  all  parts  of  the  country  to 
support  htm.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  said  that  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
tenants  was  desperate  in  consequenoe  of 
sneh  a  reduction  in  the  prices  of  agri- 
cultural produce  as  had  not  been  known 
for  many  years.  Was  he  to  understand 
that  the  excuse  which  yraa  about  to  be 
made  for  their  inaction  by  right  hon. 
Members  opposite  was  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  was 
made  five  days  before  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  came  into  Office  f  Did  right 
bon.  Gentlemen  hold  that  that  fact  en- 
titled them  to  treat  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork  as  if  it  had  not 
been  delivered  ? 

Mb.  PABNBLL  (Oork):  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  necessary  to  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  speech 
to  whioh  he  refers  was  delivered  at  a 
moment  when  coercion  was  threatened 
by  the  Oonservative  Govwnment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  interruption  of  the  hon. 
G^ntieman,  though  I  think  it  is  hardly 
releffLnti  iml^aa  I  ^  to  An^emtaad  that 
the  boik  i«iM$auiii  4f»»'  ool  mosidw 


Digitized  by 


Google 


U79  SMilum  9/  i[COUUONSl 


that  he  is  boand  to  a  etatemeat  of  faot 
made  in  opposition  to  a  ConeerratiTo 
Government  which  brings  in  a  Coercion 
Bill.  He  made  the  statement,  and 
pressed  it  upon  the  House  as  true ;  and, 
therefore,  I  ask  why  did  not  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  take  up  the  case 
and  deal  wiUi  it  in  their  own  manner  ? 

tAn  hon.  Membbk  :  They  did.]  I  think 
heard  some  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
they  did  Aeel  with  it.  That  is  perfectly 
true;  but  in  what  manner?  What  they 
proposed  was  that  Irish  land  should  be 
bought  from  the  Irish  landlords  for  the 
Irish  tenants,  and  at  a  valuation  based 
on  the  rents  fixed  in  1881.  ["No,  no!"] 
It  is  true  that  that  was  in  1885;  but 
the  rent  in  1885  was  in  many  cases  the 
rent  fixed  in  1881.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  took  the  rent  fixed 
in  1881  as  the  basis  on  which  he  asks  the 
British  taxpayers  to  lend  £160.000,000. 
X  do  not  wonder  at  the  hesitation  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
hare  shown  in  becoming  converts  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork, 
becauaa  their  conversion  ia  the  most 
humiliating  confession  of  tfaur  failure 
with  regard  to  the  Iriah  Land  Question 
ever  forced  from  any  Administration. 
In  1881  they  solemnly  passed  an  Aot 
establishing  contracts  in  regard  to  rent 
for  15  years,  and  before  that  Act  has 
been  six  years  in  force  you  say  that 
these  contracts  must  be  broken.  Nor 
can  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say 
they  had  no  warning.  I  myself,  in  the 
debate  that  took  place  on  the  Land  Bill 
of  ISltl,  called  attention  to  the  danger 
that  there  was  in  establishing  contracts 
for  15  yeara.  in  view  of  the  possible 
fall  in  prices.  I  turn  now  to  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  called  the  central  part  of  his 
argument ;  and  what  is  it  7  It  is  that 
in  oU  oases  of  this  kind,  before  you 
moke  the  Oriminal  Law,  as  he  calls  it, 
more  stringent,  and,  oa  I  term  it,  more 
perfectly  adapted  to  the  end  of  punishing 
crime,  you  ought  to  pass  remedial  mea- 
sures, according  to  the  old  formula,  to 
which  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection. 
Bamedial  measures  should  precede  re- 
pression. I  consider  that  formula  a  most 
valuable  truth,  if  it  is  properly  limited 
and  properly  understood.  Let  me  remind 
the  House  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  in* 
formed  the  House  that  we  intend,  not  in 
the  dim  and  distant  f utnre,  but  in  Uw 


immediate  future,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in 
"  another  place,"  wh^e  work  can  be 
more  expeditiously  transacted ;  and  we 
intend,  as  quickly  as  possible,  to  carry 
our  views  into  effect.   I  do  not  know 
whether  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  indicating 
very  faintly  what  those  views  are.  We 
consider  tliat,  under  the  ciroumstanees, 
two  Bills  will  be  neoeesary.  The 
first  Bill  will  not  alter — and  does 
notprofeaato  alter  profoundly — the  sys- 
tem established  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tiemon  in  1881 ;  but  we  think  it  will 
make  the  working  of  that  system  more 
smooth,  more  equitable,  and  more  bene- 
ficial to  oil  concerned  in  the  great  agri- 
cultural interests  of  Ireland.    The  Bill, 
among  other  things,  will   deal  with 
leases,  and  ^re  to  the  tenant  some 
equitable  relief  such  as  was  given  to 
debtors  in  the  Bankruptcy  Aot  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Ohamberlain), 
It  will  have  other  provisions  which  we 
think  of  a  valuable  kind.    But  wo  do 
not  suppose  that  a  Bill  of  these  oom- 
paratively  humble  proportions  can  pos- 
sibly solve  the  great  Irish  Land  Qun- 
tioa.  That  question,  we  believe,  and 
we  have  always  beUeved,  can  only  be 
solved  by  a  large  measure  dealing  with 
purchase.    [*'  Oh  I  "]     Every  Party  j 
in  the  House  and  every  section  ot 
every  Party  is,  I  think,  agreed  on  ] 
this.    ['*No  no!"]    Well,  with  the  | 
exception  of   the   hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy    (Sir    George  Campbell). 
That  measure,  as  may  be  conjectured, 
is  of  too  large  proportions  to  be  passed 
immediately  unless  hon.  GenUemen  op- 
posite are  prepared  to  pursue  very  dif- 
ferent tactics  with  regard  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  from  those  with  which 
we  have  been  made  painfully  fami''" 
this  Session.    We  uuU  be  ready  to 
bring  in  that  Bill  as  soon  as  Uiey  ore 
read^  to  allow  that  Bill  to  be  discussed. 
Having  thus  stated  in  the  rudest  and 
barest  outline — ^for  I  should  not  be  jus- 
tified in  going  more  into  details — the 
remedial  measures  which  we  propose  to 
bring  in,  let  me  meet  directly  the  ail- 
ment that  these  measures  ought  to  pre- 
cede the  oriminal  measure  for  whioh  we 
are  now  asking  urgency.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  single  man  in  this  House  who 
knows  what  he  is  saying  who  will  not 
admit  that  the  prime  necessity  in  every 
society  is  that  the  law  shall  be  effeotive. 
Hon.  and  right  lun.  Gentlemea  opponto 
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oannot  for  a  moment  doubt  that  the 
primary  necessity  for  society  is  a  stable 
and  acknowledged  system  of  law.  If 
that  be  admitted,  I,  on  my  side,  am 
•ready  to  admit  that  if  you  can  ^t  your 
law  effective,  not  by  increasing  its  strin- 
geaoj  or  altering  its  maohineiy,  but  by 
remedial  legislation,  you  had  better  do 
•o.    If  the  effect  of  passing  our  Land 
Bills  or  any  Land  Bill  would  lead  to 
luch  a  ohan^  that  juries  would  oeaae 
K>  be  intunidated,  and  that  wtbiessee 
iroold  come  CDrward  and  ^ve  their 
evidence — then    every  one   of  my 
Colleagues   would    hasten   to  bring 
iorward  such  a  measure.    [Cri«  ^ 
.     *  Try  it!  "]    But  what  chance  is  there 
I     haX  if  we  put  off  this  Criminal  Bill, 
i    rhen  Ireland  is  weekly  going  from  bad 
)     D  worse,  when  society  is  crumbling  into 
B    tB  original  atoms,  we  shall  restore  the 
t    anctity  of  contract  and  respect  for  law 
)•    tj  introducing  any  Land  Bill?  The 
s    lope  that  now  exists,  provided  we  take 
lo    peasures  in  time,  would  be  finally  de- 
^    troyed,  and  it  would  be  useless  to  try 
I-    sd  battle  with  the  forces  of  anarchy. 
B*   ITe  shoidd  have  to  give  np  the  task  in 
id   leqpair.    The  right  hon.  Gmtleman 
if    weed  his  argument  upon  the  view  that 
:li  who  land  League — X  have  used  the 
:jMTrong  atuu,  I  mean  the  National  League 
)t  ^ — corresponded  with  and  resembled  a 
oombination  of  trade  unionists  in  Eng- 
land for  obtaining  fair  and  equitable 
terms  from  their  masters.    But  that  is 
a  total  misoonceptioo.  Since  when  have 
the  Opposition  come  over  to  the  doctrine 
that  the  National  League  is  this  inno- 
cent form  of  trades  union,  organized  in 
order  to  obtain  for  the  tenants  fair  and 
equitable  terms?    I  have  not  taken 
the  trouble  of  reading  the  cartloads 
of  speeches  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gfinuemaa  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William   Harcourt)  denounced 
the  Land  League,  which,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is 
the  same  thing  as  the  National  League 
except  in  name.    In  1881  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman  said  that  the  Land  League 
organization  was  "really  Fenian  in  its 
character  " — ^in  other  words,  that  it  was 
a  treasonable  organization  which  carried 
out  its  treasonable  designs  by  murder 
and  outrage.   Is  the  right  hon.  Qentie- 
man and  are  his  Friends  oonverted  to 
the  idea  that  the  National  League  has 
oast  off  its  '*  original  sin  "  and  hu  oome 
out  in  the  n«v  gmse  o{  an  ioaooent  oom- 
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bination,  with  no  other  object  than  to 
enable  tenants  who  were  asked  to  pay  an 
excessive  rent  to  resist  their  landlords  7 
Have  right  hon.  Gentiemen  studied  the 
recent  speeches  of  hon.  Gentiemen  op- 
posite who  sit  for  Irish  constituencies  ? 
One  speaker  had  said  that  the  time 
would  come  when  rent  would  beabolished 
altogether,  not  all  at  once,  but  step  bj 
step.  Is  that  the  advice  of  an  innocent 
oombination  to  enable  tuiants  to  exact  a 
fair  rent  ?  In  November  last,  anotiier 
speaker  said — 

"We  are  not  only  working  to  abolish  the 
laadlords ;  we  are  also  workiofl-  for  Uw  hdy 
cause  of  Irish  nationality,  and  if  to-morrow 
every  landlord  were  awept  out  of  the  country, 
we  still  should  bare  to  work  in  order  to  realize 
the  dream  of  the  Irish  martyrs  in  the  past  to 
make  Ireland  a  nation  with  horown  flag  among 
the  nations  of  the  world." 

I  could  multiply  quotations  such  as  these ; 
but  they  are  sufficient  to  prove  my 
propositions,  which  are  these — in  the 
first  place,  that  the  League  aims  at 
political  objects  wholly  auen — in  my 
opinion  treasonable — to  the  question  of  a 
combination  iot  the  purpose  of  exacting 
a  fair  rent;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that 
it  aims  at  these  toeasonable  ends  by  the 
spoliation  of  onepartionlar oUss—those 
who  support  the  IT nion.  If  these  propo- 
sitions are  true — and  they  were  believed 
to  be  true  by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Derby  one  year  ago, 
and  they  are  proved  to  be  true  by  tiie 
quotations  of  speeches  made  only  a  few 
months  ago — then  what  becomes  of  the 
contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  that  we  are 
here  dealing  with  an  innocent  trade 
union  organization.  The  truth  is  that 
the  source  of  our  disorders  is  not  the 
exaction  of  extreme  rente  by  the  land> 
lords.  The  tenants  of  Ulster  and  the 
leaseholders  of  Ulster  are  in  some  ways 
more  hardly  treated  than  any  other 
tenants  in  Ireland.  The  case  of  the 
leaseholders  of  Ulster  was  before  the 
Colleagues  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
opposite  Session  after  Session  in  1882, 
and  they  never  lifted  a  little  finger  to 
relieve  tbem.  The  case  is,  in  my 
opinion,  far  harder  than  that  of  any 
other  tenants  in  Ireland ;  but  they  have 
not,  under  the  temptation  whioh  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  thinks  adequate  to 
justify  a  socialistio  revolution,  engaged 
in  any  of  these  nefarious  schemes.  I 
shall  often  hare  to  talk  of  the  National 
League,  but  there  is  one  epithet  which 
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fell  from  Uie  rij^ht  faon.  Qentleman 
opposite  to  which  I  must  call  attention 
BOW.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
ef  it  OB  a  apontaneoqs  nombinatioa  of  the 
toKaDts  of  Irdand.  Sir,  is  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  bo  ignorant  of  the 
eenatry  which,  not  eight  months  ago,  he 
was  oiDcnpied  in  governing,  aa  not  to 
ImoT  thespeoies  of  terrorism  bjrwhich  the 
tenant  is  brought  into  the  network  of  this 
organization,  from  which  he  only  longs  to 
be  free  as  soon  as  the  law  will  allow  him 
to  free  himself  with  impunltj  ?  My  first 
answer,  therefore,  to  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  as  to  why 
ve  di4  QQt  hring  in  remedial  measures 
before  (o^minal  measures,  is  that  to  do  so 
would  not  have  had  the  effect  which  he 
thinks  it  would  have  had— namely,  to 
restore  respect  for  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land, to  enable  peaceable  men  to  go 
about  their  business  in  peace,  to  give 
freedom  under  the  law,  and  to  enable  the 
Courts  of  Law  to  carry  out  the  law  of 
the  country.  But  I  have  another  argu-^ 
ment  in  favour  of  the  course  which  we 
propose  to  puTsne.  Not  only  wonld  the 
order  whioi  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaq 
proposes  with  regud  to  onr  measures 
fail  in  its  effect,  but  if  we  were  to  follow 
his  advice  and  put  off  day  after  day  the 
measure  which  we  think  necessary  to 
restore  respect  for  the  law,  it  would 
render  the  effect  of  every  future  remedial 
measure  absolutely  nugatory,  and  destroy 
at  its  very  source  and  beginning  every 
hope  of  a  better  state  of  things  for  the 
Irish  tenantry.  I  have  already  told  the 
House  that  the  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  tibe  only  hope  for  the  ulti- 
mate settlement  and  solution  of  the  Irish 
liand  Question  is  a  scheme  of  purqhase. 
What  h<rae  would  there  be  of  tha  sucoesa 
of  any  scheme  of  purchase  if,  at  the  bid- 
ding of  an  agitatio9  like  this,  yot(  broke 
a  solenm,  contract  entered  into  only  five 
years  ago  9  Would  any  tenant  in  Ireland 
believe  that  a  settlemmt  guaranteed  by 
Parliamentary  pledges  would  be  a  last- 
ing one,  and  if  any  tenant  in  Ireland  did 
be]  iieve  that,  would  he  not  be  an  idiot  to 
believe  it ;  would  he  not  be  a  fool,  in  the 
face  of  what  Parliament  has  done,  in  the 
face  of  the  readiness  of  Parliament  to 
stultify  itself ;  would  he  not  be  a  fuol  if 
he  believed  that  the  oontraot  which  he 
entered  into  with  the  State  would  be  a 
final  oontract,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
in  his  power  fay  using  the  same  machinery 
ef  agitation  which  had  been  so  olten 
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found  effeotive  in  the  past  to  wring  what 
new  terms  he  chose  out  of  the  British 
Government  and  the  British  taxpayer  ? 
It  is  because  I  know  that  if  you  begin 
now ;  if  you  precede  the  restoration  of 
law  and  order  by  what  you  call  remedial 
measures,  emy  tenant  in  Ireland  will 
believe  that  he  has  only  to  go  upon  the 
same  lines  which  they  have  been  pur- 
suing, and  the  property  of  every  land- 
lord will  be  whittled  down,  and  that  ijlti- 
mately  by  slow  but  sure  degrees  he  wilt 
get  his  land  for  nothing.   This  is  the 
creed,  and  these  are  the  sentiments, 
preached  by  hon.  Members  opposite  in 
Ireland.   Is  that  the  policy  of  the  legiti- 
mate Opposition  ?   If  it  is  not,  I  wish  to 
ask  how  they  can  possibly  justify  this 
alteration  in  Parliamentary  policy  adum- 
brated in  the  Besolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  o|^Bite  ?   I  speak  as  one  of 
a  Government  determined  to  preserve 
the  Union,  andposcdbly  many  may  have 
thought  that  the  ai^uments  I  have  used 
can  only  be  properly  addressed  to  those 
who  agre<^  with  me  in  that  broad  polioy 
which  we  think  ought  to  guide  the 
common  destinies  of  the  two  eonntries. 
But,  Sir,  that  is  not  my  opinion.    I  be- 
lieve that  every  man  in  this  House  who 
wishes  to  stop  short  of  absolute  separa- 
tion is  perfectly  mad  if  he  follows  the 
policy  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  Besolutiun.  [(^potition 
critt  of  "Oh,  oh ! "  and  "  Withdraw  !  "] 
I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  dis- 
orderly in  using  the  word  mad ;  but  if  the 
delicate  sensibilities  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  are  offended,  I  will  say  that  any 
such  man  must  be  singularly  unwise  if  be 
follows  that  policy,  because  every  scheme 
which  the  ingenuity  of  man  can  suggest 
which  stops  Miort  of  absolute  separation 
involves  some  kind  of  arrangement  and 
some  kind  of  bargain  between  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  the  people  of  England. 
If  in  your  m  adness — [  Criet  0/  *  *  Order  J "  ] 
— well,  if  in  your  folly  you  break  the  oon- 
tract entered  into  by  Parliament  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  how  can  you 
possibly  imagine  that  the  great  inter- 
national contract  which  some  of  you 
desire  will  remain  inviolate  a  moment 
longer  than  suits  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  ?  Of  course  the  screw 
will  be  put  on  then  as  now.  The  people 
of  Ireland  from  one  end  to  the  other 
would  know  that  however  firmly  you 
have  appeared  to  put  your  foot  down, 
the  KaoUest  tou^  wiU  shake  yeu  ftwn% 
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your  balance ;  and  with  that  convictioii 
deeply  rooted  in  their  miad,  do  not  sup- 
poae  that  aay  arrangemeat  that  you  may 
enter  into — fence  it  round  with  all  the 
securities  you  like— can  possibly  cause 
you  to  pause  for  more  than  a  few  brief 
years  at  any  point  on  the  inclined  plane 
down  which  you  will  inevitably  slide 
towards  absolute  separation,  if  you  once 
leave  the  present  united  Constitution  of 
this  Empire.  For  these  reasons,  not 
certainly  in  the  interests  of  the  landlords, 
not  even  in  the  interests  of  the  Unionist 
Party,  but  in  the  interests  of  every  man 
in  this  House  who  desires  some  kind  of 
link  to  be  kept  up  between  England  and 
Ireland,  I  earnestly  press  the  House  not 
to  accept  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  allow  us  as  soon  as 
may  be  to  take  those  steps  which  we 

'    think  necessary  for  the  restoration  of 

'    law  and  order  in  Ireland. 

*  Mb.  ALLISON  (Cumberland,  Esk- 
^  dale)  said,  the  iie^rt  of  the  Boyal 
'  Commission  amply  justified  every  one 
^    of  the  allegatioDs  made  by  the  hon. 

Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  last 
:^  autumn  as  to  the  necessity  of  reducing 
I  agricultural  rents  in  Ireland.    He  had 
to  complain  that  now  that  the  Oommis- 
sion  had  reported  the  Government  took 
no  notice  of  the  Beport,  but  were  pro- 
ceeding on  the  old  path  of  coercion, 
'     which  bad  so  often  failed  before, 
'     and  which  he  predicted  would  un- 
doubtedly fail  again.    The  Beport 
contained  a  lesson  for  their  Liberal 
Unionist  FHends.    If  any  Party  in- 
risted  more  than  another  on  public 

Slatforms  in  this  country  upon  the 
uty  of  remedial  measures  it  was  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party.  They  con- 
staotly  spoke  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  Parliament  could  redress  the 
grievanoes  of  Ireland,  and  said  a 
I  great  many  things  could  be  done  by 
this  Parliament  oetter  even  than  by 
an  Irish  Parliament.  Instead,  how- 
ever, of  proceeding  to  assist  in  re- 
dressing grievances  the  Liberal  Union- 
'  ists  intended,  it  seemed,  to  support 
those  measures   of  the  Government 

*  which  were  intended   to  put  down 
agitation  sprung  from  the  ve^  ^iev- 

^  aaces  which  the  Boyal  Oommission 
^  had  exposed.  They  were  told  that  the 
r  land  measure  would  be  produced  al- 
V  most  immediately.  That  was  rather  a 
!^  vague  phrase,  and  he  should  like  to 
^    know  how  far  the  "almost"  was  to 
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qualify  the  "  immediately."  It  was,  it 
appeared,  to  be  produced  in  "another 
place,"  where  land  measures  had  been 
known  to  fail  before,  but  where  he 
doubted  not  the  Coercion  Bill  would  go 
through  quickly  enough.  If  one  thing 
could  make  the  Government's  policy 
more  suicidal  than  another  it  would  bo 
the  idea  of  attempting  to  put  down  the 
National  League  after  the  statement  of 
their  special  Commiasioner,  Sir  Bed- 
vers  BuUer,  who  had  declared  that  the 
"  great  majority  of  the  Irish  people 
thought  the  National  League  had  been 
their  salvstion."  The  tenants  were 
right  in  their  supposition.  He  chal- 
lenged denial  of  the  statement  that 
there  was  not  a  single  concession  but 
had  been  wrung  from  reluctant  land- 
owners by  the  operations  of  the  League 
and  the  agitations  it  had  set  afoot.  In 
the  face  of  the  Beport  he  could  not  con- 
ceive any  body  of  men  "  mad  enough  " 
to  eo  forward  with  a  policy  of  coercion 
at  the  present  time.  He  confessed,  after 
the  promises  which  had  been  given  deli- 
berately to  the  people  of  Ireland,  it  was 
simple  madness  to  abandon  those  pro- 
mises and  resort  to  a  policy  of  coercion, 
which  had  failed  in  the  past,  and  which 
he  was  certain  would  fail  in  the  future. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet),  said,  in  answer  to  the 
challenge  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Allison),  he  would 
point  oat  one  Act  which  had  not  been 
got  from  the  Government  by  the  action 
of  the  Luid  League — he  alluded  to  the 
6rst  Act  under  which  the  relations  be- 
tvreen  landlord  and  tenant  was  first  du- 
turbed  in  Ireland— the  Land  Act  of  1 870 ; 
for  he  would  remind  hon.  Members  op- 
posite that  at  that  time,  thank  God, 
neither  the  LandLeagne  nor  the  National 
League  existed.  He  did  not  believe  for 
a  moment  that  that  Act  had  been  ex- 
torted by  the  Olerkenwell  outrage  or  the 
Manchester  murder.  The  hon.  Member 
referred  to  Mr.  M'Carthy  as  an  absolute 
judge  of  the  state  of  Ireland.  With 
respect  to  the  action  of  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act,  that  gentleman  might  be  a  gooil 
judge  in  his  way;  he  was  a  solicitor 
in  practice  inasmtdl  town  in  the  South 
of  Ireland;  but  he  could  not  agree 
that  he  knew  more  about  the  land  ques- 
tion than  the  landlords.  Mr.  M'Oarthy 
was  a  Sub-Commissioner  under  the  Ae^ 
confined  mostly  to  his  office  or  Court ; 
but  the  landlords  heoi^  all  that  was 
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going  on.  He  (Colonel  King-HarinanJ 
considered  that  the  attack  made  on  the 
landlords  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  was  uncalled  for, 
cruel,  and  unjust;  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  landlords 
as  a  body  oppressmg  the  poor,  be  must 
remind  him  tnat  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  on  a  memorable  oc- 
oaaion,  declared  that  the  Msh  landlords 
had  been  tried,  and  that  they  had  not 
been  found  blameworthy.  Ireland  was 
now  otganized  from  one  end  to  the  o^er 
by  the  National  League  against  English 
rule,  against  loyalty,  law,  and  order; 
and  men,  through  fear  of  the  power  of 
the  League,  led  the  life  of  dogs,  hunted 
and  BoTootted.  Talk  about  evictions 
by  landlords,  had  there  ever  been  an 
eviction  so  cruel  as  the  case  of  the 
Misses  Curtin — driven  out  of  the  country 
by  the  hell-hounds  of  the  League  be- 
cause they  nobly  stood  up  to  defend 
their  father  from  the  assassins  of  the 
Le^pie,  paid  by  American  dollars  ? 
[Lat^hUr.^  Hon.  Gentlemen  thought 
wis  a  laughing  matter  ?  Was  it  a  laugh- 
ing matter  to  drag  a  girl  out  by  the  hair, 
and  pour  tar  on  her  head  ?  It  might  be 
a  laughing  matter  to  those  who  knew 
more,  thank  God,  than  he  did  how  those 
things  were  got  up.  Any  man  who 
stood  up  for  what  he  conoeiTed  to  be  his 
duty  in  Ireland  was  made  to  Bu£Per  for 
it.  Tjk  the  course  of  his  speech,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
had  referred  to  the  state  of  Ireland  in 
1846,  when  Lord  John  Bussell  and  Mr. 
Oobden  were  taking  a  leading  part  in 
Irish  affairs.  True,  Ireland  was  in  a 
fearful  condition  then.  But  in  thatyear 
no  remedial  measures  had  been  passed, 
the  deepest  distress  existed,  famine 
stalked  the  land,  the  people  were  poor, 
and  the  emigrant  ships  were  leaving 
Ireland  with  thousands  of  emigrants, 
many  of  whom  dud.  Now,  however, 
matters  were  differrait.  There  was  more 
money  deposited  in  Irish  Savings  Banks 
now  than  there  ever  had  been.  The 
Dublin  Stocks  were  largely  invested  in, 
but  not  by  the  landlords,  because  the 
National  League  took  care  that  the 
Irish  landlords  received  no  money.  The 
League  coerced  the  people,  and  were  it 
not  for  the  League  they  would  be  as 
peaceful  and  as  law-abiding  as  the 
pe<^le  of  any  other  part  of  the  Three 


Kingdoms.  Those  who  had  been  mur- 
dered, wounded,  and  terrorized  over 
were  not  of  the  landlord  class.  The 
landlords  were  pretty  well  able  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  as  they  had  done  up 
to  the  present  time ;  but  they  were  of  the 
tenant  class,  and  the  neMrioos  com- 
bination which  had  heeai  spoken  of  in 
such  laudable  terms  was  not  intended  to 
protect  but  to  coerce  the  tenant.  The 
majority  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
wi^ed  to  pay  their  rents  honestly  when 
they  could  do  so ;  bat  in  thousondiB  of 
oases  they  had  been  prevented  from 
doing  it  by  the  system  of  tyranny  which 
overshadowed  and  controlled  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  from 
the  evidence  of  Sir  Itedvers  BnUer. 
Now,  he  admitted  that  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  was  an  able  and  a  gallant  soldier, 
but  he  was  unaware  that  that  officer 
had  had  sufficiently  long  and  wide 
experience  of  land  and  of  the  value  of 
land  to  be  able  to  give  a  standard 
opinion  on  the  subject.  This  he  did 
know  —  that  on  one  occasion,  when 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller  was  talking  to  a 
landlord  friend  of  his  in  the  County 
Kerry  about  land  matters,  he  pointed  to 
a  field  belonging  to  the  landlord  and 
said,  "Your  land  is  over-rented.  Tou 
are  charging  26$.  an  acre  tot  that  land, 
while  only  21«.  would  be  charged  in 
England.'^  The  landlord  asked  him 
whether  he  knew  that  there  was  any 
diffierence  between  an  English  acre  and 
an  Irish  acre.  "  No,"  said  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller;  "ia  there  any  difference?" 
The  landlord  told  him  how  much  larger 
an  Irish  acre  was  than  an  English  acre, 
and  showed  him  that  this  would  far 
more  than  account  for  the  difference  in 
price.  So  much,  then,  for  ihe  eridence 
of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  in  regard  to  land 
questions ;  the  right  hon.  Gfentleman 
was  quite  welcome  to  what  he  could  get 
out  of  it  to  strengthen  lus  cose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Ohief 
Secretary  next  said  that  all  the  Irish 
legislation  that  had  been  passed  of  late 
vears  had  been  against  the  tenants,  and 
he  intimated  tiiat  hon.  Members  on  the 
Oonserrativo  side  of  the  House  were 
always  harping  for  increased  powers  in 
favour  of  tne  landlords.  He  emphati- 
cally denied  both  assertions.  What  the 
Government  were  now  asking  for  were 
increased  powers  in  favour  of  maintain- 
ing  law  and  order— powers  which  Isnd- 
lord^,  tenants,  and  all  olosses  alike  in 


Digitized  by 


1 1 89  £unnM  of  {Mabch 


22,  1887}  tJuSoute.        •  1190 


Ireland  would  have  to  eubmlt  to  and 
obey.  As  to  legislation  for  the  land- 
lords, he  would  ask  whether  any  law 
was  ever  enacted  which  weighed  more 
heavily  on  any  class  than  the  Act  of 
1881  weighed  on  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, both  in  regard  to  their  powMr  and 
their  pockets.  It  was  a  law  which  would 
neTer  have  been  passed  in  an^  foreign 
country,  and  he  was  certain  it  woiud 
not  hare  been  passed  by  England  tor 
Englishmen.  In  respect  of  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Diokson,  all  he  would  say  was 
that  that  gentleman  told  a  different 
story  now.  when  he  wanted  to  get  into 
the  House  as  a  National  Leaguer,  to 
that  which  he  gave  when  he  was  the 
Liberal  Member  for  Tyrone.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  spoken  of  landlords 
giving  time  to  their  tenants  to  pay. 
Doubtless  there  were  bad  landlords,  just 
as  there  were  bad  men  in  every  nlass ; 
but,  as  a  rule,  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
have  not  been  such  fools  as  to  refuse  to 
give  time  wherever  and  whenever  it 
could  be  reasonably  granted.  In  their 
own  interests  they  had  done  so,  and 
would  continue  to  do  so.    The  right 

\  hon.  Gentleman  wound  up  his  speech 
witii  a  raoaark  in  which  he  entirely  oon- 
onrred.  He  said  that  we  wanted  to  pro- 
tect the  good,  honest  tenants  from  the 
rtUBKans.  Just  so.  They  believed  the 
majority  of  the  tenants  to  be  good  and 
honest  men,  but  that  those  tenants  were 
tyrannized  over  by  a  body  of  lawless 
ruffians  who  were  subsidized  by  Ame- 
rican dolhirs ;  and  they  wanted  to  pro- 
tect the  honest,  law-abiding  men  m>m 
those  whom  the  late  Mr.  Forstor  termed 
"  the  village  mfaans."  With  respect  to 
rent  and  prioes,  he  might  remark  that 
Griffith's  valuation  in  1854  was  made 
for  a  basis  of  taxation  and  not  for  rent. 
The  valnation  was  25  per  cent  below 
what  he  oonaidered  to  be  the  value  of 
the  rent,  and  when  the  antation  was 
first  bmn  the  eiy  all  over  ireland  was 
fSor  Griffith's  valuation.  Moreorer,  prices 
in  1852,  1853,  and  1854  were  consider- 
ably lower  than  they  were  at  the  present 
time.  For  example,  in  1852,  in  the  part 
of  the  country  to  which  he  belonged, 
milch  cows  sold  for  £8  to  £14 ;  at  Boyle 
Fair,  in  March  last,  similar  animals  sold 
for  £10  to  £19;  in  1852  two-year-olds 
sold  for  £4  to  £8  10«. ;  at  Boyle  Fair 

'  for  £8  to  £11;  in  1852  one-year-olds 
fetched  £2  10«.  to  £3  10«. ;  at  the  Fair 

^     referred  to  £4  to  £7 ;  in  1852  lambs 


made  from  18*.  to  26i.  each;  at  Boyle 
Fair  in  March  36«.  to  42a.  was  obtained. 
Ho  was  entitled  to  argue  from  this  that 
in  regard  to  Griffith's  valuation,  tenants 
did  not  now  pay  too  high  rents,  at  all 
events  in  the  part  of  the  country  he  re- 
ferred to ;  still,  the  Sub-Oommissioners 
made  a  considerable  reduction  below 
what  Sir  Robert  Griffllh  deemed  a  fair 
valuation  in  1854.  When  the  prices  of 
produce  rose,  landlords  did  not  raise 
their  rents  in  anything  like  the  same 
proportion ;  and,  uierefore,  when  prices 
fell,  rents  ought  not  to  be  lowered  to  a 
ridiculous  extent.  He  should  be  as  slow 
as  anyone  to  ask  for  a  measure  of  coer- 
cion ;  but  when  he  saw  honeet  and  law- 
abiding  people  unable  to  follow  their 
lawful  vocations,  the  whole  country  dis- 
turbed, and  much-needed  capital  being 
driven  out  by  the  action  of  a  few  lawless 
men,  and  when  he  saw  that — because 
juries  were  tonorized,  verdicts  could  not 
be  found  and  ruffians  could  not  be 
punished — ^he  felt  it  was  time  to  ask  the 
House  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  in  such  a  manner  that  justice 
should  be  done  roeedily  and  suiely,  bo 
that  Ireland  might  be  saved  from  the 
worst  oppressors  and  the  greatest  dw- 
troyers  that  ever  mined  any  country. 

Ma.  HANDEL  GOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£.)  said,  that  posmbly  the  fact  that  the 
Land  Oommisstoners  had  reduced  con- 
siderably the  rents  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  thelsle 
of  Thanet  (Colonel  Eing-Harmaa's)  ton- 
ants,  accounted  for  that  Hon.  Gentieman's 
opposition  to  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
Was  not  the  fact  that  the  Commieaioners 
had  reduced  the  rents  by  45  per  cent 
a  sufficient  proof  that  rents  were  too 
high  before?  That  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  case,  especially  as  Lord  Oowper's 
Oommisnon  reported  that  in  many  parts 
of  tiie  oountiT  rents  were  still  17  or  18 
per  cent  too  hieh.  Our  troubles  in  be- 
hmd  had  meanly  been  {ffodooed  by  the 
oppressive  otaduct  of  the  landlords  | 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  them  to  believe  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords had  never  done  anything  wrong, 
he  put  a  strain  on  their  credulity  which 
it  would  not  bear.  The  value  of  the 
land  of  Ireland  had  been  mainly  created 
by  the  tenants,  who  had  not  received 
the  reward  of  their  labour,  but  had,  on 
the  contrary,  seen  its  results  confiscated 
by  the  landlords.  The  Act  of  1681  per- 
petuated the  feeling  that  it  was  a  vexy 
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great  wronp;  but  it  waa  to  exp^ot  trio 
mu-Ai  to  Tliiiik  T}io  Act  would  rerii-yVL' 
tlm  :-Iiiin  ti]t  tTiiturifP,  the  removal  of 
wtjicli  rnn^t  be-  n.  grpdual  procflM.  Why, 
evrry  wf&t  wiiiil  of  tlie  last  fair  eenUirica 
littd  I'cuched  Eugland  laden  irith  sighs, 
Hfirrowa,  anH  toara,  and  ho  rejoiced  that 
he  Jirs^vi^  &  time  when  the  LLboraL 
.Fa^  %tSt  lifde  sticng  cHbrta  to  wipe 
■tMit  these  KHSdK-BaiLd  leeaea  these  tears. 
KotvLthstaQ^Olg;  ^eir  poeitioiL,  he  oould 

i^voiir  of  llW  l^an t.  Before  Ion  g 
TTfl  ahould  see  still  greater  remedial 
UieaBurea  passed  fur  Ireland  ;  and  he 
tad  strong  hope  that  he  should  live  to 
§ee  the  Jny  wLt'u  Ireland  woulil  be 
ci:'nirrti>d  to  Eiisfand,  not  }>y  farra,  but 
alTuLtitJu ;  m.-t  liy  \:iw.  init  li'vcv  IjisttMi- 
ing  to  Ibe  speech  of  the  rf^^ht  lion,  (ion- 
tleinnn  tlie  Cliifif  ^LCi-t-tary  for  Ticl'iiLd 
(Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour},  hn  (ifr.  ILnuliI 
Coeyham)  cams  to  tha  condiisioii  tlifit 
thu  Tnry  Party  had  no  solution  of  the 
Irirtli  problem  to  oQ'ev  hut  the  olddriod 
and  foiiutl-wanting  sjstam  uf  coercion, 
and  ho  looked  toseeth^OftV^TOtirEment 
of  the  Tor^  Fattf  Offide—aud  the 
qarKn  the  ]}ettQri,  xdgjat  have 

OgftaijsatiDaa  of  the  kind  were  yroue  to 
orrj  but  rooolleot  -ffhat  reform  that 
organization  had  accampliahfid'  Had  it 
not  been  tar  orgtLaiEation  the  Eng-liali 
porta  would  hfive  been  ahut  against 
fgfeign  Com.  Force  waa  no  remedy. 
The  peopio  of  IrtOund  hrld  to  their  ri^lif 
to  li^'o  (.ra  tlipjr  native  Brjil,  liiid  Lhr  in  (irM 
belnpf  made  for  thn  nsany — iKt  tSiofBw 
— tlifir  ciainiJ;  CMuMiiot  bf  fltinifil.  The 
fjovei  jinu  iit  iifid  fjot  as  fur  na  tho  rifflit 
ban,  (j(;iitleiimtL  the  ^feniber  for  Mid 
Lotbioti  (Mr.  W,  K,  Gla-ipt'.im:-)  Imd  six 
yeare  ago  ;  and  even  yet  he  did  not  loae 
hopo  thut  strenuous  perauasion  might 
indues  thn  ODTernment  tp  xetMoe  tl^eir 
atapft  ilimg  the  niis«Mi^6tiff  ^oad  'of 
ooereion. 

Kotiri'  tiiki^n,  tlifit  -10  Membera  were 
not.  [.ri.-;'-[jr ;  n^Jiisij  toutitetl,  jm4  40 
Members  beipg  found  praaent, 

Mk.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
WaPfibeck)  said,  I  haTS  listened  this 
evening  with  very  great  care  to  the  re- 
mfirk-'i  that  fell  hi>m  th<^  Chief  Scurotary 
for  Ireinnd  in  reply  to  tlio  &peei:h  of  my 
right  hon.  Fi  tuiid  hn-  Mi-niber  for  Ne^- 
oastle  (Mr.  John  ilorloyj,  I  must  sa^ 
that  the  Tig-ht  hoQ,  GbathraiBir  ISttt^il^ 
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Secretary  for  Ireland  invf 
riif^n  bLdnro  tlii^  House 
\\\}\f}-  ili'HTiii^^s  ftnd  force. 
f^'llHCviritr  hlni  ^o  rarcful 
reuiarl'S  wu^  t'j  dis^'-jver, 
grounds  upon  which  Her 
VRrament  rely  m  coming 
House  a  second  time  th: 
asking  hon.  blsmbera  to 
at  tiieir  disposal  the  who 
Houae,    I  confessp  Sir, 
leaaoD  ^L&t  I  wae  abl 
was  tliAt  'th4  Hght  hon,  0 
sidered  that  as  a  MombSt' 
ment  it  waa  bis  duty  * 
Union.  No  doubt,  that  is  i 
able  and  patriotio  dutyj 
aware  that  it  in  a  dutjpi 
Majt'iity's  OoverDiuent.  ' 
SLfmitiere^  on  thi.-j  t^iJe  of 
;  well  as  nu  the  otlior  bide; 
it  their  duty  to  preserve 
:im  awar**  ihat  Isoii.  Gent 
very  often  in  tlir;ir  spoet 
and  apeak  of       on  thl 
House- — and  especially  1 
who  ait  below  the  Gangw 
of  the  House — as  iSopar, 
baTfl  repeatedly  dented. ' 
and  we  claim  for  ourafilve 
cere  in  the opptQtui  tbatii 
Q^ntlemeii  V&Q'^  on  tlu 
the  House.    That  there 
of  opiuiotL  ameugfit  hoh 
this  Houae  aa  to  liutv  tb 
be  preserTcd,  I  will  admit 
and  ri|i;ht  hon.  Oentlome 
nny  moi'o  gioL-cre  in  their 
wi  ve  law  end  order,  and 
in(ej;rlty  of  the  I'inipirh'f  1 
ripjht  bull.  GBritleinen  w 
side  uf  iho  Elcuae,  I  entire 
Sir,  what  are  the  grouncle 
Wembora  are  aakcd  to 
of  tliia  House — to  place  it 
disposal  of  Her  Majesty'^ 
It  is  in  order  that  the  Ori 
Ireland  may  be  iacreaaec 
gencj.   Tor  my  own  j 
anxioOB  that  Aoc^al  ord^  j 
tamed  m  li^and  an  hoiiv 
poaite  can  be.    I  am  wi 
that  ban.  Gentlemen  n\) 
mandate  from  their  coiif-t: 
serve  sotitil  order  in  Ire 
to  preserve  the  I'djou  I 
Kritniii  and  Ireland;  but 
Mernbeis  on  this  aide  oft 
right  boa.  Members  a.s  w< 
ttlVdAftU  U^m  tkelt  roasl 


nwnii 

e  witk  MiaiJffl" 
.  Uj  object  ia 

ifpmhle,  the 
Majeitj's  do- 
hwn  to  this 
Sessiia  and 
\C6  entirsl/ 
'we  of  the 
t^e  only 
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coercive  measure  is  introduced 
House  for  Ireland  until  some 
L  measure  has  been  adopted  by 
ajesty's  Gkivernment.    If  Her 
's  present  AdviserB  had  deemed 
Able  to  introduce  remedial  mea- 
I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
.em  every  assistance  it  was  in  my 
to  give  in  oarryiDg  their  remedial 
res    Bncoessfmly    thzoueh  this 
».   But  when  th^  oome  down  to 
louse  and  tell  us  that  their  only 
f  for  Ireland  is  to  increase  the 
gency  of  the  Oriminal  Law  in  that 
itry,  then  I  at  once  unhesitatingly 
«e  tu  sanction  that  policy,  and  to 
B  up  the  time  of  the  House  to  the 
ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Why 
I  hesitate,  Sir,  to  place  at  the  dis- 
eal  of  the  Ooremment  the  whole  time 
the  House  P   Why,  there  are  indus- 
,ial  i^uesUons  that  are  ripe  for  solution — 

/aestione  that  afifeet  most  closely  and 
eeply  the  industrial  classes  of  the  coun- 
try. No  one  Member  of  this  House 
could  be  more  painfully  aware  of  the 
vreenoTof  these  questions  than  I  am  my- 
self. I  hare  the  hononr  to  represent  in 
this  House  a  oonstitueniT^amongstwhom 
considerable  suffering  eziste  to-day  on 
account  of  certain  industrial  restrictions 
that  are  placed  upon  the  product  of 
their  labour;  and  I  and  my  Friends  have 
been  anxiously  awaiting  and  wishing 
for  an  opportunity  to  discuss  these  ques- 
tions in  this  House,  and  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
questions  that  affect  most  closely  the 
working  classes  of  this  country,  end  vre 
have  not  had  up  to  the  present  moment 
an  opportunity  of  eo  doing.  And  with 
these  questions  ripe  for  solution,  and 
demanding  the  immediate  attention  of 
the  Govemment,  we  are  asked  to  sacri- 
fice the  time  of  the  House  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers,  in  order  that 
the  stringency  of  the  Oriminal  Law  in 
Ireland  may  be  increased.  If  the  Go- 
vernment, I  repeat,  are  prepared  to  in- 
troduce remedial  measures,  based  oa  the 
recommendations  of  their  own  Oommis- 
eion,  to  alleviate  the  condition  of  the 
Buffering  tenants  in  Ireland,  however 
sincerely  we  may  desire  the  passing  of 
industrial  measures,  I  am  prepared  to 
say  that  the  working  classes  of  this 
country  are  prepared  to  waive  their 
claims  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, if  the  Government  will  give  to 
the  House  an  assurance  that,  Inrtead  of 


a  measure  of  coercion,  they  will  at  once 
proceed  with  remedial  measures  for 
Ireland.  Coercion,  Sir,  has  been  tried 
in  the  past,  and  admittedly  has  failed — 
admitted  by  Her  Majesty's  present  Ad- 
visers. In  1885  they  resolved  to  rely 
on  Oonstitutional  law — ^the  ordinary  law 
—for  the  maintenance  of  social  order  in 
Ireland.  Why,  then,  do  they  now 
revert  to  the  old  policy  of  coereion  t  If 
they  bad  been  successful  in  the  Election 
of  1885,  when  they  had  behind  them 
the  full  strength  of  the  Irish  vote,  they 
would  not  now  be  aakin^  us  to  increase 
the  stringency  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
The  full  strength  of  that  Irish  vote  was 
given  against  the  Liberal  Members.  Its 
full  strength  was  given  against  me  in 
my  constituency  at  that  time  ;  but,  not- 
withstanding the  strength  of  the  vote 
being  given  against  me,  I  then  pledged 
myself  in  favour  of  Home  Bole.  The 
problem  that  the  Govemment  has  to 
solve  to-day  is  still  the  problem  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  in  1885. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
problem  we  bad  to  solve  was  the  con- 
ciliation of  the  national  sentiment  of 
the  Irish  people.  That  is  still  the 
problem  that  remains  unsolved ;  and  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  e^ect  that 
they  will  be  able  to  solve  it  by 
an  increase  of  the  stringency  of  the 
Oriminal  Law  in  Ireland,  I  venture  to 
predict  for  their  action  an  ignominious 
failure.  I  would  remind  them  that  law 
and  order  can  only  be  maintained  in 
Ireland  by  Constitutional  means,  and  I 
would  assure  them  that,  if  they  will  at 
ODoe  set  themselves  to  pass  remedial 
measures,  they  may  hope  to  earn  the 
gratitude  of  the  Irish  people,  and  hope 
to  make  this  year  of  Jubilee  one  of  real 
and  true  union  between  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 

OoLOHEL  BLUNDEIiL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Inoe) :  I  would  congratulate  Her 
Majesty's  GoYwnment,  when  bringing 
in  the  measure  to  strongmen  the  law, 
in  not  baring  hesitated  to  shadow  forth 
their  intention  of  dealing  with  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland,  and  I  believe  that, 
by  the  policy  they  are  about  to  pursue, 
they  will  not  only  give  security  to  Ire- 
land generally,  but  will  be  giving 
security  to  the  labourer  there  to  earn 
his  livelihood.  We  must  recollect;,  in 
speaking  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
how  little  many  of  them  are  masters 
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there  has  been  no  proper  system  of  emt- 
^^tion.  The  system  of  emigration — ^tf 
it  can  be  called  a  system — has  been  the 
departure  of  the  least  fit.  The  men  who 
have  left  Ireland  have  departed  from 
their  native  land  for  America,  Australia 
or  some  other  Colony  as  best  they  oonld. 
almost  like  men  who  have  been  pushed 
overboard  from  the  deck  of  a  crowded 
vessel.  No  wonder  there  has  been  dis- 
affection in  Ireland ;  but  tou  may  depend 
upon  it  that  disaflfeotion  hat  been  caused 
in  this  way,  and  has  had  its  root  in 
poverty.  I  recollect  being  told  years  ago 
by  a  distinguished  Irishman  that  ^ver^ 
was  at  the  root  of  Irish  disaffection.  I 
believe  that  to  be  the  case,  and  I  woold 
therefbre  strongly  urge  upon  Hw  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  adoptiDg  some  ^tem  of 
State-directed  Ooionization,  not  only  for 
Ireland,  but  for  the  United  Kingdom 

generally  

Ua.  SPEAEEB :  I  am  sorry  to  in. 
terrupt  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member; 
but  me  point  before  the  Honse  now  is 
whether  or  no  the  House  shall  give  pre- 
cedence to  the  oonsideration  of  the  Ori- 
minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill, 
whilst  no  effectual  security  has  been 
taken  against  the  abase  of  the  law  by  the 
exaction  of  excessive  rent.  The  ffeneral 
question  of  the  condition  of  beumd  is 
not  before  the  House. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  :  I  beUere, 
Sir,  that  Her  Majesty's  (JoTemment,  ia 
grappling  with  tM  Insh  Land  Question, 
will  give  secnriWagainst  the  exaction  of 
excessive  rente,  when  the  Irishman  feda 
he  can  own  his  bit  of  land  he  will  work 
with  much  greater  will  than  when  he  feeU 
that  the  product  of  his  labour  is  not  his 
own,  and  that  a  bad  season  may  make 
it  impossible  for  him  to  pay  the  rent  of 
his  holding.  I  will  say  no  more  on  that 
subject,  but  will  urge  the  Qovemment 
to  persevere  and  to  bring  forward  both 
their  measures  contemporaneously,  and 
to  persevere  with  them;  and  I  firmly 
beheve  that  if  the  Government  will  do 
that  the  country  will  support  them,  and 
that  this  year  will  yet  prove  a  year  of 
peace  for  the  United  Kingdtnn. 

Ma.  J.  B.  ELLIS  (Nottmgbam,  Rush- 
oliffe) :  I  think  the  Hoiue  will  be  of 
o|>inioD|  at  all  events  those  of  ne  vho 
ait  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  w« 
have  listened  to  a  very  remarkable 
speech  this  evenine  from  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  There  haTO  been  mai^ 


of  their  own  estates.  If  these  estates 
wore  mortgaged  as  wore  estates  in 
Great  Britain,  the  probability  would 
be  that  they  were  mortgaged  at  one- 
third,  or  possibly  40  per  cent,  before  the 
judicial  rents  were  fixed.  These  judicial 
rents  lowered  the  value  by  20  per  cent, 
so  that  little  margin,  if  any,  was  left  to 
the  landlord  ;  and,  depend  upon  it,  over 
a  great  part  of  Ireland  the  landlord  is 
hardly  a  free  agent.   But,  while  I  would 
urge  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  persevere  in  gnq»pliog  with  the  Land 
Question,  as  they  have  shown  it  to  be 
their  intention  to  grapple  with  it,  I  would 
earnestly  ask  them  to  turn  their  attention 
to  another  matter  about  which  I  must 
say  that,  as  a  listener  in  this  Honse, 
I  entertain  the  strongest  opni<ni8.  I 
firmly  believe  that  when  the  history  of 
our  time  oomes  to  be  written  that  this 
Irish  Question  which  looms  eo  lawe  an< 
separate  to  our  eyes  will  be  r^arded  as 
the  first  acute  symptom  of  the  oongestion 
of  population  in  the  British  Isles.  Our 
population  is  now  37,000,000,  which  is 
within  a  million  or  two  of  that  of  France. 
In  order  to  feed  our  lai^e  towns  we  have 
to  allow  bread  to  be  imported  free,  and 
a  very  good  thing  too ;  but  the  effect  of 
that  has  been  to  depopulate  our  agricul- 
tural districts.  There  has  been  less  land 
ploughed  up,  less  crops,  and  many  of 
those  oroin  which  have  been  gathered 
have  been  gathered  by  mowine  ma- 
chines and  reaping  machines,  ueland 
has  felt  this  more  evw  than  our  agri- 
cultural counties.  Irishmen  used  to  flock 
over  to  this  countiy  in  laz^  numbers, 
and  used  to  carry  back  to  their  little  hold- 
ings large  stuns  of  money,  having  lived, 
while  working  here,  on  the  smallest 
amount  of  sustenance.   These  means  of 
earning  money  have  been  cut  off,  and 
not  only  have  the  Irish  lost  that,  but 
tiiey  have  lost  the  power  of  labouring  in 
onr  large  towns  to  the  extent  to  wmch 
they  UMd  to.    Many  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  in  our  country  disb-ieto  herenow 
flock  into  the  towns,  and  are  nnable  to 
find  employment  in  them ;  oonsequeotiy 
the  Irisnmen  who  now  come  over  meet 
with  their  competition.  All  this,  depend 
upon  itf  has  affected  Irelaad  most 
severeW,  and  if  you  will  trace  the  his- 
tory ox  that  country  yon  will  find  her 
downward  progress  oogan  in  1846,  after 
those  two  vears  of  the  potatoe  famine. 
You  will  observe  a  depletion  of  popula- 
tion, and  that,  notwithstanding  that 


Digitized  by 


il9l  Sunnmof 


23,  1887} 


ik»  Mnm.  tl98 


occasionB  xrhen  the  House  of  Oommo&s 
has  been  invited  to  give  precedence  and 
to  grant  urgency  for  the  introduction 
of  Bills  of  the  character  of  that  con- 
templated by  the  Government  in  respect 
to  Ireland ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that 
any  person  will  search  tlie  Eecorde  of 
the  House  without  aucoess  to  find  any 
Buch  request  made  as  inadequately  as 
waa  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  this 
evening.   Not  only  were  the  observa- 
tions of  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Xiord  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
briefest  possible  nature ;  bat  I  venture  to 
assert  with  oonfidence  that  when  they 
oome  to  be  readto-mozrow  morning,  no 
one  will  find  in  them  any  fkcts  or  argu- 
ments warranting  the  tnmendous  oon- 
duaion  that  he  aak»  os  to  arrive  at  in  the 
Motion  that  he  has  submitted  to  us. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  think  that  no  one 
can  have  listened  to   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  If  ember  for  Newcastle, 
whether  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House  or  on  the  other,  but  will  admit 
that  his  speech  from  beginning  to  end 
was  full  of  facts  and  saturated  with 
argnment  such  as  we  expect  from  such 
a  quarter  on  a  matter  of  this  kind.  I 
am  not  now  dealing  with  the  correctness 
of  these  facts,  or  the  soundness  of  the 
arguments ;  but  I  maintain  that  no  hon. 
Monber  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
will  be  able  to  go  through  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-morrow  and 
say  that  it  was  dercnd  of  fact  and  want- 
ing in  argument  like  that  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  Bill  that  has 
been  shadowed  foru  this  evening  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  is,  aocordiog  to  the  Notice  Paper, 
"to  make    better   provision   for  the 
prev^tion  and  punishment  of  crime 
in  Ireland."    Well,  now,  onme  in 
this  connection  always  means  crime 
which  springs  out  of  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland. 
Now,  it  is  a  remarkable  fact,  as  the 
House  will  be  aware,  that  in  Her 
Uaiesty's  Speech  we  are  emphatically 
told  that  great  crime  has  decreased  in 
Ireland ;  but  I  find,  on  reference  to  the 
figures  that  have  been  supplied  to 
Members,  that  the  word  *'  great "  might 
have  been  dropped  out  <A  them,  for 
crime— that  is  to  say,  agrarian  crime, 
which  is  the  only  description  of  crime 
we  are  speaking  of  at  this  moment — 
has  large^  decreased  in  Ireland.  For 
tlwlart  tbzee  months  of  1885  there  were 


279  agrarian  offences  committed  in  that 
country ;  butduriogthelasttbree months 
of  1886  they  have  fallen  to  166,  which 
is  not  far  short  of  a  half,  and  this,  Sir, 
in  spite  of  an  iocreaee  in  that  which  is 
always  the  parent  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and 
always  will  be  the  parent  of  crime  in 
Ireland  so  long  as  it  continues— namely, 
evictions.  Whereas  the  number  of 
crimes  fell  to  nearly  half,  the  persons 
evicted  during  the  last  six  months  of 
1885  numbered  5,470,  and  in  the  last 
six  months  of  1886  had  iooreasad  to 
9,295.  So  that  whereas  evictions  nearly 
doubled,  crime  fell  to  nearly  one- 
half.  That,  I  maintain,  is  a  remarkable 
testimony  to  the  law>abiding  sense  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemftn  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
very  justly  pointed  out  to  the  House 
that  some  Judges  have  been  declaring 
that,  as  compared  with  the  condition 
of  things  12  months  ago,  the  state  of 
the  country  is  vastly  improved.  I  should 
like  here  to  call  attention  to  some 
very  remarkable  testimony  that  was 

fiven  by  Inspector  Davis  in  the 
istrict  of  Gastleisland,  which  we 
have  been  reminded  waa  one  of  the  most 
disturbed  districts  in  the  country.  I  was 
in  that  district  myself  at  the  end  of  last 
year,  and  I  know  that  what  I  say  is  the 
fact— namely,  that  it  was  considered  one 
of  the  most  difficult  districts  to  govwn 
in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  I  wUl  xead  an 
extract  from  the  evidence  fdten  by 
Inspector  Davis  before  Lord  Oowper*s 
Commission ;  and,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  make  a  short  digression,  I  would  in- 
vite the  hon.  Members  who  sit  on 
those  Benches  opposite  to  read  the  Blue 
Book  published  by  that  Commission ; 
and,  if  they  do  so,  I  venture  to  say  that 
we  shall  hardly  have  a  repetition  from 
them  of  some  assertions  which  have 
fallen  to-night  from  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  Mr.  William  Davis,  Dis- 
trict Inspector  of  Gastleisland,  in  Answer 
21,444,  said— 

"  Mj  Lon),  there  were  Engliah  geottenen  oams 
nnndaDil  doDOVDced  oatn|ei  in  Kerry,  and  Mud 
they  were  a  disgrace  to  Ireland.  Mr.  Daf  lit  osma 
round  and  denonnced  oatnigei,  and  appealed  to 
oerlain  peraene  againafc  then.  That  bad  a  nrj 
great  effnt  indeed  in  pnvMtin|  them. 

"  21,483.  I  am  glad  to  bear  from  70a  that  Mr. 
Daritt  had  denooneed  outrage  f — Oh,  yee ;  ha 
eanie  down  specially  (o  denounce  outrage. 

"21,469.  At  any  rate  your  evidence  goes  to 
prove,  and  1  have  oofeigned  delight  to  bear  it, 
that  If  r.  Davitt  did  what  be  could  to  put  a  stop  to 
thoM  barfol  ootngM  f  — Be  did,  and  there  were 
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Engliih  gentlemen  went  dowD  there,  amongst 
them  a  elergrman,  I  do  not  know  their  names, 
who  denonncod  outragai ;  but  there  was  a  Mr. 
Fsgnn,  an  English  clerfcrman.  I  think  some  of 
them  were  Members  of  Parliament." 

I  would  iuTite  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  Question  21,446— 

"  la  there  muoh  Boy ootting  t — To  ft  certain  ex- 
tent there  ia,  mj  Lerd  ;  but  it  is  praotiaad  in  auch 
a  way  that  the  law  eanoot  get  botd  or  It.  In  &ct, 
thoro  are  on\j  what  might  be  called  two  people 
who  are  Boffering  very  muoh  from  Boycotting  in 
the  district  of  CastleislaDd.  They  are  subjeot 
to  some  annoyance,  but  not  so  muoh  as  tbey  were. 
One  of  them  ia  a  very  recent  caae." 

I  think  you  have  here  some  evidence  oat 
of  the  mouth  of  District  Inspector  Davis 
to  prove  that  in  this  very  disturbed  dis- 
trict there  are  only  two  persons  suffering 
from  Boycotting,  and  that  the  sufferings 
of  even  those  people  are  less  than  they 
were.  I  entirely  agree  with  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  uentleman  theltlember  for 
Newcastle,  that  the  upshot  of  this  Bill  is 
to  enable  landlords  in  Ireland  to  collect 
excessive  rents.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  let 
the  cat  out  of  the  bag  in  almost  his  first 
sentence.  Referring  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  said,  "He 
has  not  developed  to  us  his  adieme, 
and  I  suppose  he  hae  some  scheme  for 
the  better  payment  of  rent ; "  as  if 
the  whole  object  of  our  proceeding 
was  to  adopt  a  scheme  for  brinnnff 
about  a  better  payment  of  rent.  I  Ihink 
that  is  very  remarkable  evidence  aa  to 
what  is  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary.  He 
thinks  of  nothing  apparently  but  what 
wUl  conduce  to  the  betterpayment  of  rent. 
I  must  say  I  was  very  much  astonished, 
when  listening  to  the  two  speeches 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  told  us  he  de- 
livered before  breakfast  the  other  day,  by 
some  of  the  statements  which  he  made^ 
for  they  seemed  to  my  mind  to  show  an 
extraordinary  want  of  acquaintance  with 
the  present  eircnmatances  of  Ireland. 
After  all,  I  do  not  know  that  there  is 
anything  to  be  suiprised  at.  When 
history  comea  to  record  the  manner  in 
which  we  are  governing  Irdand,  nothing 
will  be  more  remarkable  than  the  fact 
tiiat  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
never  made  Ireland  a  special  study,  and 
who,  perhaps,  has  haraly  been  in  the 
country  half-a-doeen  times  in  bis  life, 
should  be  pitchforked  at  the  request  of 
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a  noble  Belattve  into  the  position  of 
Chief  Secretary.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  Koyal  CommiBsion 
had  declared  that  the  fall  in  the  price  of 
gross  produce  was  from  14  to  18  per 
cent — which  was  about  one-sixth.  He 
maintained,  therefore,  that  rents  ought 
only  to  fall  one-sixth.   But,  surely,  in 
making  that  statement  he  must  have 
been  aware  that  a  fall  in  the  jn-ice  of  a 
commodity  affects  the  producer  in  this 
respect — if  his  expenses  remain  thesame, 
the  reduction  all  comes  off  the  mai^n  of 
profit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment would  lead  to  this,  that  the  whole 
of  the  loss  owing  to  the  fall  iu  the  price 
of  agricultural  produce  is  to  be  borne  by 
the  tenant,  and  none  of  it  by  the  land- 
lord. Anyone  who  has  worked  out  the 
sum  will  know  that  a  fall  of  one-sixth 
in  the  price  of  produce  implies  the  neces- 
sity for  a  much  greater  redaction  in 
rents,  in  order  that  the  tenant  may  be 
in  the  position  he  occupied  before  the 
reduction  took  place.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  solemn  compact 
of  1881,  and  enlarged  upon  the  diroful 
consequences  which  would  ensue  if  we 
attempted  to  meddle  with  the  settlement 
brought  about  by  that  Act.   He  seemed 
to  be  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  Earl 
Cowper'a  Commission  speaks  of  revision 
of  rents,  but  he  will  find  that  it  does  do 
BO.  The  assertion  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  rig^t  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Hember  for  Newcastle  (lb.  Jolm  Mot- 
ley)  is,  Uutt  the  Business  of  the  nation 
should  not  be  set  aside  in  favour  of  a 
measure  for  increasing  the  stringency 
of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  while 
no  effectual  security  has  been  taken 
against  the  abuse  of  the  law  by  the 
exaction  of  excessiTO  rents.   Now,  I  am 
not  going  into  that  at  any  length  ;  but 
I  wish  to  quote  one  or  two  figures,  be- 
cause it  seems  to  me  that  figures  aro 
worth  consideration  in  these  matters. 
Does  anyone  deny  that  rents  in  Ireland 
are  excessive  ?   Why,  judicial  rents,  by 
the  admission  of  Lord  Lansdowne  and 
others,  are  excessire,  and  rents  fixed 
during  the  first  three  or  four  years 
of  the  operation  of  the  Land  Courts 
have  turned  oat  to  be  entirely  inade- 
quate.  I  believe  the  last  statements 
that  h  ave   been   circulated   amon  f^t 
Members  contain  most  emphatio  testi- 
mony to  that  effect.   If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  refer  to  those  statementa 
they  will  find  that  in  the  proTinoe  of 
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!!oniiaugbi,  tbere  wero  99  tenancies 
uring  the  month  of  October  in  which 
le  rents  which  had  been  £2,600  were 
jduced  to  £1,077— that  is  to  say,  it  waa 
3clared  that  for  eveir  20«.  exacted  only 
I.  was  due.   I  find,  also,  that  in  the  case 
'  35  of  the  tenants  of  a  certain  Colonel 
ing-Harman,  rents  were  reduced  from 
669  to  £409 ;  and  with  all  respect  to 
e  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  who  is 
t  in  his  place,  I  would  venture  to  say 
)  may  expect  that  he  will  deal 
me  reluctance  with  this  subject  if  he 
ould  happen  to  touoh  upon  it,  looking 
the  predicament  he  and  his  Friends 
e  in  with  regard  to  it.   I  was  glad  to 
ar  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  the 
amber  for  Newcastle  refer  to  the 
stem  of  joint-tenancies  in  Ireland, 
le  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  word 
nean  "  as  to  that,  and  I  do  not  believe 
»  expression  a  bit  too  strong.  There 
no  more  fruitful  source  of  mischief 
d  injustice  in  Ireland  than  this  system 
joint  tenancies.    What  do  we  find 
^er  it  ?   Why  we  find  that  four  men 
y  be  put  down  as  joint  and  several 
ants  of  four  adjoinmg  plots  of  land 
the  books  of  the  estate,  and  if  one  of 
t  foor  does  not  pay  his  share  of  rent 
of  them  are  liable  to  eviction.  Land- 
ds  favour  that  mode  of  tenancy,  be- 
tse,  if  the  rent  is  more  than  £4,  the 
idlords  are  relieved  from  half  the 
»r  rate,  and  by  granting  one  joint 
anoy  instead  of  four  separate  ones 
»  rent  is  kept  above  that  sum.  Not 
,g  ago,  on  the  shores  of  Clew  Bay, 
ire  was  a  remarkable  example  of  an- 
ler  great  grievance  of  Irish  land  sys- 
n  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Lncan.  In  this 
te,  although  the  tenants  had  all  paid 
'  their  rents  to  the  day,  owing  to  the 
sconding  of  a  middleman,  a  number  of 
in  were  evicted  from  their  holdings, 
lat  system  of  joint  tenancies  and  the 
tddleman  sj^m  are  fruitful  soarces 
'  mischief  and  disorder.    Not  only 
les  this  rating  manosuvre — ^for  I  can 
11  it  nothing  else— of  joint  tenancies 
lieve  the  landlords  of  the  legal  obliga- 
on  to  pay  the  poor  rate,  but  it  gives 
m  security  for  the  payment  of  rent 
gainst  the  poor  class  of  tenantry,  while 
imposes  upon  that  tenantry  the  serious 
sability  that,  if  one  of  their  number 
ills  behind  with  his  rent,  the  rest  may 
e  evicted.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  used  an 
xprcsnon  which  I  think  he  will  ponder 


over  when  be  sees  it  in  print.  He  said 
the  object  of  the  Government  was  to 
give  the  people  "peace  in  their  own 
dwellings."  I  listened  to  the  words 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  there  camo  back  to  my  mind 
a  case  about  which  I  asked  a  Question 
only  this  week — namely,  the  case  of 
John  McNulty.  That  was  a  case  in 
which  a  man,  indeed,  had  peace  in  his 
own  dwelling.  What  happened  in  that 
case?  Why,  it  was  admitted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that,  under  the 
order  of  a  District  Inspector  of  Eoyal 
Irish  Oonstabulary,  a  certain  sergeant 
went  one  Sunday  evening  with  a  force 
of  men  outside  McNuIty's  house,  and, 
according  to  the  sworn  evidence  in 
Oourt,  when  he  heard  coin  passing  inside 
he  made  a  forcible  entry,  searched  the 
persons  of  men  he  found  there,  and 
took  them  before  a  magistrate  who  was 
a  brother  of  Lord  de  Freyne,  whose 
tenants  the  people  were,  and  whose 
rents  the  people  were  unwilling  to 
pay  without  an  adequate  reduction. 
All  this  was  done— the  forcible  entry, 
the  searching,  thedrawing  of  the  revolver 
uptm  the  men,  the  arrest,  and  the  taking 
on  of  the  pxisoners  before  a  magistrate 
without  any  warrant  whatever.  It  was 
all  in  absolute  defiance  of  the  law,  and 
that  is  what  you  call  giving  men 
"  peace  in  their  own  dwellings."  Now, 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  as  to 
the  National  League.  I  have  referred 
to  this  subject  outside  the  House,  and  as 
it  is  a  principle  with  me  never  to  say 
outside  the  House  what  I  will  not  say 
infflde  it,  I  desire  to  repeat  the  remarks  I 
have  made  elsewhere.  I  took  some  pains 
to  investigate  the  National  League,  and 
inquire  into  its  working.  I  went  to  its 
head  ofBce  in  Dublin,  where  I  spent 
several  hours.  I  was  very  courteously 
received  by  the  secretary — who  repre- 
sents in  this  Honae  one  of  the  Divisions 
of  Dublin — although  the  hon.  Uember 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  I  in- 
tended to  call.  During  the  time  I  was 
at  the  office  I  saw  every  letter  that  had 
been  received  there  that  morning,  and 
investigated  the  books  from  top  to 
bottom  ;  and  in  every  place  I  went  to  in 
Ireland  I  endeavoured  to  find  out  the 
officers  of  the  National  League,  and  put 
myself  in  communication  with  them  in 
order  to  get  what  information  I  could. 
I  wilt  not  detain  the  House  upon  this 
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poiot/but  I  Trill  merely  aajr  in  one  word 
that  the  impression  leit  upon  my  mind 
after  the  most  pwostaking  inveBtigation 
I  could  make,  was  that  the  National 
Ijeague  ia  a  perfectly  Oonstitutional 
association ;  that  those  who  guide  its 
polioy  are  anxious  to  prereot  outrage ; 
and  uiat  if  you  attempt  to  suppress  it, 
discontent  will  be  driven  within  and 
below  the  eurfaoe,  and  the  results  will 
be  very  serious.  I  believe  that  those 
who  talk  against  the  National  League  in 
the  way  that  I  hear  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  speak  of  it,  are  merely 
walking  in  the  footsteps  of  Lord  Sid- 
mouth  and  Ijord  Gastlereagh  after  the 
unfortunate  massacre  of  Feterloo  in 
1819.  They  may  have  reason  to  regret 
their  efforts  to  put  a  stop  to  a  perfectly 
legitimate  and  Oonstitutional  organiaa- 
tiott.  I  thank  the  Honse  fornaving 
given  me  its  attentiou,  and  I  wilt  merely 
say  in  eonolusioa  that  I  come  here  with 
the  moat  emphatic  mandate  &om  my 
oonatitoeots  to  oppose  on  every  possible 
oooatton  tibia  ooerdve  polioy,  the  first 
ste^  in  which  is  being  taken  by  Her 
If  ajesty'a  Chnremment  this  evening.  I 
do  not  join  battle  with  them  with  alight 
heart,  and  I  am  certain  that  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
&Gd  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
down  to  the  humblest  of  his  Followers, 
all  are  in  the  same  mood.  It  is  in  no 
light  spirit  that  we  enter  upon  this  con- 
test against  coercion,  and  we  are  deter- 
mined to  use  every  effort  to  seoure  that 
Ireland  in  the  future  shall  be  treated  in 
a  very  different  way  from  that  which  has 
characterised  itsQoveroment  by  England 
during  the  present  century,  and  that  the 
past  ^>lioy  of  coennon  ahall,  indeed,  be 
a  polioy  vt  the  past. 

ICa.  FINKGBTON  (Galwav)  said,  he 
eonudered  it  was  a  ^ood  acunission  of 
weakness  tm  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  they  had  not  sufBcient  knowledge 
among  themselves  to  originate  a  Land 
Bill  for  Ireland,  and  had  to  be  indebted 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohamberlain)  for  their  ideas.  If  the 
Land  Bill  was  one  of  the  same  shreds- 
and-patohes  principle  as  the  Provincial 
Oounoils  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  it  would 
not  be  received  with  satisfaction  by  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Oluef  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaUonr)  showed 


that  the  Government  had  resolved  to 
resort  to  limp  Cromwellianism  with  all 
the  starch  left  out.  Mr.  John  George 
M'Oarthy,  one  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Oommissioners,  had,  in  his  evidence  be- 
fore Lord  Oowper's  Oommisaion,  stated 
that,  in  his  experience,  he  had  known 
raok-rentioff  to  "prevail  to  an  extent 
simply  ahouinfi'f"  and  from  other  evi* 
denoe  it  was  dearly  shown  that  rack- 
rent  and  outrages  went  hand-in-hand. 
Yet  the  Government  had  resolved  on  a 
policy  of  eviction  and  conviction.  He 
denied  that  the  agitation  was  confined 
to  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland ;  it 
was  active  in  Ulster  also ;  and  in  Oounty 
Derry,  upon  the  estates  of  the  Saltera' 
and  Skinners'  Oompanies,  the  Plan  of 
Oampaign  had,  under  another  name, 
been  adopted.  Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  introduction  of  remedial 
measures ;  but  he  mistrusted  any  aaoh 
measures  which  were  introduced  in  tho 
House  of  Lords ;  for  that  Honse,  owing 
to  ita  luidlord  p-qndioes,  woold  not 
pass  any  measure  which  was  of  real 
benefit  to  the  Lriah  tenant.  English 
capital  had  never  been  employed  in  Ire- 
land, except  as  a  deooy  duofc ;  and  no 
single  penny  of  English  capital  had  been 
employed  in  Ireland,  except  for  the  pur- 

EDSe  of  earning  twopence.  It  was  a  well 
nown  fkct  that  the  voluntary  reductions 
of  rent  in  England  and  Ireland  amounted 
to  the  sum  total  of  the  rent  of  Ireland. 
The  reductions  in  rent  effected  by  the 
Land  Act  in  Ireland  amounted  ouy  to 
£600,000,  while  the  voluntary  reduc- 
tions in  England  exceeded  £16,000,000. 
It  should  wo  be  recollected  that  Eng- 
lish flarmers  had  good  markets  for  thmr 
produce,  while  from  plaoes  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  earriage  to  Lond(m  woa  as 
dear  aa  fireight  to  Mew  Tork.  He  would 
the  wvenunwt  to  lay  aside  all 
Part^  considerations,  and  to  by  and  treat 
the  msh  Land  Oaestion  in  a  broad  and 
statesmanlike  manner.  They  ahoold 
treat  leaseholden  and  the  unfortunate 
tenants  who  held  under  judicial  renta  in 
a  generous  fashion,  while  if  they  proved 
to  them  that  they  must  pay  their  rack- 
rents  and  receive  no  reward  for  dieir 
loyalty,  they  would  be  driving  them  into 
the  arms  of  the  Nationalist  "Ptixij.  Kvan 
remedial  measures  of  that  kind  would 
not  be  able  to  check  the  growth  of 
Nationalist  sentiment  in  Uie  North  of 
Irdand.  But,  to  give  this  policy  a 
ohanoe,  a  Bill  alwiild  be  iatfoduoad 
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immecliately  for  tho  benefit  of  lease- 
holders. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.)  said, 
that  they  had  been  accused  of  aiding  and 
abetting  in  outrages  and  with  not  having 
denounced  them.  This  traa  not  the 
case.  He  had  himself  denounced  them, 
and  other  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
had  done  the  same.  These  outrages 
oheoked  and  hampered  the  cause  which 
they^  had  in  hand,  and  they  desired  to 
disBOciate  tbemselTes  &om  them.  He 
had  been  foolish  enough  to  e^eot  that 
in  his  statement  the  right  hon.  G-entle- 
man.  the  Chief  Secrete^  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  would  have  advanoed 
Bome  reason  why  this  Motion  d^onld  be 
oarriedf  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  hurled  at  them  quota- 
tions from  their  speeches ;  whereas  he 
had  simply  quoted  from  two  speeches, 
one  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Harris)  with  reference  to  the 
abolition  of  rent,  and  the  other  of  a 

Sentleman  who  had  formerly  been  a 
[ember  of  that  House  (Mr.  William 
O'Brien)  with  regard  to  Ireland  baring 
her  own  flag.  He  thought  that  that  was 
a  laudable  ambition,  and  it  had  been  no 
danger  to  England  Uiat  in  the  time  of 
.  Ghrattan  Ireland  had  had  har  own  flag, 
upon  which  thwe  was  no  stain.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  (3hief  Secre- 
tary had  endeavoured  to  hoU  up  to  the 
honor  of  this  oonntnr  the  oonwtion  of 
Ireland  if  miste«u  of  her  own  destinies, 
and  Hie  injustice  which  would  take  place 
to  the  British  taxpayers  when  the  Irish 
people  would  decline  to  fulfil  its  obliga* 
tiouB,  But  no  complaint  has  ever  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  repayment  of 
money  for  purchase  under  the  Church 
Disestablishment  Act  or  the  Bright 
clauses  of  the  Iiand  Act  They  had 
other  reasons  for  believing  that  the  Irish 
people  would  fulfil  their  obligations, 
and  that  they  did  not  deserve  the  asper- 
sions whioh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  that  night 
passed  upon  them.  Was  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  Looal  QoTemment  Board  ad- 
vanced money  to  the  Irish  fisheries,  and 
thai  there  had  been  no  complaint  with 
regard  to  the  return  of  principal  and 
interest?  The  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
not  bome  out  by  the  facta  of  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  some  maohinery  would  be  employed 
lor  the  repudiation  of  the  debt  to  £hig- 


lond  as  was  now  in  existence.  That 
was  most  inconsistent  on  the  part  of  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because,  if  he 
thought  BO,  why  did  he  bring  forward 
measures  by  which  he  would  of  necessity 
be  obliged  to  trust  to  the  Irish  people  ? 
Then,  again,  they  had  been  told  that  • 
the  international  contract  would  not  be 
respected.  That  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  did  not  think  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  the  great  English 
demooraoy.  1^  heard  a  ^reat 

deal  of  abase  of  the  Irish  National 
League ;  but,  strange  to  say,  all  that 
abuse  had  not  caused  those  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  who  bdion^;ed  to 
that  association  to  blush  in  the  slightest 
degree.  They  looked  upon  it  as  the 
very  salvation  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
(General  Bedrers  Buller  had  said  so,  and 
he  was  a  good  authority.  It  had  stepped 
between  the  people  and  the  evictor,  and 
had  saved  them  not  only  from  evictions 
but  &om  the  outrages  which  generally 
followed  in  the  wake  of  those  evictions. 
The  number  of  outrages  depended  very 
muohupon  that  of  evictions.  In  1850, 
104,163  persons  had  been  evicted  in 
Ireland,  and  the  number  of  outrages  of 
all  kinds  had  been  186,200;  in  1852, 
32,495  persons  were  evicted,  and  the 
outrages  numbered  913;  in  1856,  the 
number  of  evictions  and  outrages  re- 
spectively were  ff,714  and  283 ;  in  1866, 
3,671  and  86;  in  1879,  4,515  and  870; 
and  in  1881,  17,841  and  4,439.  Look- 
ing at  the  mresent  time,  in  the  quarter 
ending  in  June  last  year,  the  evictions 
in  Kerry  alone  had  been  2,481,  audit 
was  there  that  Moonlighting  was  most 
frequent.  These  facts  and  figures  ou^ht 
to  be  taken  into  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  Government  before  they  enacted 
coercion  for  Ireland,  and  before  they 
pressed  forward  their  Motion  for 
Urgency  for  that  Bill.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers supported  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Bfr.  JohnMorley) 
because  they  believed  that  it  was  con- 
ceived in  the  interests  of  peace,  har- 
mony, and  contentment  in  Irdand.  They 
believed  that  if  the  policy  foreshadowed 
by  the  right  hon.  dentieman  were  car- 
ried out  it  would  also  have  an  effect  in 
sweeping  away  that  nefarious  system  of 
landlordism  which  had  so  long  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  and  which  had  prcmuced  so 
much  saffering  among  the  Irish  people. 
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Coercion  would  fail  in  Ireland  again,  as 
it  had  always  failed  before,  because  it 
had  DO  terrors  for  the  Irish  people. 
"What  fear  could  the  Irish  people  have 
of  coercion  when  arrested  priests  were 
borne  in  triumph  to  the  prison  gates  by 
an  enthusiastic  crowd?  When  people 
rejoiced  in,  rather  than  were  dismayed 
by  coercion,  depend  upon  it  the  game 
was  up.  But  as  coercion  of  the  Irish 
people  bad  been  the  cause  of  disaster 
and  defeat  to  the  OonaerratiTe  Govern- 
ment in  the  past,  so  their  present  at- 
tempt at  it  wotdd  result  in  their 
erentnal  and  speedy  discomfiture. 

Mb.  HENBY  H.  fowler  (WoWer- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  diief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  characterized  his  statement  of 
the  remedial  measures  intended  to  be 
introduced  as  the  barest  and  crudest  out- 
line, but  not  even  that  limited  descrip- 
tion could  be  applied  to  the  information 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  of 
his  threatened  Coercion  Bill,  for  which 
he  was  now  asking  the  whole  time  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  no  details  whatever  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  had  refused  to  give  the  House 
any  exj^nation  of  its  proTisions.  The 
GoTemment  were  not  fmlowing  the  pre- 
cedent of  ItiSI,  when  Mr.  Forater  intro- 
duced his  Bill.  Mr.  Forster  made  out — 
or  at  all  events  attempted  to  make  out — 
bis  case ;  and  it  was  not  until  after  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  that  year  had  been 
before  the  House  for  some  days  that 
the  then  Prime  Minister  had  made  a 
Motion  of  urgency  and  precedence  for  it. 
If  the  present  Government  had  simply 
asked  precedence  for  the  Motion  for 
bringing  in  the  Bill,  perhaps  there  might 
have  been  some  justice  in  the  Chief 
Secretary's  criticisms;  but  the  Motion  on 
the  Table  was  for  precedence  for  all  the 
stages  of  a  Bill  which  was  not  even 
before  the  House.  In  the  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  Honse  was  entitled  to 
some  ftuler  and  more  complete  informa* 
tion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  accused  me  of  not  having 
g^ven  an  explanation  of  my  Bill.  At  the 
present  stage  I  could  not  have  entered 
into  a  full  explanation  of  the  details  of 
the  Bill  without  being  grossly  out  of 
Order. 

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLER  said,  he 
was  not  blaming  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  for  not  having  entered  moro  fully 

Mr.  J.  C  Connor  ( Tipperary) 


into  the  details  of  his  Bill,  but  foi 
making  a  Motion  for  precedence  for  a1] 
stages  of  a  Bill  that  was  not  before  tht 
House.  The  present  Motion  was  entirel; 
without  precedent.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  had  criticized  very  trench 
antly  and  acutely,  as  he  always  did,  thi 
Report  of  the  Commission  of  his  owi 
Government  with  reference  to  the  pre 
sent  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  Thi 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pat  thi 
amount  of  the  reduction  in  value  ii 
crops  in  Ir^and  at  Iff  per  cent;  bu 
he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gen 
tleman  had  had  time  to  look  at  th 
Report  of  the  Oommission  of  his  ow 
Government.  It  was  evident  from  th 
statistics  upon  which  the  Commissio 
had  founded  their  Report  that  the  valu 
of  the  crops  in  Ireland  in  1855  we 
£63,000,000,  that  it  was  £46,000,000  i 
1881,  that  it  was  £35,000,000  in  1B8{ 
and  only  £31,000,000  in  1886.  Th 
same  fall  equally  applied  to  the  value* 
cattle.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ha 
said  that  the  average  reduction  of  ren 
by  the  Land  Oommissioners  was  19  pi 
cent,  but  in  the  months  of  Novemb* 
and  December  last  the  gross  value  < 
the  rents  brought  into  Court  was  £7,93 
The  Commissioners  reduced  them  i 
£5,583,  a  reduction  of  30  per  can 
which  he  thought  was  a  very  conside 
able  indication  of  the  enormous  fall 
the  value  of  produce  in  Ireland.  Tl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  complaint 
that  the  Irish  tenants  did  not  { 
into  the  Land  Court.  But  did  tl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  a 
though  the  Land  Court  had  dea 
with  176,000  cases  in  five  years,  the 
still  remained  some  150,000  oases 
be  disposed  of.  It  was,  therefore, 
physicu  impossibility  that  all  the  Irii 
tenants  could  go  into  the  Land  Ooui 
for  years  to  come.  The  right  hon.  Go 
tleman  had,  doubtless,  indicated  th 
two  Land  Bills  were  about  to  be  i 
trodueed  into  Parliament;  but  he  w 
afraid  that  one  of  them  at  least  was 
be  introduced  into  the  other  House 
Parliament.  They  had  had  already  sni 
cient  experience  to  know  how  the  Hou 
of  liords  would  treat  an  Irish  Land  Bi 
It  would  certainly  be  a  delicious  expe 
ence  to  have  a  tenants*  compensati 
for  disturbance  Bill  coming  down  frc 
the  Upper  House.  The  Liberal  Par 
had  sent  one  up  to  them  in  1880  ;  b 
it  had  never  come  back  again,  and 
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liand  Act  was  emaBculated 
other  House.    In  1882  the 
Act  was  all  but  destroyed; 
refore,  it  was  a  matter  of  historic 
to  find  that  a  great  measure  of 
Reform,  at  the  instance  of  the 
vative  Party,  was  to  be  initiated 
other  place."    But  the  House  of 
0TI8  was  not  left  without  one  crumb 
ufort ;  it  was  to  hare  a  Purchase 
and  he  conldnot  ima^nethathon. 
rigfht  hon.  Qentlemen,  who  bo  oen- 
I  the  late  GhtTemment  for  their 
3hase  Bill,  beoause  it  possibly  in- 
ed  some  risk  to  the  English  taxpayer, 
lid  themselves  propose  a  Bill  tainted 
h  the   same  heresy.    But  passing 
m.  the  Xiand  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
man  told  the  House  of  Commons  that 
)  prime  necessity  of  a  civilized  State 
a  the  effective  support  of  the  law.  He 
18  not  going  to  quarrel  with  the  defi< 
:ion,  though  he  thought  he  could  add 
it ;  he  thought  the  prime  necessity  of 
ciTilized  State  was  not  only  an  effective 
W|  but  its  perfect  and  absolate  justice, 
istioe  as  well  as  law  was  an  essential 
ement  in  the  problem.  The  right  hon. 
eatleman  drew  rather  a  sad  picture ; 
b  said  sodety  in  Ireland  was  crumbling 
)  its  original  atoms.   If  that  was  so, 
le^  wanted  some  very  severe  and  drastic 
tgislation  to  remedytikat  state  of  things ; 
nd  that  was  why  be  was  rather  surprised 
tie  right  hon.  Qentleman  did  not  give 
be  House  any  figures.  He  remembered 
hat  when  the  late  Mr.  Forster  introduced 
lis  BUI  in  1881,  he  mentioned,  as  a  most 
itartling  fact — on  which,  indeed,  he 
Dased  his  proposal — that  in  1880  the 
agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland  amonuted 
to  2,590,  of  which  threatening  letters — 
which  he  himself  regarded  as  somewhat 
insignificant — numbered  1,337,  leaving 
the  net  outrages  of  the  year  1880  at 
1,253.   Of  these  719.  or  two-thirds  of 
the  whole,  had  been  committed  in  the 
months  of  October,  November,  and  De- 
cember. Now,  what  was  the  number  of 
outrages  in  1886,  exclusive  of  threaten- 
ing letters?  Only  607,  and  of  these  94 
were  in  October,  November  and  De- 
cember.   He  maintained  that  figures 
like  thoBB  proved  to  a  demonstration 
that  there  never  was  a  case  in  the  whole 
history  of  coercive  legislation  in  Ireland 
vbere  Uiere  was  less  ground  to  justify  the 
application  than  existed  at  the  present 
momeDi  In  1861,  again,  thwe  were 
5,300  persons  committed  for  trial;  while 


in  1885  the  number  was  only  2,800  ;  a 
fact  which  went  to  prove  that  the  state 
of  Ireland  in  regard  to  general  crime 
was  not  unsatisfactory.  Instead  of  an 
increase  there  was  a  decrease  of  ordinary 
crime,  and  the  country  in  that  respect 
compared  most  favourably  with  England 
and  Scotland.  That  brought  them  at 
once  to  the  land  question,  which  was  if 
not  the  only,  at  all  events,  the  main 

Juestion  in  any  consideration  of  the 
rish  problem.  In  that  connection  the 
Government  vere  bound  to  pay  some 
little  attention  to  the  Beport  of  the  last 
Boyal  Oommission,  and  to  favour  the 
House  with  some  comment  upon  it.  The 
Commission  had  found  not  only  the  fall 
in  prices  and  the  deterioration  in  the 
soil  proved,  but  it  had  also  found  that 
the  average  fall  in  the  last  two  years  as 
compared  with  the  average  of  the  four 
preceding  years  in  the  value  of  the  agri- 
cultural capital  of  Ireland  amounted  to 
18^  per  cent.  And  what  was  the  con- 
clusion the  Oommission  gathered  from 
those  facts  ?  It  was — 

"  The  neceBnty  of  a  further  reduction  in  the 
jodicitil  ronts,  and  the  absolute  impoBiiibility 
for  the  temuits  to  pay  the  present  renta." 

Therefore  the  rent  which  the  law  in  the 
Act  of  1881  fixed  as  "fair"  was  now 
found  to  be  unfair.  Was  Ike  House  of 
Oommons  bound,  then,  to  enforce  a 
landlord's  claim  to  an  unfair  rent  ?  The 
teuants  could  not  pay  the  present  rents, 
and  it  was  a  monstrous  injustice  to  en- 
force them  and  still  more  to  confiscate 
their  property  by  evicting  them  from 
their  holdings.  Why,  then,  should  not 
the  Goveroment  legislate  ?  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  giving  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  whole  time  of  the  House  for 
that  purpose.  Not  only  duty  but  justice 
and  publio  policy  combined  to  enforce 
that  such  a  course  should  be  taken 
beforeproceeding  to  a  measure  of  coer- 
cion. Wh&t  the  Government  were  asking 
the  House  to  do  was  to  deprive  Ireland 
of  her  Oonstitational  rights  in  order  to 
enable  the  landlords  to  appropriate  their 
tenants'  property.  One  of  the  peculiar 
glories  of  the  present  Administration, 
was  that  there  was  to  be  perfect  iden- 
tity between  the  two  countries — that 
they  were  to  treat  England  and  Ire- 
land alike.  Was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman prepared  to  extend  this  measure 
to  England  f  He  would  recommend  him 
to  try  the  experiment   If  he  desired  a 
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apee^  terminaUon  of  the  present  state 
of  amtirs,  he  did  not  know  anything 
which  would  more  rapidly  conduce  to 
that  result  than  to  deprive  the  people 
of  England  of  any  of  their  Constitu* 
tional  rights.  But,  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "the  Land  League  is  a 
treasonable  association." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  said 
was  tiiat  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  had  said  so.   

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLER  said,  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  he  had  put  two  propositions 
baore  the  House— that  the  Land  League 
was  a  treasonable  association,  and  thai 
it  secured  its  treasonable  ends  by  the 
spoliation  of  other  people's  property; 
but,  whether  it  was  said  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  or  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  the  point  was  whether  the 
same  measures  could  be  applied  to  Eng- 
land as  wereproposed  for  Ireland.  Was 
there  no  law  against  treason  in  Ireland? 
Any  rising  against  the  Queen  could  be 
deedt  with  as  effectually  in  Ireland  as  in 
England.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men said ' '  No  but  what  did  Lord  Salis- 
bury say  at  Newport  ?  He  showed  how 
powerless  the  Crimes  Act  would  be 
against  the  Land  League,  and  he  said 
that  a  thousand  branches  of  the  Land 
Ijeag^ue  had  sprang  up  under  shadow  of 
the  Climes  Act.  What  did  Lord  Salis- 
bury say  with  reference  to  Boyootting  ? 
He  sua  that  the  effect  of  the  Crimes 
Act  had  been  very  much  exaggerated; 
that  Boycotting  was  a  crime  wmoh  legis- 
lation had  great  difficulty  in  reaching ; 
that  it  was  we  act  of  persons  proposing 
to  do  things  which  in  themselves  were 
legal,  and  which  were  only  illegal  be- 
cause of  the  intention  with  which  they 
were  done.  Lord  Salisbury  said  that 
not  long  ago  a  Boycotted  man  went  into  a 
Roman  Catholic  Church  and  everyone 
left  it.  The  priest  said  to  the  man,  "  I 
will  go  on  with  the  service  if  you  like 
and  finish  it  for  you  alone — but  I  re- 
commend you  to  go  away ;  "  and  Lord 
Salisbury  added,  "What  is  the  use  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  against  a  system 
of  that  kind."  And  now  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  grapple  with 
combinations  of  that  kind.  Why  was  it 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  outside 
of  sympathy  with  the  administration  of 
the  law  ?  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  had  said  t^at  trial  by  jury  was 
taking  a  sample  of  the  whole  mass  of  the 

Mr.  Bewry  M.  Fmhr 


population.  The  Goremment  satd  they 
could  not  get  verdicts  in  Ireland.  Why 
so  ?  Because  the  people  were  not  in 
harmony  with  the  law.  Could  not  the 
law  be  altered?  Let  him  remind  the 
House  of  what  Lord  Russell  said  on  a 
similar  occasion.  He  said  that  Govern- 
ment  in  Ireland  was  a  Government  of 
force,  and  government  in  England  was  a 
government  of  represented  opinion. 
Let  them  give  Ireland  the  same  Govern- 
ment as  England  and  they  would  have 
the  same  result.  Their  own  Commis- 
sion had  told  the  GKivernment  that  the 
law  in  Irdand  was  unjust  and  its  work- 
ing unfair.  His  right  hon,  Friend  had 
said  that  what  Ireland  had  suffered  from 
was  moral  wrong  without  any  legal 
remedy.  That  was  what  their  Mue 
Book  was  filled  with.  Where  there  was 
moral  wrong  and  no  legal  remedy  out- 
rage was  always  the  result.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  asked  the  House  to  go  to 
the  root  of  the  matter.  Let  them  do 
justice  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  and  not 
allow  their  property  to  be  taken  from 
them,  and  then  they  would  get  the 
people  in  harmony  with  the  law.  The 
problem  of  dealing  with  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  was  the  gravest  which 
had  come  before  the  present  generation, 
and  it  was  worth  while  for  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  settle  it  on  the  lines  whioh  were 
suggested  by  Lord  Carnarvon,  their  own 
hmd  Lieutenant,  two  yean  ago,  when  he 
said  it  was  time  to  have  done  with  the 
weary  round  of  ooradon  and  toysomethioff 
else.  He  hoped  that  that  House  would 
lend  their  ears  to  the  just  claims  of  the 
Irish  tenant;  that  before  making  the 
law  more  stringent  they  would  mt^e  it 
more  just,  and  if  they  did  there  would 
be  more  hope  of  the  dawn  of  a  better 
state  of  things  in  the  future  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  FINLAT  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
that  no  one  could  have  listened  to 
the  able  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  without 
feeling  that  his  support  of  this  Amend- 
ment had  been  of  a  somewhat  half- 
hearted character.  That  speech,  he 
thought,  showed  that  in  supporting  an 
Amendment  of  this  character,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  felt  himself  somewhat 
in  a  false  position,  Cmd  he  honoured  him 
for  that  feeling.  The  only  criticism  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  on  the 
proposal  now  before  the  House  was  this 
— he  said  that  thcrv  oiuht  to  know  some- 
thing of  the  detaus  of  the  measure  for 
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i  the  Souse  was  asked  to  grant 
idenoe   over  other  Business.  He 
Finlay)  would  like  to  know  wliat, 
da  stag^e,  the;  had  to  do  with  de- 
It  waa  enough  for  him,  at  least, 
low  that  this  was  a  measure  for  re- 
authority  of  law  and  order  in 
Lud.    They  knew  that,  and  in  his 
ble  opinion  that  was  a  sufficient 
an.  for  granting  precedenoe  for  this 
sure.    If  he  believed  that  this  mea- 
'  could  be  properly  described  as  one 
the  coercion  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
Tould  certainly  pause  long  before  he 
aid  support  it  in  any  shape  or  form  ; 
he  did  not  believe  that  that  desorip- 
i — often  as  it  had  been  repeated  in 
ious  forms  this  evening — was  a  just 
oription  of  the  measure  which  Her 
30817*8  GoTemment  proposed  to  in- 
duoe.    He  believed  that  the  measure 
ght  be  more  justly  described  as  one 
'  the  deliTeranoe  and  enfiranohisement 
the  peaceful  and  law-abiding  people 
Ireland  from  the  tyranny  of  secret 
cieties.     Would  anyone  who  knew 
lat  was  going  on  in  Ireland  rise  in 
is  House  and  say  that  it  was  not  the 
jw  that  tenants  in  Ireland,  tradesmen, 
en  of  all  sorts  and  conditions  in  Ire< 
nd,  were  not  compelled  to  join  illegal 
wieties  by  the  dread  of  outrage  and 
iolenoe.   There  was  no  tyranny  on  the 
loe  of  the  earth  which  was  comparable 
>  that  of  asecret  society,  and  believing, 
s  he  did,  that  this  measure  was  one 
be  effect  of  which  wonid  be  to  daliver 
le  peaceful  and  law-abiding  people  of 
reland  from  a  tyranny  of  that  sort,  he 
'lould  certaioly  vote  for  giving  it  pre- 
idence  on  the  other  Business  of  the 
onee.  Th^  were  told  that  there  was 
I  occasion  for  giving  it  precedence, 
e  would  like  those  who  used  such 
kgnage  to  recollect  what  was  said  by 
ft  who  had  studied  the  Irish  Question 
'  iply,  and  who  had  the  interests  of  the 
'  ui  people  at  heart — he  meant  the 
^'  lor  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
^  U  Brieht).   That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
I  had  been  the  friendof  Ireland  long 
1^  )re  many  who  now  posed  in  that  at- 
Be  hod  taken  up  the  r6k ;  and  what 
>^''  the  light  hon.  Uentleman  said  about 
ind?  He  had  told  them  that  the 
difficulty  in  Ireland  was  aaecono- 
difficulty,  and  that  what  was  wanted 
tmployment  for  the  people,  encou- 
1^  Veot  to  their  industries,  and  the 
g)^  lotioD  ot  the  phyrical  well-bdng 


and  prosperiiy  of  the  people  of  &e1and. 
He  should  like  to  know  how  it  was  to 
be  expected  that  capital  would  flow 
into  Lreland,  or  how  anyone  could 
expect  that  the  industries  of  Ireland 
would  be  devdoped  if  the  law  was  not 
respected  and  obeyed.  On  what  did  the 
falnic  of  the  industrial  prosperity  of  this 
country  rest,  except  on  the  supremacy 
of  the  law.  But  they  were  told  there 
was  other  Business  more  pressing,  and 
in  the  Amendment  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Uorley) 
said — 

"  It  IB  nndMinbl*  to  ut  aiide  ths  Busincs)  of 
the  nation  in  farour  or  a  measaro  br  inorearing 
tbv  atriogeoojr  of  the  orlininal  law  in  IreUad." 

He  should  like  to  know  what  the 
*'  Business  of  the  nation "  was  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New* 
castle  refenid.  On  this  subject  he 
had  preserved  a  most  discreet  silence. 
He  had  very  great  respect,  as  he 
ought  to  have,  for  the  rights  applic- 
able to  private  Members,  and  he  should 
not  suggest  that  any  of  the  time  devoted 
to  private  Members  was  otherwise  than 
most  admirably  spent.  But  he  asked 
what  were  the  measures  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  thought 
would  be  passed  in  furtherance  of  the 
Business  of  the  nation  if  the  House  de- 
clined to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
Government  for  precedence  to  this  mea- 
sure? He  ventured  to  say  if  they  de- 
clined the  request  of  the  Government, 
they  should  not  find  that  they  had  passed 
one  measure,  they  should  find  tiiat  they^ 
had  not  given  time  for  restoring  the 
authority  of  Uie  law  in  Ireland,  but 
that,  in  other  respects,  tiie  Bunness  of 
the  nation  would  not  have  been  in  one 
single  point  advanced.  Another,  and 
most  formidable,  indictment  had  been 
preferred  against  the  measure  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  bring  in. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  said  the  measure  might  be 
characterized  as  one  to  deprive  Ireland 
of  her  Constitutional  rights  in  order 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  might  de- 
prive the  tenants  of  their  property. 
[ZTmw  RiU$  «AMr«.j]  Those  who  seemed 
to  be  ready  to  believe  anything  of  any 
measure  of  whit^  thejr  as  yet  knew 
nothing  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  propose,  might  applaud 
that  statement.  If  he  believed  that 
were  a  just  description,  or  anything 
liko  one,  of  the  mtended  measure, 
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he  certainly  should  not  only  decline 
to  support  it,  but  would  oppose  it 
by  every  means  in  his  power;  and  so, 
he  believed,  would  the  great  majority  of 
Uembers  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
He  believed  that  the  Land  Question  lay 
at  the  bottom  of  all  the  difEcuIties  of 
Ireland.  He  rejoiced  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  deal  with  that 
question.  He  rejoiced  to  hear  that 
they  meant  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  to  the  leaseholders; 
and  he  would  venture  to  submit  for  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  if  ever  there  was  a  class  of 
men  who  deserved  more  gratitude  than 
another,  and  some  recogaitioa  of  their 
behaviour  under  most  trying  circum- 
stances, it  had  been  the  class  composed 
of  the  leaseholders  of  Ulster.  He  re- 
joiced to  know  that  the  leaseholders  of 
Ulster — and  the  leaseholders  generally 
throughout  Ireland — were  to  have  reme- 
dial logislatton  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
mitting them  to  the  privileges  enjoyed 
by  other  tenants  in  Ireland.  He  rejoiced 
to  know  from  the  statement  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  pro- 
vision would  be  made  for  relieving 
tenants,  to  some  extent,  who  were  un- 
able, in  consequence  of  the  great  fall  in 

{)roduce,  to  pay  their  rents  from  those 
iabilities  which  at  present  pressed  upon 
them  with  a  crushing  weight ;  and  he 
rejoiced  to  know  that  a  scheme  of  pur- 
chase was  in  contemplation  by  which, 
it  was  to  be  hoped,  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land would,  in  time,  to  a  great  extent 
be  converted  into  owners.  He  believed, 
if  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland  were 
solved,  the  back  of  the  Irish  difficult; 
would  be  broken ;  and  he  did  not  think 
anyone  could  have  followed  the  move- 
ment for  what  was  called  Home  Kule 
without  realizing  that  all  the  motive 
power  which  that  movement  possessed 
was  derived  from  the  grievance  under 
which  the  tenants  of  Inland  had  suf- 
fered in  respect  of  thoir  land.  He  be- 
lieved if  those  grievances  were  redressed, 
as  he  hoped  they  soon  would  be,  by  a 
comprehensive  measure,  the  agitation 
for  what  was  called  Home  Hule  and  & 
Parliament  for  Ireland  would  subside 
as  completely  as  a  ^ail  when  the  mast 
was  broken.  But  because  they  ardentl; 
and  passionately  desired  such  legislation 
for  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  were  they  in 
the  meantime  to  suspend  the  enforce- 
ment  of  law  and  order  in  Iceland  ?  The 


late  Lord  Macaulay  used  words  which 
had  special  application  to  the  present 
situation  ;  and  he  was  one  who,  had  he 
been  alive,  the  Liberal  Party  would  not 
have  desired  to  draw  out  of  their  ranks. 
Lord  Macaulay  said— 

"  The  gricvADCes  of  Ireland  are  donbtleai  great, 
so  great  that  [  never  woulil  h.iTe  connected  mj- 
flolt' witli  K  Government  wttich  I  did  not  believe 
to  bo  intent  on  redressing  tlioso  grievancci ;  but 
am  I,  because  tlic  grievances  of  Ireland  are  great 
and  ou^lit  to  bs  redressed,  to  abstain  from  re- 
dreHing  the  worat  grievance  of  all  f  Am  I  to 
look  on  quietly  while  iho  laws  are  being  trampled 
on  hj  a  furious  rabble,  while  hoaaes  are  plun- 
dered and  burnt,  while  my  peaceable  feUow««ub* 
jects  are  butcliered  ?  " 

He  should  like  to  know  now  when  it 
became  the  doctrine  of  the  Liberal  Party 
that  the  enforcement  of  law  was  to  be 
stayed  until  all  grievances  under  the  law 
had  been  redressed.  Had  all  things  be- 
come new  since  the  General  Election  of 
1885  ?  It  used  to  be  thought  the  duty 
of  a  Government  to  enforce  the  law,  and 
they  were  proud  to  claim  for  the  Liberal 
Government  that,  while  it  enforced  it, 
it  took  steps  to  redress  any  grievances 
which  existed  under  the  law.  But  he 
never  before  heard  the  suggestion  that 
the  Liberal  Party  were  to  abstain  from 
the  enforcement  of  the  law,  because  tiiey 
felt  that  there  were  some  things  nnder 
the  law  which  ought  to  be  altered.  They 
were  told  in  the  Amendment  that  it  was 
inexpedient  to  postpone  the  Business  of 
the  country  for  such  a  measure,  whilst 
no  effectual  security  had  been  taken 
against  the  abuse  of  the  law  by  the  ex- 
fictiuEi  (jf  c-'Xf'.i'Ksivn  rcn!:?.  Hp  shoulil 
liki''  to  Itinnv  rroiii  thoripht  Imii,  (i-iTitU'- 
;  M  r.  3"hn  Mir]i->v;i  w]\,ir  Ik-  }  !)■  }ir 
""vriti.l  ]|-q)iJOC  if,  (iJStruil  nf  i iLti-i 'iluciug 
ilii:^  i!!vflj^]irei»  the  (.Jcivoriimfut  had 
brought  forward  a  measure  of  land  rf- 
form  for  Ireland  ?  Would  they  not  bava 
been  met — if  not  by  the  right  bOD.  Oeu- 
lli.-inqi],  by  some  of  his  right  hon. 
FrieudB  near  fe4jS&-*^Ubiui  AmeDdtuent 
stating  ttiae  HitMa  66  their  attempt- 
ing to  do  anything  with  tha  Land  Laws 
ol  Irelaail,  and  tnat  everything  of  that 
kind  ought  to  hi>  puarpoiifd  until  TtoiD^ 
had  hcou  cutaMiblied  f  Ha  V9D- 
nircd  to  think  that  that  was  tltt  OOMif 
irhif^h  events  would  liavo  tak«B.  ffevAn* 
liir.'J  tii  tliitik  tlifit  til  ■  n  il  M-mbi-rs 
wild  M'cro  ^'>!Tig  into 
I'iirt  !if  tliiif  AKk'^nili 
till?  Mi-mbers 
tho  LobI 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JButinen  of 


{Maeoh  22,  1887}        tfi€  Uoute. 


GK>TemmGut  had  taken  the  course 
figlit  lioa.  Qentlemaa  the  Member 
S^^ewcastle  had  endeavoured  to  lure 
L  into.  Then  they  were  told  that 
measure  Sat  reetonng  law  and  order 
reland  was  not  nemed,  and  that 
.y  parts  of  Ireland  were  now  in  a 
jeaole  and  quiet  condition.  He  waa 
I  to  hear  that ;  but  was  it  not  true 
:  ia  many  parts  of  Ireland  the  peop  _ 
ft  peaceable  and  quiet  from  the  fact 
\  there  was  no  disposition  ia  these 
ta  of  the  country  to  break  the  law  ? 
woTild  point  out,  however,  that  the 
enoe  of  actual  outrage  did  Bot  always 
icate  a  state  of  peacefolneas.  The 
leaoe  of  outrage  sometimes  meant  that 
)  authority  of  secret  societies  was  so 
>roughlj  established  that  they  did  not 
sd  tiie  sanction  of  outrage  to  enforce 
3ir  demands.  Before  he  acquiesced 
any  argument  drawn  from  the 
detade  of  certain  parts  of  Ireland, 
I  should  like  to  be  satisfied  that  that 
u  not  the  explanation  of  the  absence 

outrage.  Keference  had  been  made 
T  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  the  Mem- 
jr  for  w'olverhamptou  (Mr.  H.  H. 
owler)  to  the  difficulty,  if  not  impos- 
bility,  of  dealing  with  Boycotting, 
ad  hd  should  like  to  appeU  to  the 
ight  hon.  Ctentleman  as  to  whether  to 
e  effectual  Boycotting  must  not  be 
iDanimous  in  a  district ;  and  he  should 
ike  to  ask  him  whether  he  thought  that 
a  every  district  there  would  not  be 
ound  a  minority  to  hold  communion 
irith  a  Boycotted  man,  and  so  render 
Boycotting  ineffectual,  if  it  were  not  for 
the  knowledge  that  such  communion 
vould  be  visited  by  outrage  or  by  death  7 
He  might  be  told  of  a  congregation 
Leaving  a  eharch  when  a  Boycotted 
member  entered.  That  might  be  so ;  but 
he  Bbonld  like  to  know  how  it  was  that 
the  congregation  became  unanimous? 
The  people  of  a  district  became  unani- 
mooi  because  they  knew  that  any  mino- 
rity who  ventured  to  disobey  the  decree 
by  which  the  offender  was  Boycotted 
voold  be  Bubj  ected  to  consequences  of  the 
most  unpleasant  character.    That  was 

tke  simple  explanation  of  the  efficiency 

Qitkte&aauti'JiL  of  Br>yoottiog,  as  was  cau- 
'ojfti  ia  moht  fort-iblo  ti^rnia  by  the 
Qentlemaii  tbcj  Member  far 
(Mr.  W.  GladatoQa), 
'outrage,  or  something 
"  IW  Was  capable  of 
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dealing  with  Boycotting,  and  that  such 
measures  as  they  hoped  would  ba  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  might  have 
the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to  that 
which  was  a  diBgrace  to  any  country. 
The  right  hon.  GFentleman  the  Uember 
for  Newcastle  (&fr.  John  Morley)  said 
that  he  would  put  off  to  the  very  last 
any  proposal  for  iocreasing  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland. 
He  supposed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  put  it  o£F  until  it  was  too  late  to 
be  of  any  good.  He  always  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  a  Government  to  inter- 
vene at  the  earliest  possible  stage,  and 
to  suppress  all  disturbance  before  it  had 
reached  such  a  head  that  extreme  mea- 
sures were  wanted.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wait  until  it  became 
necessary  to  proclaim  martial  law  ? 
Were  they  to  refuse  to  pass  measures 
of  this  kind,  introducing  changes  into 
the  machinery  of  the  Criminal  Law  of 
Ireland  for  liie  purpose  of  enabling 
justice  to  be  done,  on  the  plea  that  they 
had  better  wait  a  little  while,  and  yet  a 
little  while,  until  the  evil  had  reached 
such  dimensions  that  none  but  the  most 
extreme  and  heroic  remedies  were  ap- 
propriate ?  He  submitted  that  that  was 
not  statesmanship,  and  he  rejoiced  to 
know  that  it  was  not  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmeut  intended  to 
take.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believe  that  the  effect  of  this  measure 
when  it  became  law  would  be  to  con- 
vict innocent  people  in  Ireland?  [An 
hon.  HsuBBB :  Tes,  it  will.]  There 
were  one  or  two  cries  in  the  affirmative, 
which  emphasized  the  silence  of  the  rest 
of  the  House.  Everyone  knew  that  Ithe 
only  effect  of  any  measure  such  as  tiiey 
understood  to  be  proposed  would  be  to 
ftee  the  oourse  of  the  law  ftoai  those 
impediments  which  had  prevented  justice 
being  done.  Was  it  not  a  scandal  that 
a  man  should  be  tried  before  a  jury 
who  were  known  to  be  under  such  in- 
fluence that  they  dared  not,  however 
clear  the  evidence  was,  bring  a  verdict 
in  against  him  ?  He  believed  that  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  were  a 
law-abiding  people.  He  believed  that 
they  deaired  to  see  Che  law  enforced  and 
obeyed  in  Ireland,  as  they  desired  to 
it  enforced  and  obeyed  in  Bngland  and 
Scotland ;  and  he  believed  this — that 
those  who  ooii&ciously  oi  unoooBciously 
seemed  to  be  endoavouriDg  to  moke 
all  law  and  ttU  o^AT  in  Ireland  impos- 
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sible  would  find  thai  they  had  a 
heavy  reckoDiDg  to  settle  with  the 
people  of  Eaglaod  and  with  the  people 
of  Scotland. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  said, 
he  felt  he  must  congratulate  the  Qovern- 
ment  upon  their  lenders,  who  came 
in  the  uinpe  of  liberal  TTnionista  from 
the  camp  of  the  enemy.  The  right 
hon.  Gendeman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  said  that 
the  Law  of  Treason  in  Ireland  waa  the 
same  as  the  Law  of  Treason  in  England. 
That,  however,  was  not  so.  The  Law  of 
Treason  in  Ireland  was  more  stringent 
than  the  Law  of  Treason  in  England. 
In  England  35  peremptory  challenges 
were  allowed  to  persons  accused  of  trea- 
son, whereas  in  Ireland  the  number  of 
challenges  was  limited  to  20.  He  (Mr. 
Mac  Neill)  wished  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-T^ue  (Mr, 
John  Morley)  for  the  foUowmg  rea- 
sons :  — He  beUered  tha  t  Am  endm  en  t  oin- 
bodied  the  greBifepiinciple  that  you  ought 
not  to  rob  th«  jkh^  xor  the  benedt  of 
the  rich.  He  fufi  'Hkewise  that  it  in- 
Tolred  this  prfacaple— that  legislation 
should  not  be  in.  the  interest  of  one 
class,  and  agamst  aaotber  da^e,  but 
that  legislation  should  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  whole  community  at  Inrgs.  Ha 
likewise  supported  it  for  thie  rcaaoii" 
that  it  embodied  this  principle,  that  when 
the  people  were  in  opposition,  and  in 
conflict  with  tboir  rulor?,  the  chances 
were  strongly  in  favour  of  ilie  rectitude 
of  the  people'^  cauee.  There  was  euoh 
a  thing  as  rack-reuticg  in  Irelandj  and 
that  rack-renting  waa  legaLized,  The 
right  hon.  tientleman  the  Ohiaf  Secre- 
tary Bpoke  of  thosaoredueBaof  Dontracta. 
Contracts  onght-  to  b0  H^ed;  but  to  be 
sacred  contracl^'iiiM^' » per- 
sons in  equalJ^oi^lQin  aad  with  equql 
rights.  In  tndAX|i$  those  who  hod  to 
submit  to  raok-ZAatiiiia.  w$ce  aot  ia  on 
equal  position  with  "^e  landtords  who 
fixed  them.  The  case  of  Ireland  was 
peculiar ;  land  there  wag  the  only  meafis 
by  which  the  people  could  eubeiat — tiieir 
trade  and  manuractures  baviug  been 
purposely  destroyed  by  Eugland's  op 
pressive  legislation  in  their  reatrainfc  for 
200  years.  The  stBrFlng  people  com- 
peted with  each  other  for  the  land,  and 
promised  to  pay  a  rent  for  it  which 
could  not  be  produced.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  rifPlM^.  ^•litblSMa  tl^j^' 

Mr.  Finlaf 


almost  be  &amed  from  a  letter  addressed 
about  15  months  ago  by  Archbishop 
Walsh  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian — then  Prime 
Minister— (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  In 
that  lettOT  the  Archbishop  mode  the  fol- 
lowing otwerration : — 

"Inpointof  fiM^eTflrv^atarbanoeof  locial 
order  wtdeli  has  appeared  amongst  our  peopls 
hu  arisen  from  a  senae  ot  wrong  enteitained 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  ocoapiem  of  the  soil, 
owing  to  the  moroileu  exaction!  of  unfeeling 
and  extravagant  landlords," 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
might  veil  say — "  SaTe  me  from  my 
friends."  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thonet  (Colonel  Eing-Har- 
man)  recalled  the  recollection  of  Irish 
loyalty  at  the  close  of  the  last  century, 
which  was  thus  described  by  Lord  Com- 
wallie,  when  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land— 

"The  violcncft  of  our  Friends,  and  their  folly 
in  ondeavaurlng  to  n^iike  it  a  relig-iaua  war, 
added  to  the  fenwiby  of  our  tsoops,  who  delist 
Id  aittrder,  aoit  powBifollgr  aeaataitols  all 
pluii  of  oonciUatiDii.'* 

Agaia^ — 

"  The  opDvenation  oi  the  principal  persona 
Df  the  Qountry  ([relaod)  tends  to  ancoiuikgeUiiB 
ayi'i.em  td  l^lcod. ;  and  the  convorHaUoa  evaa  at 
ii\y  table,  where  you  will  aappoae  I  do  all  I  oan 
to  pieTont  it,  always  ttma  cm  hvngiiiE,  shoot- 
ing,  burning,  Ac,  Ao.,  and  if  a  ;priHtliH  beea 
put  to  doath  ihe  greatertjoy  ii  Baprmiadbytlia 
whole  wmpuy.'^ 

The  oontention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Morley)  that  conoiliation 
shoald  be  tried  before  coercion,  ia  only 
&□  echo  of  the  great  argument  of  Mr. 
Burke,  in  hia  speech  on  "Conciliation 
with  AmericiL,"  and  in  his  "  Thoughts 
onPrescat  Diecontente."  Itulsoreminda 
us  very  forcibly  of  the  address  of  Henry 
Gratlau,  in  1797,  to  his  conbtituenta,  on 
his  teraporaTy  retirement  from^  the  Par- 
liament of  Ireland,  when  he  found  him-  \ 
Sotr  unable  to  stem  the  tide  of  coercion. 
Beferring  to  the  Irish  Minister  of  that 
time,  Mr.  Gratton  said— 

"Thb  oharl  want  forth— hQd«stn>7edIib«rty 
and  property;  he  oiRuumed  the  Fmii ;  ha  homed 
houBea  and  Tillagei  ;  he  marderod ;  and  ho  failed. 
■  Recall  yaarmurdBrer,*  wa  ioid,  'andiahidplaca 
despatch  our  m^BBeager — try  oonciliaUdQ.  Yoii 
haro  decUrcd  yoii  wish  the  pooiiU  fihoald  rebel, 
to  which  wo  answer,  O'od  forbid  1  Baths'  let  i 
them  weairtha  Bsnl  wwUfc^stfttaai^  anA 
lot  the  dove  b«H«BWSM*  le  «» 
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dragoon  th«  Irish,  becftusa  jon  havo  forfuted 
air  affectioiu,  we  beMOch,  w9  mtpplicate,  w« 
monisli— recoDcUfl  thepeople,  oomntrevidii- 
>n  with  reform ;  let  blood  bo  tout  but  ex< 
riment.'  " 

la  preBuit  Prime  Mlnistor  had  made 
any  mistakes.  The  futile  attempt  to 
agoon  the  Irish  people  would  be  his 
owning  error. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
e  Debate  be  now  adjourned/'  — 
7olon«l  HvgUM' SalUtt,)~--pvLtt  and 
tmI  to. 

I>ebate  adjourned  till  To-Korrotc. 


WATS  ASD  HKAKS, 

OOXraOLmATXD  PUVD  (no.  1)  BILL. 

RMOlntioni  IHsidi  SI]  np^rUd,  and  agrud 
' : — Bill  ordtrtd  to  b«  brought  ia  by  Mr. 
ourtoey,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
ad  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  prumUi,  and  read  Um  flnt  time. 

HoBM  a^jotunwd  at  twenty  minutei 
after  Eleren  o'ulock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
JTsdiuMday,  iSrd  March,  1887. 


lUKXTTES  J— pQBUo  Bill-  Stcond  BtmUng— 

Qnarrias*  [68]. 
PuoTMioiTAL  Obdbk  Biix — Stectut  JUa^Mf  — 

Local  GoTemnMDt  (Irdsad)  (Ouiiok-on- 

Sob)*  [200]. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
EI0T8  AT  YOTJGHAL  —  OOBONER'S 
WARRANT. 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chiof  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien* 
tenant  ol  Ireland,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  to  obtain  a  legal  opinion  upon  the 
lUleged  iiif(»rmaUtyin  the  warrant,  iasned 
by  Mr.  Ckmmer  iUce,  to  commit  Oon- 
stable  Buhner  to  gaol  for  contempt  of 
Court;  whether  Diatriot  Inspector  Smith, 
immediately  he  received  the  said  war- 
rant from  the  Coroner,  put  it  into  his 

rket  and  informed  the  Coroner  that 
would  produce  Constable  Bulmer 
when  necessary;  whether  District  In- 
spector Smith  on  that  occasion  made 
any  tUegation  that  the  warrant  was  il- 
legal; when  was  such  allegation  made 
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to  Mr.  Coroner  Bice ;  and,  what  is  the 
alleged  illegality  ? 

The  AriORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  after  yester- 
day evening's  Questions,  he  received  a 
Beport  in  reference  to  this  matter,  in 
reply  to  a  messaee  sent  bj  the  Govern- 
ment immediately  their  attention  was 
called  to  it.  The  Beport  showed  that 
the  District  Inspector— - 

Mb.  chance  :  Who  sent  the  Be- 
port? 

Mb.  HOLMES :  The  District  Inspec- 
tor sent  the  Beport.  It  appears  that  on 
receiving  the  warrant  and  on  perusal  of 
it  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  illegal. 
He  spoke  to  a  solicitor  on  the  subject, 
and  he  was  advised  that  the  warrant 
was  illegal.  He  determined  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Coroner  to  an  infor- 
mality in  the  warrant.  He  did  so  on  the 
first  opportunity.  The  Coroner  saw  that 
it  was  illegal,  and  I  need  hardly  sav  if 
he  had  executed  it  he  would  have  had 
no  protection.  The  new  warrant  has 
been  executed. 

Me.  CHANCE:  When  was  it  exe- 
cuted? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  The  new  warrant 
was  »ecuted  immediately  after  the 
Coroner  gave  the  order,  and  when  the 
Report  was  sent  by  telegraph  the  police- 
man was  in  custody.  I  see  by  this 
morning's  papers  that  he  waa  released 
at  night. 

Mb.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  law  in  Ire- 
land waa  different  to  what  it  was  in 
England,  where  no  objections  were  en- 
tertained as  to  the  execution  of  criminal 
warrants? 

Mb.  HOLMES :  The  law  of  England 
and  Ireland  is  the  same ;  but  I  may  tell 
the  hon.  Member  that  if  a  warrant  is 
illegal  in  form,  it  affords  no  j^rotection 
to  the  officers  who  execute  it  or  the 
Judges  who  issue  it,  should  the  matter 
come  before  the  Judges  of  a  Snperior 
Court. 

LAW  AMD  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— AIU 
BEST  OF   FATHER  KELLER— YALI- 
DITY  OF  THE  WARRANT. 
Mb.  chance  (EUkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  any  legal 
opinion  was  taken  by  the  police  authori- 
ties as  to  the  validity  of  the  warrant 
issued  by  Judge  Boyd  for  the  arrest  of 
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Father  Eeller,  and  since  withdrawn  be- 
cause informal ;  and,  whether  it  was  to 
aid  the  attempted  execution  of  the  war- 
want  80  withdrawn,  the  police  charged 
wi^  ^e  murder  of  Hanlon  proceeded 
to  Yonghal  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEERAIi  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Teruty')  (who  replied)  eaid,  no  such 
opinion  was,  or  could  nave  been,  taken 
by  the  police  in  reference  to  Judge 
Boyd's  warrant.  Such  warrant  was  not 
addressed  or  delivered  to  them,  nor  was 
any  duty  or  responsibility  in  connection 
therewith  imposed  on  them.  Their 
duty  was  confined  to  protecting  the  per- 
son of  the  messenger  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Court  from  attack  or  violence,  and  to 
preserve  the  public  peace.  It  was  for 
this  purpose  the  police  were  sent  to 
Youghal? 

Mb.  chance  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it 
is  true,  as  stated  in  this  morning's 
papers,  that  District  Inspector  Somer- 
ville,  and  Police  Oonstahle  Ward  have 
both  had  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder 
found  against  them  by  the  Coroner's 
Jury  at  Yonghal,  and  whether  they  are 
now  in  cuBtody7 

Mb.  HOIiMES  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  what  appears  in  the  morning 

Eapers  is  perfectly  true,  as  read  by  the 
on.  Member;  but,  naturally,  I  have 
not  received  any  official  information  on 
the  subject. 

Me.  CHANCE:  I  beg  to  give  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  Notice  that 
on  Friday  I  shall  again  raise  this  Ques- 
liott. 

0£J>^  OF  TSE  DAT, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-CRIMINAL 
LAWAMENDUEin'(IBELAND)  BILL- 
MOTION  FOE  URGENCY. 

BESOLUTION. 
ASJOUBHZD  DSBJLTE.     [SBCOND  ZnOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  the  Question  [22nd  March], 

"That  the  introdaotioa  and  several  stages  of 
the  Crimuial  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  BUI 
have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and 
Notices  of  Motion,  including  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, whenever  the  Bill  shall  be  set  down  for 
fionsidetation  by  the  Government  u  the  first 
business  of  the  day."— (^r.  TFiltiam  tiettry 
Smith.) 

Mr.  Chann 


And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  declines  to  set  aside  the  business  of 
the  nation  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland, 
whilst  no  effectual  security  has  been  taken 
ag^nst  the  abuse  of  the  Law  by  the  ozaction  of 
excessive  rents." — (Mr.  John  Morky.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
worda  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question." 

Debato  returned. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  could  claim  to  be  in 
an  impartial  position  on  this  question. 
When  the  Liberal  Government  Drought 
forward  their  first  Coercion  Bill  in  1 88 1 
he  opposed  it,  because  he  thought  it  a 
bad  Bill.  That  measure  was  unfortu- 
nate, because  it  did  not  attain  the  objects 
forwhichit  was  intended,  and  he  thanked 
God  he  was  one  of  the  few  Liberals— 
in  fact,  perhaps  the  only  Liberal — who 
consistently,  and  throughout,  opposed 
that  Bill.  But  when  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment introduced  thdr  second  Coer- 
cion Bill  in  1882  he  supported  it,  be- 
cause be  thought  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  at  that  time  rendered  the  KU 
necessary,  the  most  serious  crimes  beiog 
then  rampant  in  that  country.  He 
thought  that  Bill  in  the  main  a  good  Bill, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  result  of 
the  wise  administration  of  Lord  Spencer 
under  the  power  of  that  measure  was 
that  serious  crimes  were  stamped  out  in 
Ireland.  That  Bill  was  a  success. 
Therefore,  while  he  was  thankful  that 
he  opposed  the  first  Bill,  he  was  also 
thankful  that  he  supported  the  second 
one.  Then  came  the  present  Bill ;  and, 
taking  the  impartial  view  which  he  was 
able  to  take  of  it,  it  seemed  to  him  tibat 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  at  the 
present  moment  were  not  suoh  as  to 
demand  such  a  Bill.  Therefore  heoonld 
not  support  it,  and  he  meant  to  give  his 
determined  support  to  the  Amendmeot 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle.  He  could  conceive  that 
there  might  be  arguments  brought 
forward  in  favour  of  subjectinfi*  Ireland 
to  a  despotic  Gtjvemment;  but  that 
course  had  not  been  taken  by  the  Qo- 
vemment.  If  they  were  to  have  a 
despotic  Government,  they  ought  to 
make  it  thoroughly  despotic.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  were  to  have  a 
Aree  Government,  thoy  ahould  mftke  it 
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oroughly  free;  and  tbey  should  not 
re  with  the  one  hand  what  they  took 
ra^  with  the  other.  It  seemed  to  bo 
.nutted  that  at  the  present  moment 
ere  was  no  serious  crime  in  Ireland, 
id  the  country  did  not  suffer  under  that 
rioas  form  of  crime  with  which  the 
iberal  Qoremment  had  to  deal  in  the 
me  of  Lord  Spenoer.  The  only  ques- 
>n  with  which  the  present  GtoTemment 
ropoBed  to  deal  in  their  criminal  legis* 
.tion  was  the  oombioations  of  tenants 
;ainst  the  landlords.  In  his  opini<m, 
combination  of  tenants  against  land- 
irda  to  protect  their  own  rights  was 
latifiable.  They  had,  he  said,  been 
jmpelled  to  abandon  the  law  against 
eaceable  combinations  in  this  country ; 
nd  be  maintained  boldly  that  the  oom- 
ination  in  Ireland^  known  as  the  Flan 
f  Campaign,  was  not  properly  criminal, 
ny  more  uian  trade  unionism  was  in  this 
ountry.  What  Ae  GoTemmeot  could 
tot  enforce  a^nst  the  trade  unions  of 
his  country  ought  not  to  be  enforced 
Lgainst  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  Thia 
vaa  not  the  first  experience  he  had  had 
tf  a  tenants'  Luid  League*  Hon.  Mem- 
Mrs  frcnn  ^land  supposed  they  were 
ihe  originators  of  the  system.  Th«y 
grere  not  It  was  Uie  ryots  of  India. 
VTheu  he  was  in  Bengal  he  had  to  deal 
with  a  Land  League,  and  combinations 
of  tenants  against  landlords,  quite  as 
difficult  to  grapple  with  as  that  which 
existed  in  Ireland.  The  z^ots  of  Eastern 
Bengal  rose  in  combination  against  the 
exactions  of  the  zemindars,  and,  re- 
fusing to  pay  what  was  asked,  resolved 
that  if  the  semindars,  who  were  a 
powerful  class,  would  not  accept  reason- 
able offers,  tbey  should  have  no  rent  at 
all.  But  in  India  the  sympathy  of  the 
Goremment  was  with  Uie  ryots,  whose 
aptation,  so  long  as  it  did  not  lead  to 
crime  outside  the  combination,  was 
not  disooontananced  by  the  authorities. 
The  nmindars  of  Bengal  wen  poirerAi], 
like  the  Iridi  landlords ;  and  tbey  used 
ereiy  engine  of  hms  and  litiganon  to 
hvM  down  and  ruin  the  xyots,  so  as  to 
make  an  example  of  them.  Th^  ryots, 
accordingly,  combined  against  the  land- 
lords, and  they  said — "  Fight  one,  fight 
f^L"  The  law  against  combination  did 
not  extend  to  Incua,  and  peaceable  com- 
bination was  not  an  offence  then.  Why 
should  it  be  an  offence  in  Ireland,  unless, 
along  with  the  combination,  they  had 
TiolenoBt    A  peaceable  combination 
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of  poor  tenonts  against  powerful  land- 
lords ought  to  be  le^al.  It  was  an 
abuse  of  the  law  to  make  it  illegal ;  and 
be  was  not  inclined  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  down  combination  of  that 
kind.  If  the  Government,  by  the  aid  of 
the  Oriminal  Law,  succeeded  in  putUng 
down  fair  combinations  of  poor  tenants, 
oppresjuon  would  f<^ow,  and  the  tenants 
would  be  deprived  of  the  joint  prop«rty 
in  the  land  which  the  law  hu  given 
them.  Then,  here  vas  the  qnestion  of 
Boycotting.  It  was,  after  all,  doubtful 
whether  Boycotting  could  be  considered 
a  criminal  offence  —  that  was  to  say, 
whether  the  refusal  to  deal  with  a  man, 
or  hold  so-called  intercourse  with  him, 
was  criminal.  Amongst  the  upper  classes 
of  this  country  there  were  such  com- 
binations against  members  who  had 
offended  against  their  class ;  they  sent 
to  Coventry  those  who  did  not  conform 
to  their  standard  and  usages;  and  he 
had  never  heard  that  spoken  of  aa 
a  oriminal  offence.  If  they  were  to 
strengthen  the  Criminal  Law  at  all,  it 
ought  not  to  be  by  giving  summary  and 
severe  remedies  against  combinations  of 
tenants  and  Boycotting,  but  against  dear 
breaches  of  the  peace  and  illegal  acts  of 
violence.  Before  strengthening  tiie  lav 
in  any  respect,  he  thought  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  Parliament  to  remedy  the 
acknowledged  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people.  On  that  point  he  was  extremely 
disappointed  with  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  was  a  new 
departure — a  new  and  unexpected  policy 
— entirely  of  the  nature  of  "  No  sur- 
render." The  Chief  Secretary  rode  the 
high  horse  of  political  economy  and 
sanctity  of  oontiaot.  The  right  hon. 
G^ntieman  threw  over  the  Commission 
appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
argued  against  their  recommendations. 
So  far  as  he  could  gather  from  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secietary,  the  immediate 
remedy  for  the  grievances  of  Ireland 
was  to  be  of  a  homoaopatiue  nature— a 
remedy  which  the  right  hon.  Gmtleman 
himself  seemed  to  admit  would  not  meet 
the  disease.  Up  to  a  certain  point  he 
had  no  fault  to  find  with  the  Govern- 
ment. He  thought  they  were  right  in 
appointing  a  Commission,  and  in  using 
moral  force  to  prevent  the  hard  land- 
lords exacting  wnat  was  looked  upon  as 
unjust  rent  until  the  Commission  had 
reported.  But  when  he  came  to  the 
present  time,  and  when  they  had  the 
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Beport  of  a  Commission  by  no  means 
favourable  to  tbe  tenants,  he  said  it  was 
madness  on  the  part  of  tbe  Government 
to  refuse  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  their  own  Commission.  He  ad- 
mitted that  rents  judicially  fixed  ought 
not  to  be  lightly  set  aside,  provided 
there  were  only  the  ordinary  ups  and 
downs  of  prices  to  contend  with;  but 
here  was  a  case  in  which  there  had  been 
an  extraordinary  fall  in  regard  to  prices, 
and  where  the  tenants  were  absolutely 
unable  to  pay  the  judicial  rente.  As 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Biohard 
Temple)  knew,  there  bad  been  pre- 
cisely similar  experiences  in  India,  and 
the  Government  stepped  in  and  revised 
the  settlements  in  the  case  of  the  ryots. 
In  the  same  way  he  thought  rents  in 
Ireland  ought  to  be  revised,  and  that  it 
was  madness  on  the  part  of  the  (Govern- 
ment to  refuse  to  do  so.  The  Govern- 
ment said  they  had  behind  their  coercion 
proposais  what  they  believed  to  be  the  only 
radical  remedy  for  the  grievanoes  of  the 
Irish  tmants — a  great  purchase  scheme. 
Ab  a  mattw  of  economic  doctrine,  he 
oonfessed  that  he  had  doubts  as  to  whe- 
ther an  ont-and-out  purchase  scheme,  as 
distinguished  from  a  scheme  of  fixed 
roits,  would  be  beneficial  to  Ireland,  and 
whether  they  would  not,  under  such  a 
system,  possibly  oonstitute  a  new  body  of 
landlords.  But  of  this  he  was  sure — that 
the  Irish  tenants  did  not  want  an  abso- 
lute ownership,  which  should  only  come 
into  operation  some  49  years  hence. 
What  the  tenants  of  Ireland  wanted  was 
an  immediate  reduction  of  their  rents. 
He  was  opposed  to  the  Purchase  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  because  he  pro- 
posed to  use  the  credit  of  this  country. 
Becently  they  had  been  told  that  l^e 
matter  could  be  so  settled  as  to  avoid  the 
loss  of  M.  to  the  taxpayer.  He  should 
like  reiy  much  to  know  how  this  end 
could  be  accomplished.  In  bis  judg- 
ment, Ae  only  way  in  which  immediate 
leU^oonldbeaffinrdedtothelrish  ten- 
ants nndsr  the  guise  of  a  scheme  of  pur- 
chase was  to  pledge  British  credit,  and  to 
lend  money  at  8  per  cent ;  otherwise  they 
would  leave  the  tenants  to  pay  more  than 
they  did  now  in  order  to  create  a  sinking 
fund  to  make  good  the  loans.  If  the 
Government,  however,  adopted  such  a 
scheme,  he  defied  them  to  bring  forward 
a  proposal  which  would  satisfy  either 
the  Jbiah  tenants  or  the  laadlons.  He 
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wholly  disbelieved  in  the  possibility  of 
settling  this  matter  by  a  mere  purchase 
scheme.  If  an  angel  came  down  from 
heaven,  with  £200,000.000  for  the  pur- 
pose of  buying  out  Uie  Irish  landlords  he 
would  be  ready  to  accept  the  gift.  But 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
posed  that  the  British  taxpayers  should 
find  the  £200,000,000,  he  would  oppose 
it  to  the  very  last.  They  must  be  told 
how  the  British  taxpayer  was  to  be  fteed 
from  liability.  He  viewed  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Seoretaiy  with  regret,  not  only 
for  his  own  sake,  but  also  for  the  sake 
of  the  Government.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  would 
have  been  a  party  to  the  "No  sur- 
render" policy  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  embarked.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  cham- 
pion of  such  a  scheme.  As  a  Scotch- 
man, they  were  proud  of  him.  They 
knew  he  was  a  clever  man,  although 
sometimes  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  wanting  in  discretion. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  now  leading  the  Govern- 
ment on  to  the  rooks  where  they  would 
inevitably  suffer  shipwreck,  llie  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  a  dear  head,  and 
ke  strongly  recommended  tiie  Govern- 
ment to  send  him  hvSk  to  the  Oorrenoy 
Commission,  where  he  mig^t  do  some 
good,  and  not  to  keen  him  at  the  Irish 
Office,  where  he  could  only  do  mischief. 
The  Government  were  undoubtedly  en- 
tering on  a  bad  course.  He  regretted 
this,  because  he  felt  that  the  LiberiUs 
were  not  sufficiently  united  to  be  able 
to  take  their  places.  The  House  bad 
been  favoured  the  prerious  evening 
with  an  eloquent  speech  from  a  Libenu 
Unionist  champion  of  the  Government. 
But  there  were  Liberal  Unionists  and 
Liberal  Unionists;  and  he  expressed 
the  earnest  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Member  for  West  Bir> 
mii^ham  (Mr.  Ohamberiain)  would  oon- 
ridnr  his  oonise  in  this  matter.  Ha  was 
one  of  those  who  admired  the  ri^t  bon. 
Gentieman,  and  hoped  to  follow  him. 
He  wished  again  to  see  his  great  talents 
and  his  great  power  put  at  the  service  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  would  ostracize  Liberals  be- 
cause they  did  not  agree  with  die  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  regard 
to  Home  Bule ;  but  he  oould  not,  at  the 
same  time,  refrain  fkom  saying  thai  • 
great  Ubaral  Ijeader  lika  the  right  hon. 
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!ember  forWeatBinningham,  who  was 
thoroug^h  Badioal,  would  imperil  hie 
Dsition  in  the  Party  if  he  went  too  far 
1  support  of  the  coendre  aotion  of  the 
onBerratiTe  OoTemment,  who  had 
irown  over  the  Beport  of  their  own 
'ommisnon,  and  who  took  their  stand 
pon  contract  and  politioal  eooDomj. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
aid,  that  hen.  Hemben  found  tnem- 
<eWes  placed  in  a  very  unjustifiable 
>oaition  owing  to  the  action  of  the  Oo- 
remment  in  taking  the  whole  time  of 
jrivata  Members  for  the  furtherance  of 
tjlowemment  Buaineas.  The  Qoremment 
had  pmeDted  the  ^aaibili^  of  any 
private  Member  raising  a  questioa  ot 
grievance,  except  in  some  form  which 
was  linble  to  be  characterised  as  dis* 
orderly.    It  had  by  its  action  compelled 
private  Members  to  raise  questions  in 
which  their  constituents  were  interested 
on  the  Estimates  or  by  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment ;  otherwise  they  found  them- 
selves gagged  by  the  consumption  of  the 
whole  time  of  the  House  by  the  (Govern- 
ment.   If  the  (Government  used  the 
time  it  had  taken  wisely  or  providently 
there  would,  at  least,  be  some  little  justi- 
fication for  the  oonrse  on  which  they  had 
entered;  but  he  asserted  that  there 
had  been  many  days  on  which  the  mhol% 
time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted  be< 
cause  the  Oovemment  had  insisted, 
aoooiding  to  tiimr  lights,  upon  the 
adoption  of  a  particular  course,  this 
course  being  snoseqaently  altered  in 
deference  to  the  better  counsels  of  their 
Friends  on  the  Liberal  Benches,  leading 
the  Oovemment  eventaally  to  recall  the 
whole  of  their  previous  speeches,  and 
to  modify  the  whole  of  their  previous 
conduct   The  measure  for  which  the 
GbTsmment  demanded  urgency  was  in- 
tended, as   everyone    understood,  to 
preTent  a  certain  agitation  by  tongue 
and  pMi  from  being  carried  on  in  Tte- 
land.  That  measure  was  not  rendered 
neeesMTy  because  the  Irish  people  were 
in  arms,  or  even  because  there  were 
■rmsd  secret  organiaaUtma  which  ware 
Teutingtha  authority  of  the  Ghnrem- 
ment  iThere  was  no  ^etezt  Ixat  laying 
thattheQueen'swrit  would  notron  in  Ire- 
land. On  the  contmiy,  the  (Government 
told  them  that  so  much  was  the  law 
obeyed  that  even  an  order  of  the  Bank- 
ruptoy  Oourt  issued  in  Dublin  was  sub- 
Buttra  to  voluntarily,  and  a  man  who 
mi  nwh  esteemed  by  his  Ohuxoh  and 
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his  neighbonrhood  was  taken  in  pro- 
cesBion  to  gaol,  the  people  offering 
no  reeistaoee  whatever.  Therefore  the 
Queen's  writ  did  run ;  but  the  Qorem- 
ment wanted  more  power  to  terrify 
tenants  who  were  miserable  and  im- 
poverished, BO  that  they  might  not  re- 
sort to  what  all  men  had  a  right  to 
resort  to — namely,  the  highest  degree 
of  passive  resistance  to  the  wron^ul 
enforcement  of  a  crael  contract.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  complained 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley)  had  alleged 
that  there  were  difficulties  with  respect 
to  the  payment  of  rents  in  belaud.  He 
did  not  uiink  that  the  allegation  rested 
upon  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle.  It  had  been 
proved  in  evidence  before  the  Commis- 
sion issued  by  the  Oovemment ;  and  in 
the  famous  JDartford  speech  which  had 
been  trumpeted  forth  on  containing  the 
thorough  programme  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site those  difficulties  were  admitted,  and 
it  was  there  stated  that  they  could  only 
be  removed  by  changing  dual  ownership 
into  single  ownersmp,  and  that  they 
could  never  have  peace  in  ILreland 
until  that  question  was  dealt  with. 
Although  ample  opportunity  had  been 
afforded  there  had  been  no  attempt  to 
introduce  remedial  measures  for  the 
wrongs  which  the  Irish  tenants  suffered, 
and  now  they  were  threatmed  before 
anv  remedy  was  applied.  Those  diffi- 
culties had  also  been  sw<nn>to  by  a 
high  offloial  of  the  Oovemment,  Sir 
BMven  Bulln-,  who  declared  that  the 
men  of  Ireland  were  not  so  bad ;  that 
their  badness  came  from  misery;  that 
they  had  appealed  in  vain  to  the  Uw, 
and  that  they  had  found  help  only  in 
the  National  League.  The  Goverament 
had  leisure  and  a  huge  majority  in  the 
other  House  which  would,  no  doubt, 
rapidly  pass  any  Land  Bill  they  chose  to 
submit  to  it.  Why,  then,  bad  they  not 
before  now  introduced  such  a  measure 
to  that  Assembly  T  Why  must  they 
threaten  the  people  with  eoeroion  first  ? 
Why  make  tbeir  subsequent  remedial 
legislation  unpalatable  to  them  by  first 
giving  them  sword  and  fetter.  He 
dee^  rttpetted  that  the  illness  of  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  re- 
moved from  the  Cabinet  an  obstacle  to 
the  enforcement  of  bad  laws.  The  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  had  given  no  reason 
why  the  House  should  ti^e  away  from 

Digitized  by  Google 


ji^ABOH  2it,  1887) 


1231  Stuinesto/  {COMMONS}  tlu>Motue, 


priratd  Members  all  the  time  which 
fairly  belonged  to  them.  He  could  not 
6nd  a  aolitary  passage  in  the  whole 
speech  bearing  on  that  point.  There 
was  nothing  to  show  that  the  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  CK)Temment  would  not 
be  enough  to  carry  the  measure.  With 
the  new  Closure  Bule,  if  it  were  worth 
what  the  GoTemment  thought  it  was 
worth — although  he  had  never  thought 
it  worth  much  himself — they  had  now  a 
means  of  pressing  this  Bill  through  with 
the  most  extreme  rapidity  on  the  nights 

groperly  belonging  to  the  Government; 
ut  he,  as  an  English  Member,  pro- 
tested against  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  all  important  questions 
affecting  the  welfare  of  the  working 
classes  of  England  and  Scotland  simply 
because  the  wvremment  wanted  to  have 
a  whip  and  a  scorpion  with  which  to 
lash  and  sting  the  unfortunate  Irish 
people.  The  Gorernment  asked  for  the 
time  of  the  House,  because  they  be- 
lieved they  were  in  a  position  to  take 
it ;  but  they  could  not  take  it  without 
the  support  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  and  Me  followers.  He 
would,  however,  remind  those  hon. 
Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  who  intended  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  attempt  to  dose  the 
mouth  of  every  private  Member  until 
after  Whitsuntide  that  their  consti- 
tuents would  call  them  to  account  before 
re-electing  them,  if  they  ever  re-dected 
them,  for  puttinj^  it  in  the  power  of  a 
OonservatiTe  Ministry  to  retard  the  oon- 
nderation  of  all  legislation  for  ame- 
liorating the  condition  of  the  industrial 
classes.  The  Ohlef  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land suggested  that  the  Bill  might  be 
found  to  be  limited  in  its  application  to 
only  a  small  area  in  Ireland.  But  was 
that  true  P  And  if  it  was,  did  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  set  aside  the  claims 
of  every  other  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom because  there  was  a  small  j^ortion 
of  Ireland  in  which  the  law  was  incom- 
petent ?  It  was  said  that  Irish  juries 
were  perverse ;  but  were  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  not  acting  perversely 
in  their  treatment  of  Ireland  ?  At  the 
present  moment  the  state  of  Hat  oounti^ 
was  more  orderly  on  the  whole  than  it 
had  been  for  yean  past.  It  was  true 
that  meetings  were  held  there;  but 
those  meetings  were  not  disorderly  if 
the  Goremment  did  not  make  tiiem  so. 


Why  should  not  men  agitate  with&i  thf 
limits  of  the  law  f  The  Ohief  Secretaz*j 
for  Ireland  said  the  fact  that  men.  paio 
too  high  rents  was  not  a  reason  for  c 
social  revolution.   It  was,  however,  e 
reason  for  social  resistance — it  was  a  rea- 
son for  such  an  agitation  as  should  raise 
the  feeling  of  the   country  to  the 
highest  pitch  within  the  limits  of  the 
law.    Se  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  taken 
part  in  many  suoh  agitations  in  hia  life 
— fortunately,  not  in  Ireland.   In  this 
country  the  law  waa  fair  and  its  adminis- 
trators were  just  in  dealing  with  any- 
agitator,  however  unpopular;   and  if 
only  the  some  thing  hdd  good  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Xre- 
land,  they  would  get  rid  of  much  of  the 
present  i^tation.   They  could  not  pre- 
vent Station  by  putting  the  gag  in  the 
mouths  of  the  agitattnrs  and  wcking  up 
their  bodies.  Bayonets  and  fetters,  and 
the  suppression  of  &ee  discussion  by 
tongue  or  pen,  had  never  answered  be> 
fore,  and  they  would  not  answer  now. 
Force  was  the  old  brute  remedy.  Had 
it  ever  succeeded  with  Irishmen  ?  There 
was  a  change  in  the  fashion  of  Irish 
agitation.     was  it  a  change  for  the 
worse  ?   Clompare  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land now,  when  Irishmen  had  the  right 
to  elect  their  Bepresentatives  freely, 
with  what  it  was  oefore.   They  oom- 
plained  of  85  Obstructives,    well,  he 
had  experience  of  a  larger  body  ob- 
structing one  Member.  They  oompmined 
of  an  Irish  Member  if  he  blooked  their 
Business ;  but  they  thought  notiiing  of 
blocJcing  an  Irish  Bill.    Bills  which 
would  have  removed  many  an  Irish 
grievance  had  been  blooked  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.    It  was  true  the 
state  of  Ireland  was  a  state  which  had 
often  been  characterized  by  events  which 
they  must  all  deplore;  out  take  the 
state  of  things  now  and  as  they  were. 
Boycotting  and  agrarian  crime  were 
not  things  of  to-day ;  they  had  existed 
for  generations.   They  and  their  fathers 
could  have  cured  it  if  th^'  would.  la- 
stead  of  doing  so,  they  had  tried  80 
Ooercion  Acts.    [An  hon.  IfEUBKB :  86.] 
Well,  he  should  throw  the  Tory  Goveni- 
ment  the  six ;  it  mode  HtUe  diffineace. 
He  liked  to  be  under  the  mark ;  but  th^ 
had  all  failed,  uid  this  one  would  fail 
too.  Well,  the  Conservative  Party  mi^t 

desire  to  hold  Office ;  but  they  bu'O^T^" 
not  fallen  so  low  as  to  want  to  hold  Ofl^ 
by  keeping  down  an  unfortunate  peo|ue 
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I      wbos6  only  crime  wae  tbat  they  were 
r      bom  on  the  land  on  which  they  exer- 
1      oieed  no  choice  of  birth,  and  on  which 
\      they  lived  under  conditions  that  ren- 
1      dered  it  impossible  for  them  to  live  com- 
fortably in  order  to  maintain  a  spend- 
t      thrift  tenantry  and  an  oppressive  aris- 
B      tooraoy.    Oompulsion  in  Ireland  had 
)   ,  always  been  sealed  with  blood.  They 
I      had  never  legislated  for  Ireland  except 
)      in  fear.   When  they  had  made  a  gift, 
[      vhioh  might  have  been  valued,  and 
brought  pleasure  and  sunahine  Into  thou- 
r     sanda  of  uomea,  it  had  alw^  been  ren- 
f     dered  TalndeaeVytherestoftikeiraotionB. 
i      There  was  no  need  for  the  Ohief  Seore- 
tanr  for  Ireland  to  tell  them  there  were 
I      bad  landlords  in  Ireland ;  their  own 
witnesses  told  them  that ;  and  to  carry 
out  the  evictions  the  British  taxpayer 
was  sometimes  put  to  an  expense  20 
times  the  value  of  the  wretched  rent  of 
the  landlords.   Troops  of  soldiers,  hun- 
dreds of  constables  who  were  military, 
with  rifles  and  bayonets,  were  required 
to  turn  the  people  out  on  a  winter  day, 
and  this  was  to  protect  "  the  sanctity  of 
Gontraot."   Did  they  call  those  men  die- 
honest  who  oame  over  here  to  earn  their 
rent — ^men  whose  clothing  was  a  bundle 
of  rags?  Irishmen  always  responded 
with  gratitude  to  jostiee.    The  very 
men  whom  they  sent  to  pigeon  went 
out  and  fought  England's  battles  for 
her.    He  thought  they  were  foolish. 
When  they  complained  of  American 
t^ld,  did  tb^  forget  that  it  came  from 
jbishmen  ?   ii  evidence  of  gwerosity 
of  the  Irish  people  was  needed,  all  they 
had  to  do  was  to  turn  to  the  records 
the  Post  Office.   Their  Irish  brethem  in 
Indiana  sent  home  money  to  pay  the 
rents  in  Kerry ;  and  the  landlords,  takmg 
all  that  came,  asked  for  more,  and  some- 
times seized  the  opportunity  to  raise  the 
rent.    The  Obief  Secretary  talked  about 

niple  being  fools.  Well,  they  would  be 
u  and  idiots  if  they  oontinued  to 
devote  money  thos  reoeived  to  such 
purposes.  The  Ohief  Secretary  had  been 
rather  hasty  in  2»rophesying  what  the 
omduct  of  landloras  might  be  by  and  by. 
In  the  past  the  landlords  had  exacted 
rents  from  the  wretched  tenants,  rents 
that  never  belonged  to  them,  and  that 
had  never  accrued  until  the  tenants  re- 
olaimed  the  laud  from  the  hog.  The 
landlords  had  taken  advantage  of 
wretched  contracts  made  with  hungry, 
untrained  men,  and  entered  into  in  de- 


spair. What  was  wanted  was  to  revoke 
the  old  legislation  made  when  the  landed 
aristocracy  were  omnipotent  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  to  give  life 
and  opportunity  of  asserting  its  sanctity. 
The  Government  knew  all  about  land 
purchase  last  year.  Why  did  they  not 
introduce  their  Bill  last  Session  ?  The 
land  campaign  had  not  then  begun. 
Did  the  Government  think  they  would 
get  ofif  without  a  land  scheme,  or  were 
Uiey  disagreed  about  it  in  tiieir  own 
happy  Cabinet  ?  It  was  known  that  they 
began  to  disagree  about  the  month  of 
August,  so  acutely,  indeed,  that  their 
own  Leader  was  obliged  to  say  in  public 
that  there  was  not  one  solitary  Member 
amongst  them  upon  whom  he  could  rely. 
Happy,  well-led  Cabinet,  who  could  not 
govern  themselves,  while  claiming  not 
only  to  govern  the  nation,  but  to  take 
away  all  the  time  of  the  House !  The 
Chief  Secretary,  after  indulging  in  rhe- 
toric, came  to  logic,  and  advanced  several 
important  propositions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  prime  necessity 
in  every  society  was  that  the  law  should 
be  effective,  xes ;  that  was  true,  but 
the  primary  necessity  in  every  civilized 
society  also  was  that  the  law  should  be 
just.  The  law  was  effective  in  Bussia; 
it  was  effective,  he  bdieved,  in  Persia, 
where  an  inofmrenient  opponent  might 
be  bowstmng;  it  used  to  oe  effective  in 
Egjrpt.  But  in  a  civilized  community 
law  could  only  be  effective  with  the 
consentof  the  governed,  and  if  it  appealed 
to  the  best  natures  of  the  mass  of  the 
population.  It  could  not  be  effective 
when  the  ^reat  majority  of  tbe  people 
believed  that  it  was  chiefly  directed 
against  them  and  on  behalf  of  a  class 
who  did  not  live  among  them,  whom  they 
never  saw,  with  whose  signatures  only 
they  were  familiar.  He  was  not  making 
a  general  attack  upon  all  landlords. 
There  were  many  jumdlords  who  de- 
plored tbe  present  state  of  things ;  but 
the  dasa  he  was  referring  to  were  the 
class  who  had  made  idl  the  misohief  and 
whom  the  Government  were  now  seeking 
to  protect  The  Chief  Secretary  put 
forward  another  proposition,  that  a 
primaiy  necessity  for  society  was  that 
there  should  be  a  stable  and  acknow- 
ledged system  of  law.  He  admitte' 
that  at  once;  but  he  was 
certitude  as  to  the  meaning 
"  stable."  The  meaning  ■ 
need  by  the  head  of  the  Qc 
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ooneieteDt  with  a  ohaoge  every  20 
minntes.  That  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
of  a  stable  and  firm  Government  which 
was  to  last  for  20  years  before  an^  kind 
of  concession  was  made.  But  if  the 
noble  Lord  meant  that,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Land  Bill  which  the 
GkiTemment  were  about  to  introduce  P 
But  suppose  the  word  "stable"  was 
used  in  its  dictionary  sense,  and  it  was 
admitted  that  Ireland  wanted  a  "  stable 
and  acknowledged "  system  of  law. 
Acknowledgfed  by  wbom  f  Why,  by  the 
people  vho  were  called  upon  to  obey  it. 
In  that  sense  he  accepted  the  pro- 
position. The  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
law  ought  to  be  stable.  The  Leader  of 
the  House  said  there  was  a  law  which 
was  not  acknowledged — which  wanted 
amendment — which  they  were  going  to 
amend  ;  but  they  would  enforce  this  law 
before  amending  it.  The  Chief  Secretary 
asked  what  chance  there  was  of  im- 
proving the  state  of  Ireland  if  they  put  off 
this "<>iminal Bill?"  It  was  a  Cnminal 
Bill,  and  fJiose  who  introduced  it  would 
hereafter  be  described  in  terms  which  he 
could  not  employ  consistently  with  the 
Bulee  of  Debate  which  were  very 
properly  enforced  in  the  House.  The 
Chief  Seoretan  caUed  hia  opponents 
madmen,  and  wen  snbstituted  the  words 
"singularly  unwise,"  and  then  Again 
returned  to  the  word  "  madmen."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking 
under  a  condition  of  excitement  which 
ill  befitted  the  introducer  of  a  Crimi- 
nal Bill,  He  asked  what  chance 
there  was  of  putting  off  this  Bill  when 
Ireland  was  going  from  bad  to  worse. 
But  was  it  so ;  was  Ireland  as  bad  as 
she  used  to  be  ?  Speeches  were  made  and 
writings  published  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  So  they  were  in  Eng- 
land. Why,  then,  did  the  Gh)vemment 
not  try  to  get  an  English  jury  to  con- 
vict for snchspeeches  or  for  such  pub* 
lications  f  What  had  been  said  against 
the  rents  now  exacted  in  Irehud  which 
was  not  AiUy  borne  out  by  the  Oom- 
misnon  whidi  the  Gorenunent  itself 
had  appointed?  Then  they  were  told 
that  tne  Government  wanted  this  Bill 
lest  Ireland  should  go  from  bad  to  worse. 
Thus  this  utterly  incapable  Ministry, 
not  content  to  rely  on  what  the  noble 
liOrd  the  Member  for  South  Fadding- 
ton  (Lord  Kandolph  Churchill)  called 
its  "crutch,"  wanted  also  the  crutch  of 
ooeroion.  That  was  really  too  mucli. 

Mr,  SraiUugh 


the  &<mi.  t23d 

Then  it  was  urged  in  jastification  that 
one  speaker  had  said  that  the  day 
would    come    when   rent    would  be 
abolished  altogether,  and  that  they  were 
working  for  the  holy  cause  of  nation* 
ality.   Bid  the  Government  really  mean 
to  ask  the  House  to  give  up  the  whole 
of  its  time  because  those  speeches,  even 
if  they  were  rash,  had  been  made  ?  A 
man  thought   that   rents  should  be 
abolished  alb^ther.    Well,  he  (Mr. 
Bradlangh)  would  not  he  sorprised  if 
rent  were  some  day  abtdished,  and  when 
political  eoonomiats  preached  the  doc- 
trine that  the  holding  and  cultivation  of 
land  should  go  together,  and  that  the 
rightsofnon-oultivating landlords  should, 
with  or  without  compensation,  be  de- 
stroyed by  the  same  High  Courtof  Parlia- 
ment which  had  created  them.  He  would 
not,  if  he  held  such  opinions,  have  the 
smallest  hesitation  in  expressing  them  in 
any  part  of  England,  Scotland,  or  Wales. 
Did  they  want  to  prevent  the  growth  of 
such  opinions  as  that  by  arresting  men 
before  they  made  their  speeches  ?  Then, 
was  it  so  very  wicked  to  talk  about  the 
nationality  of  Ireland?    He  was  not 
great  on  nationalities.   Greater  follies 
and  crimes  had  been  committed  for  tiie 
cause  of  what  were  railed  nationalities 
than  for  any  other  cause.  Foc^ish  men 
of  one  natitm  were  matohed  in  ruinous 
wars  against  their  fellow-workers  of 
other  nations.   But  it  did  not  lie  in 
the  mouth  of  an  English  Government 
to  denounce  the  doctrine  of  nation- 
ality after  the  encouragement  which 
England  had  given  to  the  nationali- 
ties of  Poland  and  Italy,  Greece  and 
Bulgaria.   We  might  have  nationality 
without  rebellion — without  even  separa- 
tion.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  called 
madmen  those  who  followed  the  ri^t 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  He 
was  willing  to  si^port  any  well-con- 
sidered scheme  of  Home  Bute  proposed 
by  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  Bat 
he  was  not  one  of  the  foUowers  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentiemon.  He  had  preaohed 
the  doctrine  of  Home  Bule  fm  35  years. 
He  preaohed  it  in  New  Tork  in  1873, 
when  he  was  attacked  by  Irishmen  in 
a  perfectly  friendly    spirit  because, 
though  he  supported  Home  Rule,  he 
declared  that  he  would  resist  separa- 
tion by  force,  if  force  were  employed 
to  bring  it  about.    He  was  not  defend- 
ing or  trying  to  prove  the  correctness  of 
hia  opinions;  he  ires  only  ^Ting  to  show 
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that  he  had  been  conBistent.  It  was 
complained  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  had 
spoken  of  the  tenants  baring  acted 
apontaneously,  and  it  was  asserted  that 
the  tenants  had  been  driven  to  combine 
hy  a  species  of  terrorism.  If  hon. 
Ghmtlemen  opposite  would  read  the 
history  of  Ireland  for  the  last  85  years, 
and  particularly  the  trial  of  i)aniel 
O'Oonnelland  the  other  traTersers,  they 
would  find  the  rafatfttion  of  that  ail- 
ment. Ken  could  not  be  terrified  into 
Joining  any  sufih  movement.  If  they 
joined  it,  it  was  because  they  felt  the 
fetter  and  believed  they  would  thus 
obtain  release.  He  would  tell  them 
how  to  break  up  the  combination  on  the 
part  of  the  tenants— it  could  be  done 
Dj  giring  to  Ireland  the  duty  of  find' 
ing  remedies  for  its  own  wrongs.  It 
would  be  no  light  duty  for  anyone  to 
undertake,  and  it  was  ooe  which  be 
should  not  like  to  cake  up;  beoanse 
with  the  inflnence  of  crimes,  which  were 
the  fruit  of  genoration  after  generation 
<^  misgovemment,  the  probabili^  was 
that  many  honest  men  of  their  own 
opinion,  who  accepted  the  du^  of  find- 
ing a  remedy,  wouhl  themselves  be 
broken  and  crashed  by  the  men  they 
had  most  Med  to  serve.  In  oondunon, 
he  contended  the  Oovemment  had  made 
oat  no  case  why  the  House  should  give 
up  its  whole  time  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  had  been  asked. 

OoLOKBL  HUaHES-HALLBTT 
(Boohester)  said,  he  begged  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  not  having  been 
in  hia  place  to  continue  the  debate.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  would  not  be  reached 
before  half -past  12  o^clock,  at  which 
time  he  was  in  the  House.  After  a 
careful  study  of  this  question  gene- 
rally, and  of  many  speeches  made  upon 
it  Mth  in  and  oatside  the  House,  he 
fooad  himself  unable  to  noopuEe  any 
reasonable  ground  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Itr.  John 
Horley).  He  (Oolonel  Hughes-HaUett) 
had  been  under  the  impression  that  hon. 
Members  who  represented  the  Irish 
Party  in  that  House  were  anxious  to  see 
not  only  a  satisfactory  but  a  speedy 
settlement  of  that  great  question ;  and 
that  they  were  desirous  of  seeing  all 
classes  in  their  oountry,  except  the  land- 
lords, Inought  into  a  contented  state  of 


mind.  But  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment offered  to  bring  forward  mea- 
sures relating  to  Ireland  and  asked  that 
they  should  be  treated  as  ui^ent,  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  cheered 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  for  bringing  forward  an 
Amendment  suggesting  delay  !  That 
Amendment  deprecated  setting  aside  the 
Business  of  the  nation ;  but  surely  the 
first  business  of  the  nation  was  to  en- 
deavour to  promote  peace,  security  of 
property,  and  security  of  life  in  Ireland, 
and,  consequent  upon  those,  the  con- 
tentment and  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
people.  One  would  suppose  that  those 
who  represented  the  Irish  Party  in  that 
House  were  not  anxious  to  see  a  speedy 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question  and  an 
early  arrangement  of  the  difficulties  of 
the  Irish  people.  Was  that  so,  and,  if 
so,  why?  Was  it  that  they  feared  that  if 
peace  were  restored  in  Ireland,  if  pro- 
perty and  life  were  made  secure,  and  if 
law  and  order  were  once  more  supreme 
in  that  country  and  the  people  contented, 
their  whole  occupation  would  be  gone  ? 
Did  they  fear,  too,  that  the  contributions 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  would 
cease  to  flow  ?  Aa  a  dispassionate  ob- 
server that,  and  no  other,  was  the  oondn- 
sion  he  drew.  He  had  failed  to  gather 
&om  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle  that 
he  was  at  all  anxious  to  see  a  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  that  great 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  a  reduction  of  rent ;  but 
it  was  not  for  a  mere  reduction  of  rent 
that  that  agitation  had  been  going  on 
in  and  out  of  Ireland — that  agitation 
favoured,  not  low  rent  but  no  rent.  That 
was  only  the  penultimate  object  of  the 
agitation;  its  ultimate  object  was  the 
separation  of  Ireland  from  this  country, 
lUries  of  "  No,  no! "]  It  was  of  no  use 
for  hon.  Members  opporite  to  deny  that, 
unless  they  were  auo  prepared  to  repu- 
diate the  meeohee  delivered  by  their 
Leader  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  his  able  lieutenant  the  hoa. 
and  learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  not  only  in  England  and 
Ireland,  but  also  in  America — at  Cincin- 
nati, Chicago,  and  Castlebar.  [An  hon. 
Mkubeb  :  Bead  them.]  They  had,  un- 
fortunately, heard  the  speeches  read  too 
often.  Those  speeches  made  it  impossible 
for  the  PamelHte  Members  to  conceal 
what  was  their  real  object  in  Ireland. 

[Swi-iirf  Night.'} 
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With  respect  to  the  ^evanoes  of  Ire- 
land it  seemed  to  him  that  the  only 
hope  ol  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  solu- 
tion of  them  was  by  firmly  suppressing, 
by  erery  legal  meaos  in  existence  or 
which  might  come  into  existence,  the 
power  of  those  combinations,  associa- 
tions, and  secret  societies,  whose  object 
was  to  set  class  against  class ;  by  a  settle- 
ment, also,  of  the  questions  between 
landlord  and  tenant  through  the  inter- 
vention of  an  authority  that  knew  how 
to  respect  the  general  principles  of 
justice,  and  not  of  an  authority  self- 
elected,  or  elected  by  Irish  farmers 
or  labourers,  whose  main  desire  was 
to  W(u^  war  against  and  to  dispossess 
the  &sh  landlord.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  mU  in  the 
prices  of  iuY>dace  being  the  cause  of  the 
agrarian  difficulty ;  but  would  hon.  Mem- 
bers belonging  to  the  Nationalist  Party 
be  content  tf  produce  went  back  to  the 
prices  of  1882fHe(0olonelHnghe8-Hal- 
lett)  rather  thought  that  if  those  prices 
were  restored,  if  tenants  were  able  to  pay 
tiieir  rents  and  did  pay  them,  and  if  life 
and  property  were  made  secure,  those  hon. 
Members  would  not  be  content,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  oooupationB  of  a 
great  many  political  Othellos  would  be 
gone.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  root  of 
the  whole  of  &e  Irish  erils  lay,  not  in 
the  fall  of  prices,  but  in  the  chronic 
poverty  of  that  country.  That  had  not 
arisen,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  seemed  to  sug- 
gest, from  Torv  miariue,  because  for  the 
greater  part  of  the  last  40  years  Ireland 
had  been  governed  bv  the  Liberal  Party. 
Then  it  could  not  be  eaid  to  be  high 
rents,  becanse  rents  in  Ireland  were 
lower  than  in  France,  Belgium,  Hol- 
land, England,  Wales,  or  Scotland. 
This  was  proved  by  statistics.  It  was 
not  over- population  in  Ireland,  because 
while  the  population  in  England  per 
square  mile  was  869,  in  Ireland  it  was 
onlv  1 69.  They  heard  a  great  deal  about 
bad  landlords  and  absentee  landlords; 
but  the  latter  certainly  did  not  occasion 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  because,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  was  the  properties  of 
absentee  landlords  which  showed  the 
greatest  prosperity.  Then  they  heard  a 
great  deal  about  political  coercion  and 
pcditical  t^anuy ;  but  ^Utical  liberty  in 
Ireland  was  the  same  asi  t  was  in  En  g1  and , 
Scotland,  AndWales,  and  that,  tben^fore, 
could  not  be  the  cause  of  tho  ^scnt 


condition  of  Ireland.  The  realre9p(msibld 
cause  was  tiie  removal  of  the  protective 
duties  on  the  produce  of  En^and  and 
foreign  countn^.  TTp  to  the  year  1 800 
these  protective  daties  obtained ;  but 
after  the  Union  they  were  reduced,  and 
in  1821  they  were  swept  away.  The 
consequence  was  that  in  less  than  20 
years  only  one-tenth  of  the  former 
number  of  men  were  employed  in  manu- 
factures in  Ireland.  In  addition  to  that 
America  had  gradually  encroached  and 
ruined  the  agrioulturid  interest  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  very  well  to  say  that  a 
good  political  administration  was  re- 
quired to  establish  the  statusof  anotitm ; 
but  good  fiscal  administration  waa  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  the  prosperity,  hap- 
piness, and  contentment  of  a  coanb'y.  It 
waa  clear,  therefore,  that  it  was  not  an  on- 
iust  rental  which  was  the  cause  of  Ire- 
land's present  distress,  but  poverty;  but, 
as  he  hod  befiore  observed,  that  poverty 
arose  from  the  abolition  of  the  protective 
duties  on  foreign  produce,  when  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Protection  in  Ireland  does  not 
seem  relevant  to  the  Question  before  the 
House.   

OoLONisL  HUGHES-HALLETT  said, 
he  had  transgressed  most  unintention- 
aUy,  and  begged  to  express  his  regret 
for  having  done  so.  With  regard  to  the 
measures  the  Government  sought  to  in- 
troduce he  hoped — ^wishing  as  he  did. 
that  prosperity  imd  oontentment  should 
be  restored  to  Ireland^that  tiiere  wonld 
be  some  indication  of  an  intention  to 
stimulate  Irish  industries,  by  which 
alone,  in  his  opinion,  those  happy  re- 
sults would  be  produced. 

Mb.  EOWNTEEE  (Scarborough) 
said,  as  a  new  Member  be  was  desirous 
to  protest  against  this  attempt  to  obtain 
urgency  for  a  Bill  to  render  tiie  Oriminal 
Law  of  Ireland  more  strict.  If  the 
terrible  poverty  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
was  the  key-note  of  the  situation,  surely 
they  were  wrong  in  putting  in  the  fore- 
front inoreasedstringenoy  of  the  Oriminal 
Law  rather  than  remedial  measures. 
This  question  was  a  most  serious  one  for 
the  whole  Empire.  It  was  impossible 
for  the  opinions  of  liberal  Members  to 
change  ag-ain — as  they  had  nndonbtedi^ 
changed  in  the  past — because  the 
tieb  people  now  knew  more  about  In- 
land  than  th<?y  had  ever  done  beforo. 
The  kuowledgo  of  the  KngUsh  peo^l^ 
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was  now  so  complete  that  they  would 
never  again  permit  the  burning  down  of 
the  houses  ol  evicted  tenants,  houses 
which  they  had  themselTes  built ;  and  the 
system  of  iury-paoking,  whioh  for  many 
years  had  been  in  vogue,  was  becoming  a 
thing  of  the  past.  The  onus  of  proof  of 
the  neoesuty  to  introduce  suoh  a  mea- 
■ore  lay  upon  Her  Uajesty's  Govern- 
ment. It  was  a  ungularly  unfortunate 
dnmmstanoe  that  in  tiie  Jubilee  year 
ot  Her  QraoionB  Mfyesl^'s  Beign  the 
first  great  measure  which  they  were 
asked  to  put  on  the  Statute  Book  should 
be  one  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
Ireland  and  England,  and  to  inflict  a 
mecially  stringent  and  severe  Oriminal 
l^w  upon  the  poorest  parts  of  the  popu- 
lation of  these  three  Kingdoms.  In 
every  Oolony  of  this  great  Empire  there 
would  be  men  who  would  look  with 
8OIT0W  and  grief  at  the  condition  of 
tilings  in  this  country  this  year,  and  who 
wouM  feel  that  instead  of  the  people  of 
the  Emmre  being  brought  nearer  to- 
gether, wis  measure,  if  ever  it  should 
come  to  be  put  on  the  Statute  Book, 
would  be  a  lasting  stain  and  disgrace  to 
tiie  history  of  England.  It  was  easy  to 
Bay  that  the  laws  were  broken  in  Ireland, 
and  that  juries  ooald  not  be  got  to  vin- 
dicate justice.  But  the  laws  were 
broken  in  England  every  day,  and  they 
knew  that  many  of  the  greatest  and  most 
happy  reforms  in  the  English  Criminal 
Law  had  been  brought  about  by  juries 
i«f  using  to  find  convictions.  It  had  been 
said  not  many  weeks  ago  that  the  Legis- 
lature had  built  a  triple  wall  of  protection 
around  the  favoured  Irish  tenant.  But 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Commission 
showed  that  this  triple  wall  did  not  ex- 
tend round  more  than  one-third  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  Farmers  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  had  passed  resolnttona  declaring 
that  the  landlords,  by  a  misehierons  com- 
bination, were  preventing  the  Land 
Courts  from  settling  fair  rents.  It  ap- 
peared, then,  that  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  combination  on  both  sides.  If  r, 
Cunningham,  of  Tyrone,  stated  before 
the  Commission  that  the  reason  tenants 
had  not  sought  the  relief  of  the  Land 
Court  was  the  disadvantages  under 
which  they  would  labour  if  they  did. 
They  would  at  once  lose  the  right  of  cut- 
ting f  nel,  and  they  had  always  the  fear 
of  eviction  before  them  as  a  reprisal  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord.  In  a  miserable 
oabin  whioh  the  tenant  had  built  27 


years  ago,  the  wife  told  him  that  she 
and  some  of  her  neighbours  had  brought 
the  clay ;  that  they  had  out  off  2  feet  of 
the  bog;  that  there  was  still  6  feet  of  bog 
below ;  that  they  had  been  paying  at  the 
rate  of  £1  per  acre  for  that  bog  for 
which  the  landlord  had  never  done  any- 
thing, and  they  were  afraid  to  go  into 
the  Land  Court  lest  they  should  be 
evicted.  They  had  since,  he  was  in- 
formed, been  turned  out  on  the  roadside. 
He  wished,  when  any  Liberal  Member 
spoke  in  support  of  the  proposal  of  the 
dovemment,  tiiat  he  would  not  say  that 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  were 
about  to  introduce  was  not  a  measure  of 
coercion,  but  was  intended  to  make  jus- 
tice more  rapid.  That  was  what  tyranny 
said  over  and  over  again  in  defence  of 
such  a  policy  as  that  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  pursuing.  But  it  was  one  of 
Uie  greatest  honours  of  those  who  had 
attempted  to  uphold  Liberal  principles 
that  they  were  not  satisfied  with  the  cry 
of  law  and  order.  They  said  that  law 
was  granny  unless  founded  on  justice, 
and  ttiat  order  could  not  be  permanent 
unless  it  was  based  upon  the  freewill  of 
the  people.  The  non.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tiie  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Finlay)  had  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment measure  would  be  a  protection 
against  secret  societies.  But  it  would 
be  just  as  reasonable  to  call  Liberal  and 
Badical  Associations  secret  societies  as 
the  National  League.  Its  meetings  were 
open.  Anyone  might  go  to  them.  The 
Besident  Magistrate  in  the  Bantry  dis- 
trict said  that  there  was  no  secrecy,  and 
that  everything  was  above  board.  Mr. 
Fonsonby,  Besident  Magistrate,  said 
that  for  the  last  12  months  the  Central 
League  had  dtme  its  best  to  put  a  stop 
to  outrages,  and  General  BiiUer  had 
stated  that  you  never  could  have  peace 
in  Irdand  uidess  you  created  a  central 
Court  or  some  legal  equivalent  to  arbi- 
trate between  lanSord  and  tenant.  Hon. 
Members  who  thought  that  secret 
societies  were  the  greatest  curse  to  a 
country  were  bound  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  In  many  parts  of  Ireland 
there  was  a  conflict  between  secret 
societies  and  the  League.  In  Kerry 
there  was  a  difficulty  ia  inducing  people 
to  join  the  League,  because  they  did  not 
consider  it  powerful  enough.  They  said 
that  one  man  out  on  the  hills  did  more 
good  than  aU  your  Constitutional  agita- 
tion.  There  were  many  other  matters 
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requiring  urgency  more  than  this.  The 
right  hon.  Q-entteman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicke-Beach)  told  his  constituents  at 
Bristol,  when  speaking  on  the  Irish 
Question,  that— 

'*  There  was  no  greater  foe  to  the  rights  of 
property  than  he  who  attempted  harSily  to 
exact  its  right  and  failed  in  iti  duties." 

Then,  why  did  not  the  Government  deal 
with  those  foes  of  property  before  they 
oama  down  on  the  poor  peasants  of  Ire- 
land? A  more  remarkable  statement 
was  never  made  by  a  Minister  respon- 
rible  for  the  (Jovemment  of  Ireland  than 
that  uttered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  when  he 
said  that  the  law  was  so  greatly  disobeyed 
among  Irishmen  because  tliey  had  no 
confidence  in  the  justice  of  its  adminis- 
tration, and  the  reasons  for  that  want 
of  confidence  were  now  growing  stronger 
day  by  day.  Cases  of  flagrant  injustice 
were  constantly  occurring,  and  how  could 
they  expect  the  people  of  Ireland  to  re- 
spect the  law  when  they  were  compelled 
to  look  upon  it  as  the  oppressor  of  inno- 
cence and  not  as  the  avenger  of  wrong  ? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Hughe6-Hallett)and  the  hem.  Gentleman 
vho  s^ke  before  him  (Mr,  Bradlaugh) 
had  said  tiiat  the  terrible  state  of  poverty 
in  Ireland  was  the  great  difficulty.  Why, 
that  had  been  stated  again  and  again, 
and  yet  in  this  Session  of  the  new 
Parliament  they  were  asked  first  of  all 
to  gp,v6  urgency  for  increasing  the 
severity  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  that 
country  so  as  to  make  it  bear  more 
heavily  on  those  poor  people.  Turning 
to  the  Poor  Law  statistics  of  Ireland,  he 
found  that  they  were  most  appalling. 
There  were  24,000  more  people  in  the 
workhouses  in  Ireland  last  year  than 
there  were  the  year  before,  and  the 
state  of  pauperism  was  worse  now  than  at 
any  time  during  the  last  26  years,  wi^ 
the  exception  of  1879,  1880,  and  1881, 
when  special  measures  were  taken.  At 
tibe  same  time  there  was  a  vast  increase 
in  the  number  of  persons  reoeiving  parish 
relief  and  yet  in  the  face  of  this  they 
wore  asked,  not  to  provide  some  relief 
for  the  Irish  poor,  but  to  increase  the 
severity  of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness,  who 
s^ke  from  those  Benches  the  previous 
night,  concluded  his  speech  by  saying 
that  the  people  of  England  and  Scotland 
were  a  law-abiding  people.  Buttiiehon. 


and  learned  Member  need  not  have 
drawn  the  line  where  he  did.  The  House 
had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  failings 
of  the  Irish  people ;  it  was  time  now 
that  they  heard  something  of  their  good 
points,  and  one  of  them  was  that,  how- 
ever poor  a  cabin  home  might  be,  so 
long  as  there  was  a  potato  or  a  bit  of 
food  in  the  place  they  would  never  allow 
a  member  of  the  family  to  go  the  work- 
house. The  state  of  things  in  Ireluid 
was  beoomiDg  more  like  a  general  stats 
of  bankruptqr,  and  yet  laraeny,  taime, 
and  drunkenness  did  not  increase.  And 
the  Oonunissioners  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment had  oome  back  after  their  full 
inquiry  and  reported  that  the  Irish 
people  were  naturally  honest,  bard- 
working,  and  deeply  attached  to  their 
native  land.  To  that  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber would,  no  doubt,  be  ready  to  add  that 
they  were  as  warm-hearted  a  people  as 
any  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  Yet  there 
was  this  most  sad  and  pitiable  f  aot — that 
the  Irish  people  had  been  the  most 
wronged  and  sinned  against  of  any 
civilized  people  in  Eurof>e.  WhUe,  how- 
ever, Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
were  compelled  to  be  parties  to  giving  up 
the  whole  time  of  the  House  to  the  pur- 
pose the  Qovemment  had  in  view,  ihay 
could,  at  any  rate,  go  back  to  their  con- 
stituents and  say  they  had  done  their 
best  against  it. 

Ms.  MILYAIN  (Durham)  said,  that 
most  of  what  they  had  beard  from  the 
other  side  was  of  a  partizan  character. 
He  agreed  with  the  concluding  words  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Bowntree)  in  his  expression  of  sympathy 
with  the  Irish  people,  and  deplored  that 
Ireland  and  her  grievances  should  con- 
tinue to  be  made  the  sport  of  Party,  and 
he  earnestiy  wished  that  means  could  be 
found  for  agreeing  upon  some  polity 
which  would  for  ever  settle  the  govern- 
ment of  that  country.  In  addressing 
himself  to  the  Motion  and  the  issue 
before  the  House  he  should  not  enter 
into  the  controYersy  whetiier  rents 
were  too  high  or  too  low,  or  whe- 
ther the  Irish  people  had  a  plausible 
grievance  or  not.  It  was  his  hope  that 
this  difficulty  regarding  Ireland  might 
have  been  met  by  the  existing  law  of 
the  Constitution — by  the  law  that  was 
now  applicable  to  conspiracy  and  Iq 
bankruptcy  in  Ireland.  But  recent 
events  had  proved  that  the  present  lavr 
in  both  respects  was  nnw<nrkable,  and 
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oertain  Members  belov  the  Gangway 
opposite  had  rejoiced  in  the  fiiot  that 

J'uries  conld  not  be  got  to  conviot  In  Ire- 
and,  and  tiiat  witoeeses  ooidd  sot  be 
got  to  give  eridenee  on  which  oonvio- 
tions  ought  to  take  place.  It  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  go  further  with  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  the  law  and  its 
administration  in  Ireland  than  to  quote 
a  remark  by  Baron  Dowse  at  the  Kerry 
Assizes  in  1886  when  the  prisoner  asked 
the  Judge  for  counsel  to  defend  him. 
Baron  Dowse  said  to  the  man-— and  he 
presumed  the  learned  Judge  would 
repeat  it  now — "  You  need  have  no 
fear;  I  know  this  country  well,  and 
the  safest  place  for  a  man  to  be 
is  in  the  criminal  dock."  In  those 
oiroumstances  he  oould  not  help  thinking 
that  something  was  neoessaiy  to  be  done 
in  Older  to  enforce  obedience  to  social 
law  and  the  laws  of  the  Oonstitution  in 
Ireland.  Butifitwasnowtheintentionof 
&e  Government  to  suspend  the  Habeu 
Corpus  Act,  to  apprehend  persons  upon 
the  mere  suspicions  of  a  policeman,  to 
put  them  in  gaol  upon  no  charge  and 
for  an  indefinite  period,  he  would  be 
one  of  the  first  to  resist  to  the  utmost 
of  his  power  any  such  legislation.  He 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Gh>Tem- 
ment  to  what  was  called  "Palmer's 
Act»"  which  had  for  its  object  the  pro* 
taction  of  the  prisoner,  and  which  pro- 
vided for  the  remoTal  of  the  venue  from 
one  place  to  another  if  the  prisoner  de- 
rired  it.  That  Act  had  been  not  only  in 
the  interests  of  a  prisoner,  but  also  in 
the  interests  of  tiie  proseouticm.  If  the 
measure  oftheGoTemmentwerenn>Oon- 
stitntional,  if  it  suspended  the  ^beas 
Oorpus  Act  in  Ireland,  be  would  resist  it, 
nnless  for  stronger  cause  than  at  present 
existed,  as  long  as  theMembere  for  Ireland 
remained  Members  of  the  House.  The 
proposition  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state 
of  disorganization  conld  be  traversed, 
because  Ireland  was  in  a  condition  of 
complete  or^^ization  in  being  subject 
to  tiie  authority  of  the  National  League, 
which  set  at  naught  law  and  order,  de- 
spised Oonstitutiooal  law,  and  deprived  • 
law-loving  and  law-abiding  subjects  of 
their  privileges.  In  proof  of  this  he 
might  refsr  to  the  case  of  one  Oonway, 
wlu)  was  dted  before  a  Oonrt  of  the 
League  because  he  claimed  the  privilege 
of  cutting  peat  on  a  reclaimed  bog,  and 
who  attonoed  the  Oonrt  after  Miuu  on 


Sunday,  asserted  his  olaiok,  denounced 
the  League,  and  threw  upon  the  table 
his  ticket  of  membership. 

Mb.  EDWA£D  HABBINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  the  National  League 
expressed  its  condemnation  of  what  was 
done,  and  the  hon.  Member  was  entirely 
misinformed  as  to  what  occurred. 

Ma.  MILYAIN  said,  he  was  glad  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  supported 
him  to  the  extent  of  not  denying  that  the 
man  was,  at  any  rate,  cited  before  the 
local  branch  of  the  League.  And  what 
followed?  Within  10  days  his  hoiue 
was  attacked  at  night,  he  was  pulled  out 
of  bed,  and  a  bullet  was  shot  through 
his  leff.  Between  that  occurrence  and 
the  following  Sunday  the  outrage  was 
denounced  by  the  National  League, 
That,  he  admitted,  was  plausible.  That 
Sunday  the  outrage  was  denoonoed  at 
Mass ;  bat  after  Mass  the  man  appeared 
before  ttie  same  Court  which  had  de- 
nounced him  two  Sundays  previously, 
expressed  regret  for  what  be  had  done, 
declared  that  he  had  no  intention  to 
disregard  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court, 
and  he  was  then  exculpated  by  the  Court. 
Did  hon.  Members  think  for  one  moment 
that  this  country  would  believe  that  they 
who  exculpated  the  victim  of  that  out- 
rage were  not  parties  to  it  ? 

Mb.  EDWABD  HABBINGTON  rose 
to  Order,  and  asked  whether  it  was  in 
Order  to  impute  to  hon.  Members  that 
Uiey  were  parties  to  the  shooting  of  a 
man  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  SPKAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  imputed  outrage  to  a  Member  of 
the  House ;  he  was  speaking  otmstmc- 
tively. 

Ma.  MILYAIN  said,  he  was  obliged 
for  the  ruling.  Experience  showed  uLat 
a  man  who  was  hard  hit  invariably  made 
some  apology  for  getting  rid  of  his  re- 
sponsibility. He  did  not  impute  that 
the  hoQ.  Member  was  a  party  to  this  out- 
rage ;  but  he  did  make  an  imputation 
constructively.  On  the  face  of  it,  there 
was  a  connection  between  the  League 
which  condemned  him  and  the  League 
which  afterwards  received  his  submis- 
sion. [Mr.  E.  HABBZNOToir:  The  League 
did  not  denounce  him.]  In  that  morn- 
ing's paper  there  was  an  account  of  an 
outrage  upon  a  man  named  Macnamara, 
who  was  knocked  nnder  the  table,  and 
whoee  life  was  threatened.  No  matter 
what  the  ulterior  object  might  be,  this 
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was  a  condition  of  affain  which  oo^ht 
not  to  be  allowed  to  contiaue  in  a  civi- 
lized commanity.    In  answer  to  the 

question  why  Keturns  were  not  issaed  to 
uiow  how  the  crimes  perpetrated  in  1881 
compared  with  those  of  this  year,  he 
would  refer  to  TAf  Irish  World,  which 
had  said — 

"  The  old  method,  which  made  the  name  of 
Tipperary  a  terror,  has  ffiven  place  to  the  pas- 
sive resistance  that  neither  law  nor  aathority 
can  grapple  with.  The  new  system  is  a  thou- 
sand times  more  effeetiTe  than  the  blnnderbnss. 
It  has  the  great  adnntage  of  bong  safe  and 

This,  he  presumed,  referred  to  Boycot- 
ting ;  and  it  shoved  that  Ireland  was  in 
the  condition  of  organization  which  he 
had  described,  in  which,  while  outrages 
were  fewer,  the  law  was  defied  in  a 
manner  that  was  said  to  be  safe  and  sin- 
less. It  was  said  that  the  object  of  the 
proposed  Bill  was  to  exact  extortionate 
rents,  and  this  statement  was  made  on 
the  authority  of  General  BuUer.  Now, 
this  passage  occurred  in  the  eTidence  of 
General  Buller — 

"On  the  whole,  have  you  found  the  landlords 
to  be  considerate  ?  I  tlunk,  on  the  whole,  they 
have  been  oonssdmte— indeed,  1  may  say  that 
most  of  them  have  made  great  sacrifices." 

Why  did  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley)  omit  to  quote  this  answer  when  he 
quoted  the  statement  that  "  nobody  did 
anything  for  the  people  until  the  League 
was  established?  It  must  be  presumed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  General  BuUer 
that  nobody  had  done  anything  for  the 
tenants  until  the  League  existed.  He 
asked  again  whether  the  eridenoe  of 
General  Buller  had  escaped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  memory  ?  It  had  been 
aaid  that  General  Buller  was  an  impor- 
tant witness  upon  this  question,  and 
that  there  was  no  exceptional  leg^ation 
required  for  Ireland  to  enforce  the  law. 
Did  General  Buller  say  so  f   He  said — 

"  I  think  the  League  would,  if  they  could, 
prevent  payment  of  rent«,  and  are  now  endea- 
Touring  to  the  utmost  to  prevent  rents  being 
paid ;  but  the  improvement  in  the  payment  of 
rents  is  doe  to  the  tenants  who  are  getting  rea- 
sonable allowaocee." 

And  again — 

"  I  believe  that  the  great  majority  of  those 
who  have  not  paid  are  anxioaa  to  pay.  ^  They 
axe  anxious  to  pay  f  — Tes,  I  say  they  are  anxious 
to  pay.  There  are  many  who  do  not  require  an 
allowance  to  pay  who  would  pay  if  they  oared.  * ' 

And  he  gave  reasons  why  they  did  not — 
Mr,  Mikain 


that  it  was  partly  owing  to  bad  advice 
and  to  the  teaching  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  others. 
Upon  the  evidence  of  General  Buller  it 
most,  then,  be  perfectly  apparent  that 
there  was  a  system  of  terrorism  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  Sister  lele  wmch 
was  deeply  to  be  deplored,  and  which 
ought,  if  possible,  to  be  removed.  If  he 
might  venture  to  offer  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  Newcastle  a 
word  of  advice,  he  would  ask  him  not 
to  entrust  himself  too  far  upon  the 
slippery  path  upon  which  he  had  pro- 
ceeded.   He  would  tell  hon.  Members 
opposite  what  his  own  experience  had 
been.  There  had  been*  throughout  the 
length  and  breadtii  of  tiie  land,  certain 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  held  up  to 
praise  and  adoration,  such  as  "poor 
littie  Wales"  and  "dear  old  Scotland." 
and  last,  but  not  least,  there  was  a  por- 
tion of  the  United  Kingdom  whinh, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  was  called  intelli- 
gent and  civilized,  but  which,  for  the 
purpose  of  remedial  and  exceptional 
legislation,  had  been  denounced  as  the 
most  depraved  and  drunken — he  referred 
to  the  North  of  England.   He  believed 
it  to  be  intelligent  and  hiehly  civilized, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  ne  denounced 
exceptional  legislation  regarding  it;  but, 
at  the  same  tune,  he  woiud  remind  hon. 
Members  who  wears  venturing  upon  the 
slippery  path  he  had  alluded  to  of  the 
experieuce  of  the  hon.  Member  who  pre- 
ceded him  in  the  representation  of 
Durham.   Mr.  Thompson  was  a  Mem- 
ber who  allied  himself  with  those  who 
were  then  denounced  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Bench  as  rebels 
and  assassins,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  he  was  refused  re-election  at  the 
polling  booths  in  1885.   He  (Mr.  Mil- 
vain)  repudiated  the  name  of  "coercion" 
for  the  Government  policy ;  it  was  not  a 
policy  of  coercion.  Ireland  was  at  pre- 
sent suffering  from  coercion.    She  was 
now  deprived  of  her  Oonstitutional  ^jrivi- 
leges  by  the  action  of  the  National 
League.   It  was  to  unfetter  tiiem,  the 
loyal,  law-abiding  subjects  of  the  Queen 
in  Ireland,  from  the  thraldom  of  tho 
National  League  that  he  believed  the 
Government  wished  to  press  forward 
their  Bill,  and  for  that  reason  he  would 
support  the  Motion  placed  upon  the 
Paper  by  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Xreasnir. 
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Mb.  It.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &c.) 
said,  he  desired  to  state  why  it  was 
that  he  would  oppose  most  strongly  the 
Motion  lor  urgency  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  not  the  ca^e  that 
there  was  any  sympathy  or  any  toler- 
ation of  outrage  or  violence  among 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party,  whether 
they  were  the  old  Members  or  the  newer 
Members  of  that  Party.  He  believed  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Liberal  Party  to 
put  an  end  to  outrage,  violence,  crime, 
and  breaches  of  the  law,  where  thoy 
found  them  to  exist;  but  vhat,  be 
should  like  to  know,  were  the  grounds 
or  the  facta  for  claiming  priority  for  a 
Bill  for  which  there  did  not  appear  to 
be  any  necessity  whatever  on  uie  pre- 
sent occasion  ?  He  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Government 
had  already  occupied  the  whole  time  of 
the  House  so  far  as  the  Session  had 
gone.  It  was,  he  believed,  an  absolutely 
unprecedented  thing  for  a  Government, 
during  the  first  two  months  of  a  Session, 
to  occupy  the  whole  time,  without  allow- 
ing private  Members  any  opportuuify 
whatever,  either  by  Motion  or  Bill,  to 
bring  b^ore  the  House  the  different 
questions  in  which  their  constituents 
were  interested.  He  could  understand, 
and  he  admittedf  that  there  mi^fat  be 
oirounutances  so  serious  as  to  justify  the 
Government  in  asking  a  still  father 
extension  that  indutgence.  But  be- 
fore it  vas  done,  at  least  they  ought  to 
hare  some  information  as  to  what  was 
tbe  serious  condition  in  Ireland  demand- 
ing  so  heavy  and  so  great  a  sacrifice. 
A^at  was  the  cause  for  coercion  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  some  news- 
paper paragraph.  He  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
pretty  good  wamiug  as  to  the  value  of 
newspaper  statements.  The  other  day 
there  appeared  in  Tk»  Timet — a  news- 
paper that  they  all  desired  to  treat  with 
respect  if  they  oould— a  statement  about 
an  attack  upon  a  man's  house  in  Ireland, 
vith  the  aaditional  aggravation  that  a 
woman  had  been  outraged  in  the  pre- 
sence of  her  own  father  or  one  of  ner 
own  family.  That  statement  was  actually 
made  the  salgeot  of  a  Question  in  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell),  when  it 
turned  out  that  the  thing  was  an  abso- 
lute fabrication.  Notwithstanding,  he 
believed  it  was  the  case  that  in  the 
weekly  issue  of  that  same  paper,  after 
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the  admission  of  the  GoTomment  that 
it  was  false  from  beginning  to  end,  the 
statement  was  repeated  and  reprinted 
without  a  word  of  qualification,  still  less 
of  apology.  It  was  therefore  incumbent 
upon  them  to  take  the  statements  made 
by  newspapers  with  the  greatest  caution. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  impute  corrupt 
motives  to  the  newspapers,  but  a  most 
deliberate  bias  and  prejudice,  a  deter- 
mination to  see  only  one  side  of  a  case, 
and  a  perfect  disregard  of  logio  and  of 
the  statements  of  senuble  men  on  the 
other  side.  Now,  what  were  the  figures 
with  regard  to  this  matter?  There  never 
had  been  since  the  Act  of  Union  a  pro- 
posal of  the  nature  of  coercion  which 
had  not  had  at  least  ten  times  as  strong 
evidence  in  support  of  it  as  tho  present. 
He  would  not  refer  to  the  year  1833, 
when  there  were  something  like  170  or 
180  murders  actually  undetected  before 
the  Liberal  Government  of  the  day 
moved  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  in  a 
Coercion  Bill.  Tfa  eir  predecessors  in 
that  House  were  more  jealous  of  the 
liberties  of  the  subject  than  they,  in 
these  degenerate  times,  had  become. 
He  would  confine  himself  to  the  last 
two  occasions  when  Coercion  Bills  were 
brought  in.  In  1881,thelateMr.Porster 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  seemed  destined 
to  show  how  little  could  be  done  by 
coercion  for  the  repression  of  orime.  Mr. 
Forster  then  presented  a  Bepoit  of  all 
the  outrages  in  Ireland  from  1844  to 
1881.  Never,  since  1846,  said  Mr. 
Forster,  had  there  been  so  many  out- 
rages in  any  year  as  in  1880.  The 
Beport  presented  by  Mr.  Forster  was, 
he  believed,  in  many  respects  erroneous 
and  misleading.  During  the  year  1880, 
Mr.  Forster  said,  there  had  been  2,690 
outrages,  and  of  those  1,696  had  taken 
place  in  October,  November,  and  Decem- 
ber. More  than  that,  he  stated  that  in 
the  month  of  December  there  were  more 
outrages  than  there  were  in  October  and 
November  put  together.  Thus  there  was 
an  increased  and  an  increasing  amount 
of  orime.  Further,  it  was  said  that  the 
area  of  crime  was  increasing— that  orime 
was  spreading  to  the  East  of  Ireland. 
That  was  the  case  put  forward  in 
January,  1881,  and  it  was  accompanied 
by  the  promise  that  if  the  Bill  passed 
no  more  coercion  would  be  required. 
The  result  was  that  in  1882,  when  the 
whole  of  this  country  and,  he  believed, 
the  whole  of  Ireland  was  saddened  by 
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the  Phoenix  Park  tragedy,  another  Coer* 
aon  Bill  was  introduced  hy  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
HarooTirty  Subsequently  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  took  office  as  Obief  Secretary 
sod  expluned  tho  oase  for  the  Bill.  ^  It 
vas  that  riooe  1844,  in  which  period 
the  lughest  amount  of  crime  was  2,S90, 
it  had  liBen  in  1881  to  4,439,  or 
nearly  four  times  as  maoh  as  in  1844. 
Sir  George  Trevelyan  went  farther, 
and  stated  that  for  the  first  four  months 
of  1882  there  were  1,879  instances  of 
crime  reported  to  the  police.  That  was 
the  case  upon  which  the  Coercion  Act  of 
1882  was  based.  He  was  prepared,  if 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
law  and  order — if  there  were  outrages 
to  any  tremendous  or  alarming  extent— 
to  pass  the  necessary  laws  for  either 
England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland ;  but 
there  nenrer  yet  had  been  a  Uinistry 
who  would  have  dared,  on  the  faota  he 
was  now  goin^  to  refer  to  aa  to  the 
odstinff  ctmdition  of  beland,  to  oome 
forward  and  ask  for  such  powers  for 
«ther  England  or  Scotland  as  were  now 
to  be  asked  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  What 
was  the  case  for  coercion  now?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  MUvain) 
had  told  the  House  of  two  outrages 
which,  with  an  excess  of  zeal,  he  had 
endeavoured  to  associate  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  him.  He  believed  that 
he  (Mk.  R.  T.  Beid)  had  often  in  former 
times  done  injustice  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway,  although  he  had 
never  said  hard  things  of  them  either  in 
or  out  of  the  House.  The  case  for  ooer- 
uon  now  was  that  during  the  last  Uiree 
months  of  1886— tiie  worst  months  in 
the  year,  the  winter  months — there  had 
been  only  94  outrages,  and,  fiirther, 
that  tiiere  were  not  so  many  murders 
nor  so  much  life  lost  during  that  time 
as  there  were  in  the  Belfast  riots.  Yet 
no  suggestion  was  ever  made  of  bringing 
forwud  coercion  because  of  the  Belfast 
riots.  He  did  not  doubt  that  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  must 
regret  having  to  bring  in  coercion.  He 
could  not  help  wishing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of  jrielding  to 
the  clamour,  which  he  believed  came 
more  from  his  (Mr.  B.  T.  Reid's)  side  of 
the  House  than  from  the  Ministerial  side, 
had  had  the  courage  to  defy  the  Unionist 
Partv,  and  to  leave  them  to  the  &te 
which  would  inevitably  oome  upon  them, 
and  which  must  come  to  men  who  wonm 
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not  take  the  aide  to  which  they  really 
belonged,  and  who  would  not  sit  ride 
by  side  with  the  men  with  whom  they 
agreed.  What  was  the  condition  of 
Ireland  according  to  the  opinion  of  the 
resident  magisteates?  Four  Besident 
Magistrates  were  called  before  the  Oom- 
mission.  It  was  impossible  to  read  their 
evidence  without  being  convinced  that 
they  were  very  strong  partisans.  Wit- 
nesses were  not  tendered  to  tide  Com- 
mission by  the  Nationalist  Party,  and 
only  to  a  small  degree  by  the  tenant- 
r^ht  party.  Yet  all  these  four  Eeeident 
Suigistrates  gave  evidence  which  was 
perfectly  inconsistent  with  there  being 
any  necessity  for  a  Coercion  BUI  for 
Ireland.  Mr.  £.  B.  Warburton,  Besi- 
dent Magistrate  at  Bantry,  a  port  not 
far  removed  &om  a  district  supposed  to 
be  the  worst  in  Ireland,  was  asked, 
Question  No.  1,088 — 

"  Have  there  been  many  outrages  committed 
in  your  part  of  the  ooantry  oo  people  who  hare 
paid  theu  rent  F" 

He  answered — 

"  There  is  a  kind  of  tyvbem  of  Bojroottliig 
kept  up :  my  diatriot  has  not  been  very  bad; 
there  have  not  been  many  eriotad  in  my  part 
of  the  ooontry." 

Then  he  was  asked,  Question  1,090, 
"  Those  who  hsnre  paid,  have  th^  been 
subject  to  actual  annoyance?"  ^e 
answer  was,  "  I  could  not  say  th^  have ; 
some  few  may,  but  not  generally." 
There  was  not  much  encouragement  for 
coercion  &om  that  gentleman.  Another 
witness,  Mr.  A.  Newton  Brady,  em- 
ployed as  Bendent  Magistrate  in  Oon- 
nemara,  had  the  following  Queetion 
(1,169)  put  to  him:— 

"  I  gather  from  the  renta  being  pretty  wdl 
paid  that  there  ia  not  mnoh  oombinatioii 
against  their  bttng  paid  in  your  distriofc  r  " 

His  answer  was — 

"There  have  been  several  instanoea  within 

my  ezperioice ;  there  was  one  teceDtly.** 

And  then  he  went  on  to  refer  to  an 
instance  where  there  were  joint  tenan- 
cies ;  but  he  gave  no  evidence  to  show 
that  there  was  any  such  thing  as  com- 
bination ;  on  the  contrary,  he  said  the 
state  of  bis  district  was  very  much  better 
than  it  was  four  years  ago.  Than  Mr. 
Francis  Blackbume  Henn,  Besidfliit 
Magistrate  at  Ballina,  County  Uajo* 
being  asked  if  the  landlords  weie  gat- 
ting  their  nnta  without  xednotioD,  a»> 
swflved^ 
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**  Yei,  I  tLink  so,  fairly  veil.  Qoestioa. — 
That  looks  M  if  there  wag  not  much  oombina- 
tioD  in  the  part  of  th«  wmtj  t  Answer.— I 
consider  Uiat  no  oombination  exists  at  present 
agaioBt  the  payment  of  rent  in  the  whole  (rf  my 
district." 

Kr.  H.  F.  Oonsldiue,  Besident  Ma^s- 
trate  at  Eerrr,  on  being  asked  a  similar 
Question,  said — 

"I  donotlmowthat  he  (the  tenant)  is  sub- 

J'ect  to  outrage  at  the  present  moment,  bat  be 
I  looked  upon  with  diafavoiir  by  bis  fellow 
tenants— that  is,  if  he  pays  at  a  reduction 
which  they  oonrnder  unfair.  Insufficient  P— 
Yes.  He  IS  sabject  to  bo  Boycotted  F— I  would 
hardly  say  Boycotted ;  he  is  looked  upon  with 
cUcbTonr.'* 

Those  were  the  four  gentlemen  occupy- 
ins  the  position  of  Hesident  HagiatrateB, 
ana  the  only  four  Besident  Magistrates  , 
who  were  called  before  the  Commission. 
Now,  it  seemed  to  be  absolutely  clear 
that  this  Bill  was  not  levelled  against 
ontrage  at  all,  because  there  was  no  out- 
rage, out  against  the  National  League. 
They  were  asked,  therefore,  to  sacrifice 
all  the  Bills  they  took  an  interest  in  for 
the  purpose  of  declaring  war  against 
organized  opinion.  It  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down,  if  possible,  the 
National  League.  Now,  he  did  not  be- 
Here  for  a  moment  that  it  was  desirable 
to  put  down  the  National  League.  If  they 
could  put  down  the  National  League  he 
would  not  put  it  down,  because  he  be- 
Itered  that  the  National  League  was 
the  sole  power  strong  enough  to  stand 
between  the  tenants  and  unjust  evictions 
and  unjust  rents.  At  the  same  time,  he 
would  not  hesitate  to  give  the  Oovon- 
ment  power  to  put  down  lawlessness  if 
uiythinglike  general  lawlessness  pre- 
vuled.  The  BiU  brought  in  by  the  non. 
Member  for  Cork  (Ifr.  Pamell)  last 
autumn  had  been  a  warning  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  provide  some  remedy;  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  had  told  them,  with  characteristic 
candour,  that  he  and  his  Friends  would 
stand  by  their  people,  so  as  to  prevent 
tenants  being  driven  from  their  farms 
for  non-payment  of  rents  which  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  pay.  He  would 
have  thought  that  the  then  Leader  of 
Uie  House  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
would  have  extended  some  consideration 
to  ti^e  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ook;  but  that  noble  Lord  had 
been  orer-ruled,  and  the  noble  Lord  tiie 
ICamber  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
otf  Hartington)  mode  a  speech  in  wbioh 
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he  denounced  as  Sooialistio,  Communis- 
tic, and  lawless,  the  idea  that  a  really 
fair  rent  ought  to  be  asoertained  axA 
enforced,  iiutead  of  a  rent  which, 
though  supposed  to  be  fair  when  fixed, 
had  turned  out  not  to  be  so ;  and  the 
noble  Lord  asked  them  to  have  confi- 
dence that  the  landlords  would  not 
rigorously  exercise  their  powers.  Ho 
wondered  whether  the  noble  Lord,  when 
he  next  spoke  on  the  subject,  would  say 
so  still.  Whatever  outrage  there  had 
been  last  winter  mieht,  he  believed, 
have  been  averted  if  the  Goverment  had 
only  seen  their  way  to  propose  some 
remedy.  He  did  not  over-much  blame 
the  Git>vemment.  They  were  more  in 
the  hands  of  others  than  in  their  own ; 
but  the  alliance  was  one  that  could  not 
last  for  very  long.  There  were  opposing 
forces  in  this.  Thev  would  have,  he 
hoped,  the  honesty  of  eonduot  to  fight  it 
out  when  th^  got  rid  of  those  Gtende- 
men  who  were  neither  on  one  side  of 
the  question  nor  the  othn;  or  when 
they  had,  as  he  hoped  they  might,  suc- 
ceeded in  absorbing  them  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  according  to  the  tendencies  of 
their  minds.  But  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that,  if  the  Government  even 
now  would  endeavour  to  dispense — 
though  he  was  afraid  it  was  hopeless 
— with  coercive  laws,  and  would  endea- 
vour to  bring  in  Bills  for  having  a  purely 
fair  rent  fixed,  and  for  dealing  withlease- 
holders,  and  if  they  would  show  some 
confidence  in  the  people  of  Ireland,  they 
would  be  far  more  likely  to  carry  their 
point,  and  establish  law  and  order,  than 
they  would  be  by  aay  number  of  coer- 
cive  Billa,  however  stringent  thc^  might 
be.  He  felt  hnmiliatef  to  thiu  that, 
after  80  years,  the  eountiy  at  large 
seemed  to  nave  shown  itself  not  able  to 
leam  wisdom  from  experience.  They 
had  had  Coercion  Bills  before ;  but,  as 
he  had  tried  to  show,  in  all  the  instances 
of  these  Coercion  Bills  there  had  been 
proof  put  forward  by  the  Government 
of  strong  disorder  prevailing  over  large 
parts  of  the  country.  The  Liberals  of 
those  days— many  of  them — resisted 
coercion;  and  he  was  sorry  that,  in 
1881,  he  voted  for  it.  If  he  had  known 
then  as  much  as  he  knew  now  he  woold 
not  have  done  so ;  but,  at  all  events,  at 
that  time  there  was  a  pretence  of  show- 
ing that  tliere  was  neoesnty  for  coercion, 
and  it  was  difBonlt  for  young  Mem- 
bers like  himsdf  to  resist,  when  it  was 
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said  that  36  yean  had  elapsed  since  any- 
thing like  the  crime  then  existing  had 
been  experienced.  Bat  it  was  admitted 
that  Ireland  had  since  been,  and  was 
now,  comparatively  tranquil ;  and  in  pre- 
sent oircumstances  it  would  be  absura  to 
accuse  as  sympathizers  with  outrage 
those  men  who  declined  to  place  the 
freedom  and  Oonstitutional  liberties  of 
Her  Kfajesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive.  He  believed 
tiie  effect  of  such  a  proceeding  would  be 
to  irritate,  exasperate,  and  drive  into  a 
temper  of  ferocity  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Bat  he  did  not  believe  that  this  would 
take  {dace,  beoause  there  were  a  great 
many  Englishmen  and  Scotsmen  who 
would  stand  by  the  ^Dnsh  Members ;  and 
beoanse  there  was  a  large  and  increasing 
number  of  men  throngnout  the  country 
who  were  detwmined  to  see  that  the 
law  in  Ireland  should  be  really  the 
same  as  that  in  England  and  Scotland. 
If  it  were  not  tor  that  he  should  be 
really  afraid;  but  he  could  not  help 
believing  that  hon.  Gentlemen,  looking 
forward  to  the  early  triumph  of  the 
opinions  they  held  in  common — that 
triumph  as  inevitable  as  it  was  near— 
woidd  counsel  their  countrymen  with 
all  the  authority  they  possessed,  and 
would  use  all  that  authority  to  prevail 
upon  their  countrymento  maintain  order, 
and  to  keep  peaceful  and  quiet,  in  this, 
one  of  the  most  trying,  buf,  he  thought, 
almost  the  last,  struggle  they  would 
have. 

Thi  MNANOIAIi  8E0EETAET, 
WAE  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brod- 
bxoe),  (Sorr^,  Guildford),  said,  he  felt 
sure  no  one  would  complain  of  the  tone 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Graitleman  who  had  just  sat  down.  It 
was  not,  however,  very  easy  to  reconcile 
the  conflicting  statements  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who,  at  one 
moment,  told  the  House  that  he  was 
ready  to  take  whatever  measures  were 
necessary  to  maintain  the  law,  and,  in  the 
next,  regretted  his  votes  in  support  of 
the  preservation  of  the  law  in  1881  and 

1882.  He  fMr.  Brodriok)  could  not 
help  calling  tke  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  fact,  that  the 
great  number  of  outrages  which  oc- 
curred in  1881  and  1882  preceded,  and 
did  not  follow,  the  measures  of  coercion, 
the  introduction  of  which  he  now  depre- 
cated. In  1881  and  the  beginning  at 

1883,  a  TBxiety  of  crimes  anl  mnraen 


of  the  ver^  worst  description  were  com- 
mitted which  remained  undetected  nntU 
the  measure  of  coertnon  had  been 
bronght  in,  and,  in  his  opinion,  woald 
have  remained  undetected  until  this 
date,  but  for  the  measure  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opporate  carried 
into  law.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemau  now  told  the  House  he  regretted 
the  vote  he  gave  ou  that  occasion — in 
other  words,  he  regretted  the  vote  by 
which  the  Fhoenix  Park  murderers  were 
convicted ;  he  regretted  the  vote  which 
restored  order  to  Ireland  under  Lord 
Spencer  as  he  was  then,  not  Lord 
Spencer  aa  he  was  now — who  depre- 
cated any  measure  which  it  was  pro- 
posed now  to  introduce  to  restore 
order  and  law  in  Ireland.  He  (lb, 
Brodrick)  would  call  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  quotatimu  he 
had  made  as  regards  intimidatian  were 
not  entirdy  borne  out  by  other  wit- 
nesses. But  the  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  not  that  the  number 
of  outrages  which  had  lately  taken 
place  was  so  greatly  in  excess  of  those 
in  other  years,  as  alone  to  justify  a 
measure  of  an  exceptional  character; 
but  that  there  was  a  gigantic  combina- 
tion, boasted  of  by  its  promoters,  and 
acknowledged  by  its  members,  which 
executed  its  own  orders,  sentences,  and 
punishments,  and  whioh  held,  in  a  bond 
of  terrorism,  a  Ifurge  number  of  districts 
in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  quoted  various  passages 
in  order  to  prove  that  Uiere  was  no 
Buc^  combination.  The  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  General  Bui- 
evi&noe  before  the  Oowper  Com- 
mission in  the  course  of  this  debate ;  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed 
to  think  that  he  was  justified  in  quoting 
Sir  Bedvers  BuUer's  evidence  when  hie 
authority  was  found  to  be  on  his  side, 
but  in  abstaining  from  quoting  his  re- 
marks when,  as  Under  Secretary,  he 
gave  his  opinion  as  to  the  actual  state 
of  order  in  the  country.  He  ventured 
to  call  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
attention  to  a  statement  in  the  evidence 
of  Sir  Sedvers  BuUer — 

"  Q.  I  nnderBtand  you  to  say  that  there  ia  a 
complete  system  of  intimidation  prevsiliag  in 
this  county  f— A.  There  is." 

Again,  the  question  was  asked  by  the 
President  of  the  Oommisidon — 
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*'TheyaToatiUm  fear  of  the  League  P— A. 
They  are  ooerced,  and  in  fear  of  the  intimi- 
dation that  is  rampant  in  tbia  oonntry." 

Hb.  billon  :  Did  he  say  "oountxy  " 
or  "county?" 

Ub.  BBODBIOK  said,  the  gallant 
General  apoke  of  the  country  gene- 
rally, and  the  word  nsed  was  "ooun- 
try.'*  Mow  he  wished  to  know,  in 
the  face  of  these  facts,  whether  the 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  (Mr.  Bowntree),  which 
was  loudly  cheored  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  and  by  those  hon. 
Members  who  sat  around  him,  to  the 
effect  that  the  National  League  was  an 
organization  forwhioh  he  could  find  no 
word  of  reprobation,  and  which  was 
eveiy  bit  as  legal  and  as  proper  as 
the  organizations  of  the  Lioeral  and 
Conservative  Parties  in  this  country, 
was  not  a  comparison  which  reflected  on 
{he  inteUigenoe  of  the  House  ?  He 
asked  the  House  whether  they  were  to 
accept  some  portions  of  the  Blue  Book, 
and  to  ignore  all  the  other  portions 
which  bore  on  the  question  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  had  admitted  that'in 
the  Beport  of  the  Commisnoners  reasons 
wwe  found  for  introducing  a  measure 
with  regard  to  the  land;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  asked  wheUier  they  were 
to  ignore  all  those  portions  of  the  Gom- 
missioners'  Beport  which  dearly  indi- 
cated the  lawless  state  of  the  couutiy. 
He  called  attention  to  the  passage  in 
the  Oommisaioners'  Beport  describing 
the  effects  of  Boyoottii^.  The  Oom- 
missioners  said— 

"This  on  written  law  in  some  diatricU  is 
ii^reme.  We  deem  it  ri^t  to  call  attenUon  to 
the  teniblfl  ordeal  that  a  Boycotted  person  has 
totmdergo." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  said, 
that  he  would  not  support  a  law  which 
was  the  oppressor  of  innocence  and  not 
the  avenger  of  crime  and  wrong.  He 
(Mr.  Brodriok)  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether,  in  the  case  of  the  Curtin 
family,  the  law  had  been  the  oppressor 
of  innocence  ?  Why,  a  more  terrible 
case  of  oppression  of  an  innocent  family 
never  disgraced  the  annals  of  the  Irish 
people!  Mr.  Ourtin  was  not  a  land- 
ford;  he  was  a  member  of  the  Land 
X'dague.   The  evidence  states — 

"  There  was  no  antecedent  animosity  to  him  P 
—None  that  I  am  awan  of.  To  what  do  you 
attribnte  the  ill-fseluifr  nused  agunst  this 
nnfarttinate  family  P—Beoanie,  in  the  first 


place,  Oortin  defended  his  house  and  shot  tlus 
man  SnlliTan"  

[Mb.  T.  M.  Hbalt  (Longford,  K.) : 
who  is  the  witness  ?] 

"  and  because  hii  &mily  had  the  contaee  to 
come  forward  and  give  evidence  against  mose 
ooncsmed." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Who saya that? 

Mb.  BBOBBXOK  said  it  was  imma- 
terial. It  was  well  known  that  the 
statement  was  correct. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Who  says  so? 

Me.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I  want  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
Order  in  reading  quotations,  and  in 
refusing  to  give  &e  names  ? 

Mb.  speaker  ignored  the  question, 
and  called  upon  Mr.  Brodrick. 

Mr.  BBODBICK  said,  that  ae  hon. 
Members  were  anxious  to  know  the 
name  of  the  witness,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  mention  it  to  them ;  it  was  uiat 
of  Mr.  Heffeman  Oonaidine. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  He  isaBesl- 
deht  Magistrate. 

Mb.  BBODBIOE  said,  none  the  less 
the  statement  was  true,  and  it  was  to  this 
effect,  that  the  Ourtin  family  attempted 
to  defend  their  father  when  attacked  by 
Moonlighters ;  they  were  threatened 
with  violence  and  treated  with  disrespect 
at  church  on  Sundays ;  the  police  had 
to  charge  the  people  and  disperse  them 
when  the  Curtins  attended  mass,  and 
they  were  molested  and  ill-treated  by 
their  neighbours  in  every  possible  way. 
The  House  would  see,  and  everyone 
would  also  see,  that  the  animosity  in 
this  particular  case  had  not  been  directed 
against  a  landlord  or  a  Protestant,  but 
was  a  deliberate  persecution  of  a  family 
who  had  been  deprived  of  their  parent, 
and  who,  not  even  so,  could  escape  the 
vengeance  of  the  people.  It  would  also 
see  that  there  was  at  present  no  power 
in  the  law  to  protect  these  people ;  and, 
in  these  circumstances,  and  in  face  of 
such  statements,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  B,  T. 
Beid)  whether  he  could  say  that  there  was 
no  combination  or  terrorism,  no  diffi- 
culty in  enforcing  the  law.  and  nothing 
which  called  for  an  effort  to  see  that  the 
law  was  administered  as  it  was  in  this 
counixy  ?  If  they  were  to  accept  as  true 
that  there  was  no  terrorism,  because 
there  were  no  outrages,  they  would  have 
to  ignore  the  statement  made  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway— that  they 

[^Sttond  ifight.'] 
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vottld  find  ft  more  formidable  weapon 
tlum  outn^y  which  it  was  impossible 
for  the  tenants  to  disobey.  The  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  halo,  read  to  the 
House  one  question  with  r^ard  to  out- 
rages, leavine  out  the  two  preceding 
questions.  would  read  those  <mkittea 
questions  to  the  House.  Mr.  Warburton 
was  asked— 

"  WiUi  r^[ard  to  oombination  to  prevent  the 

EEtyment  of  rent,  il  a  man  does  pay  his  rent,  is 
e  subject  to  annoyance  P— Most  certainly ;  I 
have  known  tenants*  wives  come  at  night  to  the 
agents  and  give  money,  and  tiiey  would  not 
even  take  a  receipt  for  fear  the  receipt  would  be 
seen  with  them.  What  are  they  actually  afraid 
of — being  outraged  or  Boycotted  P— Afraid  of 
the  National  League  hearing  it-~they  think  it 
undesirable." 

Yet  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
quoted  the  succeeding  quesdons,  in  which 
sometiliing  was  said  about  Boycotting  not 
being  bad  in  the  distrwt,  as  proof  that  it 
was  not  a  question  of  oombination  at  all. 

Ub.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  he  had  never 
sng^erted  that.  He  was  trying  to  show 
that  there  was  no  outr^e  according  to 
the  statements  of  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates, and  the  question  he  quoted  dealt 
with  that  charge.  He  had  not  denied 
that  there  was  some  combination.  The 
National  League  was  a  combination,  and 
he  had  spoken  of  it. 

Mb.  BKODBIOK  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  quoted  eridence 
givon  on  the  15th  of  October  to  shovr 
that  there  was  no  oombioation  in  the 
dis^c^  and  argued  from  tiiat  that  there 
was  no  combination  now.  He  (Mr. 
Brodriok)  would  point  out  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  the  Flan  of 
Oampaign  was  published  on  tiie  2Srd  of 
October;  and  General  BuUerj  in  his 
evidence  on  the  11th  of  November, 
distinctly  stated  that,  although  there 
had  been  no  combination  in  the  district, 
yet,  after  the  visit  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his 
Priends,  the  combination  began  and 
terrorism  immediately  ensued.  He  pre- 
sumed that  the  learned  Member  would 
not  get  up  and  tell  the  House  that 
terrorism  uiould  be  allowed  to  prevail 
unchecked,  so  long  as  outrages  £d  not 
mount  to  the  requisite  level.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastie  (Mr.  John  Morley),  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  had  assumed 
that  the  main  difficulty  was  to  be 
found  in  the  question  of  rents.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attempt  to 

Jfr.  Brettrieh 


present  to  the  House  any  case  as  to  the 
general  harshness  of  the  landlords  on 
which  his  Amendment  appeared  to  be 
founded  ?  No ;  but  he  haa  taken  a  few 
isolated  and  individual  instances,  and 
his  proposition  appeared  to  be,  that  no 
matter  how  bad  the  seasons,  no  matter 
how  broken  the  tenant,  or  how  in- 
capable, or  how  thriftless,  or  how  un- 
able he  was  to  do  his  duty  by  the  soil, 
or  in  any  future  year  to  pay  his  rent, 
supposing  that  he  had  not  paid  it  at 
this  moment,  the  landlord  was  bound  to 
continue  him  in  his  holding.  A  propo- 
sition more  disastrous  for  the  interests  of 
the  country  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  could  not 
imagine.  The  House  was  told  that  owing 
to  the  existence  of  a  species  of  terrorism 
the  tenants  had  been  prevented  from 
going  into  the  Land  Oourt ;  but  since 
1881, 176,000  tenants  had  gone  through 
the  Land  Oourt,  wd  this  number  was 
largely  in  excess  of  those  who  might 
have  taken  advantage  of  the  Act,  but 
who  had  not  done  so.  He  never  believed 
that  the  Land  Act  could  possibly  succeed 
in  producing  general  contentment,  be- 
cause it  perpetuated  a  dual  ownership 
whidi  had  broken  down,  and  made  it 
worse  by  setting  up  the  system  of  tenant- 
right — set  up  where  it  had  not  existed 
before.  The  contention  put  forward  in 
18S1,  by  all  who  had  studied  the  laws 
of  political  economy,  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  putting  the  landlord  in  a 
position  which  no  man  on  earth  ought 
to  be  asked  to  occupy,  and  that  the 
advantage  g^ven  to  the  tenant,  though 
very  su^Btantial  in  the  case  of  tiie  pre- 
sent tenant,  would  be  a  heavy  burden 
on  the  future  tenant.  The  further  you 
got  from  the  Land  Act  of  1881  the 
heavier  would  be  that  burden  as  the 
present  tenants  died  out.  He  might 
illustrate  his  argument  by  a  reference 
to  an  estate  with  which  he  was  inti- 
mately acquainted.  The  rent  of  the 
farm  was  £60,  and  the  Commissioners 
refused  to  make  a  reduction,  on  the 
ground  that  this  was  a  fair  rent.  At  the 
same  time,  though  the  man  had  not 
had  the  holding  more  than  two  years, 
and  proved  no  expenditure  of  anpr  sort 
on  improvements,  the  Commissioners 

gre  him  £300  for  his  tenant-right, 
n  hon.  Member  :  They  were  bound 
law  to  do  so.]  The  sucoeeding  tenant 
borrowed,  and  the  interest  on  thepnx- 
ohase-money,  added  to  the  rent,  miifciffg 
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his  rent  £84,  instead  of  £60,  drove  him 
to  the  landlord  with  a  request  for  a 
reduction  of  40  or  50  per  cent  in  his 
rent.  He  (Mr.  Brodriok)  was  not  de- 
fending landlords  who  demanded  rents 
which  were  paid  in  more  prosperous 
years  ;  bat  imen  rents  had  oeen  fixed 
by  the  Courts,  and  the  tenant  had  chosen 
to  pay  a  large  sum  for  nothing  bat  the 
privilege  of  paying  that  fixed  rent,  then 
they  had  no  right  to  make  the  landlord 
the  only  loser.  There  were  good  land- 
lords and  bad  landlords;  but  no  case 
whatever  had  been  made  out  to  show 
the  uaiveraality  of  a  system  of  exaction, 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  asked  the  Government  for 
the  time  being  to  interfere  with  the 
due  administration  of  the  law ;  and  that 
debate  was  not  likely  to  improve  tiie 
chance  of  ammgementa  being  come  to 
between  luidloras  and  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. It  might  be  a  necessary  debate, 
in  order  that  the  right  hon.  Membra  for 
Mid  Ix>thian  should  establish  his  case 
against  the  landlords.  But  he  would  ask 
the  House  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  did 
not  strike  the  right  chord  last  night, 
when  he  told  them  that,  if  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  undertaken  to  deal  with  the 
rent  question  as  their  first  and  only  mea- 
sure, they  would  have  been  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  witii  an 
Amendment  on  the  question  of  Home 
Sule.  The  Irish  landlords  were  to  bear 
the  brunt  of  the  battle,  and  it  was  just 
as  wdl  that  tUey  should  know  what  th^ 
veto  to  suffer.  He  knew  of  nothing 
that  had  ocouired  since  1881  whi(£ 
Bhould  hare  changed  the  opinitm  then 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  when  he  said  that  the 
Irish  landlords  had  stood  their  trial,  and 
that,  as  a  rule,  they  had  been  acquitted. 
He  repeated  that  he  knew  of  nothing 
which  had  occurred  since  1881  to  cause 
a  change  in  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
views.  "Was  there  anything  in  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Boyid  Commission  ? 

Mb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  a 
great  deal ;  in  the  whole  of  the  judicial 
rents. 

Mb.  BBODBIGB:  said,  there  were  no 
judicial  rents  in  those  days. 

Mb.  W.£.  GLADSTONE:  But  since. 

Mb.  BBODBICE  said,  he  must  confess 
that  he  did  not  entirely  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  distinction  he 
made,  because  the  judicial  rents  which 


were  now  said  to  be  exacting  were  in- 
finitely less,  and  the  reductions  volun- 
tarily given  by  landlords,  -were  infi- 
nitely greater  than  was  the  case  before 
1881.  Theyhad,  however,  gone  to  school 
again  in  morality  rince  1881,  and  ^key 
had  got  on  to  a  fresh  tack,  in  which  they 
were  told  that  if  they  only  did  justice 
Irishmen  would  meet  them,  and  always 
would  endeavour  to  meet  them,  halfway. 
Well,  ho  would  investigate  for  a  mo- 
ment the  justice  of  that  contention. 
Parliament,  in  1881,  made  a  great  at- 
tempt to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  led  the  way. 
The  Land  Act  was  passed  in  Aagust, 
and  what  was  the  answer?  Why,  in 
October  they  were  met  halfway,  for  they 
had  a  response  in  the  shape  ot  the  No 
Bent  Manifesto  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork,  who  inomediately  commenced 
maidiing  through  rapine  to  the  dinnte- 
gration  of  the  Empire.  In  the  &oe  of 
%at  experience,  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  was 
curious  to  learn  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  get  up 
in  his  place  and  ask  the  House  to  con- 
fide in  uie  generous  feeling  of  the  Irish 
people,  as  a  ground  for  putting  ofif  all 
measures  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order,  and  to  set  themselves  vigorously  to 
work  again  to  secure,  as  in  1881,  the 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question,  in  the 
hope  of  a  ^neral  pacification  of  Ireland. 
The  quration  seemed  to  be  whether,  not 
having  been  able  to  carry  the  conntiy 
with  &em,  right  hon.  (Gentlemen  oppo- 
site thought  thOT  could  persuade  Parlia- 
ment to  govern  Jxeland  aa  they  wished  to 
govern  it,  or  that  ^ey  would  be  allowed 
to  makefdl  govranment  in  Ireland  impos- 
sible until  they  had  attained  the  aid  at 
which  they  were  aiming  ?  They  asked 
the  Government  not  merely  to  make  a 
compromise  with  crime,  but  to  subordi- 
nato  law  to  the  conception  of  justice 
which  was  held  by  a  minority  in  that 
House.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt) — to  assist  whom  they  had  sat  up 
so  much  at  nights  when  he  occupied  the 
Treasury  Bench — would  explain  to  them 
how  he  was  going  to  reconcile  his  pre- 
sent attitude  with  the  contention  he 
need  to  put  forward,  tliat  remedial  mea- 
sures might  follow,  but  that  the  law  must 
first  be  maintained.  How  was  that  quan- 
dary now  to  be  got  rid  of  ?  Not  tlut  he 
would  himself  found  any  argnment  on 
such  a  moving  monument  oi  inconsiat- 
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ency  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby;  but  that  right  hon.  Member's 
deoIfiTations  would  remain  fixed  in  the 
memoipr  of  the  House,  however  often 
his  opinions  might  be  changed.  And 
when  the  hon.  Memberfor  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  threatened  them  with 
the  Tengeanoe  of  their  GonstituentB  if 
they  took  the  course  which  the  Govem- 
ment  were  determined  to  pursue,  he 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  told  the  hon.  Member, 
that  if  they  neglected  the  primary  duty 
of  enforcing  an  equal  observance  of  the 
law  in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
they  might  then  justly  fear  to  face  their 
constituents.  The  Government  had  no 
apology  to  make  for  the  way  in  which 
they  had  presented  that  Besolution  to 
the  House ;  but  they  felt  that  they 
should  have  had  to  apologise,  and  would 
have  failed  in  the  performance  of  their 
duty,  if  th^  had  not  placed  before  the 
Hoose  the  aerioua  state  of  Ireland  at 
this  mranent.  He  beliered  the  grave 
facta  which  his  right  hon.  I>iend 
the  Ohief  Secretary  far  Ireland  would 
place  before  the  House  would  be  ample 
justification^  to  all  who  took  an  impar- 
tial view  of  the  situation,  for  the  Qo- 
vemment  asking  for  the  whole  time  of 
the  House.  It  was  in  that  conviction 
that  they  would  submit  their  proposals 
to  the  House,  and  would  expect  to  earn, 
as  he  believed  they  would  deserTe,  the 
confidence  of  the  House  and  thexountry. 

Mb.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  he 
thought  that  it  would  not  be  right  that 
the  whole  of  the  time  of  the  House 
should  be  given  to  the  Government,  as 
now  demanded,  unless  they  first  made 
out  a  very  strong  case  of  urgency.  Such 
a  strong  case  had  not  yet  been  made  out, 
and,  therefore,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
felt  bound  to  resist  that  demand.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  had  mistaken  the  con- 
tention of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid).  They 
did  not  deny  that  some  combination 
existed  in  Ireland ;  they  did  not  main- 
tain that  the  law  was  everywhere  per- 
fectly enforced,  or  that  the  present  state 
of  that  country  was  in  all  respects  satis- 
factory; but  they  said  —  and  it  was 
proved  by  evidence  in  the  Cowper  Oom- 
miseion  Blue  Book  as  well  as  by  facts 
known  to  them  all  from  the  ordinary 
public  channels — that  that  state  was 
not  an  exorational  one,  but  a  state  in 
which  the  dements  of  good  and  the 


tendencies  ^to  improvement  were  over- 
coming the  effects  of  the  evils  which 
remained  from  a  former  time,  and  tiiat 
it  was  certainly  unlike  any  ymnxm 
state  of  Irehmd  upon  which  had 
been  grounded  the  application  for  a 
(Coercion  Bill.  His  right  hon.  Friends 
the  Members  for  Wolverhampton  and 
Newcastle  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  and  Hr. 
John  Morley),  on  the  previous  nigbt. 
had  shown  how  exorbitant  rents  were  in 
Ireland,  and  how  that  Bill  would  not  be 
so  much  a  Bill  for  the  repression  of  dis- 
order as  one  for  the  better  recover;  of 
unjust  rents.  He  would  leave  that  part 
of  the  case  where  his  right  hon.  Friends 
had  left  it ;  but  he  would  invite  atten- 
tion to  another  aspect  of  the  question. 
They  must  look  at  the  proposal  of  th« 
Government  that  the  House  should  gin 
all  its  time  to  a  measure  of  coercion  ai 
part  of  a  general  scheme.  It  was  part 
of  a  scheme,  the  essence  of  which  wai 
that  the  House  should  make  its  dioice— 
its  inevitable  choice — between  coercion 
and  conoiliaHon  in  favour  of  coerdoo. 
They  stood  now,  as  they  had  often  dono 
before,  at  the  separation  of  two  ways; 
they  had  now  the  choice  between  go- 
verning Ireland  with  the  will  of  the 
people  with  them,  and  governing  Ire- 
land against  the  will  of  the  people. 
The  Government  asked  Parliament  to 
choose  the  course  of  governing  against 
the  people.  This  was,  he  supposed, 
to  be  taken  as  the  beginning  of  tbat 
20  years  of  firm  government  which 
Lord  Salisbury  had  umounced  as  his 
specific  for  Ireland.  He  did  not  de- 
sire to  indulge  in  any  of  the  con- 
ventional recriminations  of  the  Ftont 
Benches.  The  case  was  too  seriou*, 
too  melancholy.  He  would  assume  tbst 
the  Government  desired  to  do  right, 
and  believed  that  the  course  they  pro- 
posed was  the  best.  He  agreed  with 
them  in  attaching  the  highest  import- 
ance  to  restoring  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. The  basis  of  the  proposals  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  I/}thiaa 
(Mr.  \V.  E.  Gladstone)  last  year  wm 
the  restoration  of  social  order  in  Ireland, 
which  was  one  of  the  greatest  needs  ia 
Ireland.  But  the  question  he  desired  to 
put  was  this — Would  the  Government 
policy  of  coercion  restore  law  and  ordsr . 
Was  there  any  probability  of  its  achiev- 
ing this  or  changing  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people?  Would  it,  in  the  long 
run,  work  for  peace  and  union? 
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them  answer  these  questions  by  the 
light  of  experience.  Neither  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  nor  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  said 
one  word  last  night  as  to  any  previous 
Coercion  Bills,  and  an  intelligent  fo- 
reigner listening  to  them  would  have 
have  supposed  that  they  were  proposing 
for  the  first  time  an  exceptional  mea- 
sure of  this  kind.  But  since  the  Union 
in  1800  there  had  been  86  Coercion 
BHls,  and  this  was  the  87th  which 
was  being  introdaoed  in.  the  year  1887. 
Daring  those  66  years  there  had  not 
heea  three  oonseoutiTe  years  during 
which  Lreland  was  free  from  exceptionfu 
n^nressiTe  legislation.  But  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  mis  legislation  had  failed— 
the  fact  that  another  of  these  BiUs— an 
unusually  severe  one — was  being  now 
introduced  was  proof  of  this.  The  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  now  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  much  the  same  terms  as  those  used 
by  the  previous  Chief  Secretaries  who 
introduced  the  previous  Bills.  It  was 
not  alleged  by  him  that  the  Irish  people 
had  been  rendered  any  better  disposed 
to  law  and  order  now  than  at  any  time 
dnoe  the  ITDion,  or  less  avorse  to  com- 
bination against  the  land  laws.  The 
case  now  pat  forward  was  that  the  tea- 
dency  to  combination  was  stronger  than 
ever,  which  was  tantamoant  to  saying 
that  the  people  were  moreanited  against 
the  English  Goremment  than  ever  tiiey 
were  before.  If  all  these  Bills  had 
failed,  was  there  any  ground  for  believ- 
ing that  this  Bill  would  succeed  any 
better  than  its  predecessors?  There 
were,  at  any  rate,  three  requisites  for 
any  measure  of  this  kind.  In  the  first 
place,  it  ought  to  be  a  permanent  and 
not  a  limited  Bill.  Nothing  could  be 
more  ill-advised  than  the  past  system  of 
alternate  blows  and  caresses.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  make  this  Bill  per- 
manent or  to  limit  its  operations  to  a 
certain  period,  bat  even  if  it  were  made 
permanent  in  form,  it  could  not  be  main- 
tained permanentily.  There  might  be  a 
Generu  ElecticHiin  a  few  montlu — there 
must  be  one  before  very  long — and  it 
was  perfectly  certain  that  the  country 
-would,  not  keep  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment permanently  in  power  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  up  coercion.   The  tem- 


porary majority  of  the  Government 
would  disappear,  and  the  86  Home  Kule 
Members  for  Ireland  might  again  hold 
the  balance  between  Parties.  What 
would  happen  in  that  case  ?  The  Con- 
servative Party  woxild  act  as  they  acted 
in  June,  1885,  when  they  stated  that 
they  had  discovered  that  the  time  for 
Coercion  Bills  had  passed,  and  when 
Lord  Salisbury,  in  his  speech  at  Newport 
a  little  later,  pointed  out  that  Coercion 
Bills  were  useless  against  illegal  com- 
binations and  associations.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  Liberal  Parfy  came  into 
power  its  oourae  would  be  clear.  They 
condemned  this  polioy  of  coercion  and 
could  never  return  to  it,  and  they  had 
declared  that  the  only  policy  in  which 
they  saw  amr  hope  was  a  polioy  of  con- 
ciliation. They  would,  therefore,  take 
the  first  opportunity  that  fortune  and 
Providence  threw  into  their  hands  of 
giving  efifect  to  that  policy.  Even  if  the 
English  and  Scottish  people  wore  as 
anxious  to  maintain  the  present  form  of 
the  Union  as  the  Tory  Party  b  elieved,  they 
wouldnotgiveimpunitytoright  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  for  all  the  other  mistakes 
in  their  home  and  foreign  policy  which 
they  were  likely  to  commit,  and  which 
every  Government  must  commit.  The 
day  of  power  of  the  Conservative  Par^ 
could  not  be  very  long,  and  when  it 
came  to  an  end  so  would  coercion.  It 
was  impossible,  therefore,  to  look  for- 
ward to  a  sustained  course  of  represuon. 
It  must  also  be  borne  in  mina  that  it 
could  not  be  said  that  at  the  present 
moment  public  opinion  was  in  favour  of 
coercion.  That  question  was  not  before 
the  electors  at  the  last  General  Election 
in  July  last.  Indeed,  not  a  few  of  the 
Members  sitting  behind  the  Government 
then  declared  that  they  were  opposed  to 
coercion.  Coercion  required  also  to  be  un- 
shrinkingly administered,  and  this  it  was 
not  likely  to  be  so  long  as  it  was  liable  to 
be  impeached  by  hon.  Members  for  Ire- 
land sitting  in  that  House.  If  they  de- 
sired to  make  it  thoroughly  effective, 
why  did  they  not  propose  to  suspend 
Irish  representation  ?  It  would  be 
easier  for  them  to  work  their  will  in 
Ir^nd  if  tihey  were  exposed  to  no  qaes- 
tionings  here.  To  enable  repressive 
legislation  to  brin^  about  any  perma- 
nent improvement  in  the  attitude  of  the 
Irish  people,  large  discretionHcrjMa|p 
shoiila  be  (pvMjito*!*"^"  ^^^T 
vemment,  whifT 
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purpose  of  compelling  landlords  to  act 
equitably  and  gener^y  for  mitigating 
the  liarshnesB  of  the  lav.  Coercion 
saoh  as  this  Bill  proposed  vas  really 
an  exercise  of  deapoUo  power,  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  genius  of  the  Bri- 
tish Constitution.  For  its  due  adminis- 
tration there  on^ht  to  be  large  discre- 
tionary powers  in  the  hands  of  the 
Execntive  GoTemment.  In  all  de^tic 
GoremmentB  the  ExecatiTe  was  armed 
with  diaoretionBry  powers  against  the 
rich  as  well  as  against  the  poor.  Every 
Indian  official  would  tell  them  that  the 
Indian  Government  reserved  to  itself 
large  discretionary  powers  in  the  appli- 
cation of  the  laws  of  that  country.  It 
did  not  allow  the  landlords  to  exercise 
with  severity  their  legal  powers  against 
their  tenants,  but  restrained  them  when 
it  saw  that  the  enforcement  of  the  legal 
right  was  likely  to  work  a  moral  wrong. 
That  was  essential  to  the  proper  action  of 
a  despotic  Government ;  and  in  this  case 
also  the  Executive  must  have  a  dis- 
cretionary power  to  mitigate  the  harsh- 
nesB  of  the  law.  Tho  revenues  of  the 
Soman  Empire  were  largely  derived 
from  the  land  tax,  and  uie  Imperial 
Government  when  a  bad  year  oame  re- 
mitted the  Land  Tax.  The  gravest 
ohai^e  made  against  a  harsh  Emporor 
was  that  he  neglected  to  make  these  re- 
missions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicka-Beaoh)  had  tried  to  put 
in  force  a  discretionary  power,  and  he 
hoped  the  stem  logical  consistency  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  would 
not  prevent  him  from  following  so  good 
un  ezamplo.  It  might  happen  that  this 
Bill  would  succeed  oetter  than  previous 
Coercion  Bills  if  the  oircumsianoes  onder 
which  it  was  introduced  were  more 
favourable  to  coercive  legislation  than 
the  droumstanoeB  of  former  times.  Let 
fhem  cast  their  ^es  back  to  the  year 
1833,  when  the  fi»t  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, after  a  long  Tory  reign,  intro- 
duced a  Coercion  Bill ;  or  let  them  look 
at  the  year  1846,  and  ask  whether  the 
chances  for  the  success  of  a  measure  of 
coercion  were  greater  now  than  they 
were  then.  The  circumstonoeB  differed 
in  every  point  for  the  worse,  that  is, 
they  were  altogether  against  the  pro- 
spects of  a  successful  and  permanently 
beneficial  coercive  measure.  In  1833 
and  1846  the  people  oS  Ireland  were 
feeble  and  didwavteaed,  whereu  now 

Mr.Sr$€t 


they  were  strong  and  emboldened  by  the 
recollection  of  Uieir  recent  successes.  At 
the  former  periods  they  stood  alone  in 
the  world ;  but  now  they  appealed  to 
the  Irish  people  all  the  wcnrld  over,  and 
derived  a  moral  as  well  as  a  peouniaij 
support,  which  was  of  the  utinoet  im* 
portance  in  reference  to  this  question. 
In  1833  and  1846  IttUe  was  known  in 
this  country  about  ttie  way  in  which  the 
Ixiah  Government  was  conducted ;  biU 
now  they  knew  that  those  about  the 
Castie,  and,  to  a  large  extent,  those 
who  conducted  the  Irish  Ooremmnt 
throughout  the  country,  were  die* 
credited  before  England  and  distnutod 
by  the  Irish  people.  Again,  in  1833 
and  1846  the  tzith.  Party  in  that 
House  was  small,  whereas  now  it  con- 
stituted fivO'sixths  of  the  repreaentatioii 
of  the  country.  Then  the  two  great 
English  Parties  were  practically  a^eed 
in  supporting  coercive  legislation ;  bat 
now  one  of  those  Parties  had  condemned 
coercion,  and  chosen  a  policy  of  con- 
ciliation. He  believed  there  never  was 
a  time  when  a  Coercion  Bill  pasied  hj  s 
purely  Party  Tote.  Again,  m  1883  and 
1846  the  doctoral  power  of  this  ooantnr 
was  In  tho  luiads  of  tiie  upper  and  middn 
olaaaes,  and  the  middle  dasses  were  ao* 
customed  to  take  their  lead  from  abore. 
Now,  however,  we  Kved  in  a  veiy  dif- 
ferent time.  Our  electorate  consisted  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  working  people  sll 
over  the  country.  It  was  in  their  htadi 
that  the  ultimate  power  of  this  ooonti? 
lay,  and  they  knew  that  those  people 
regarded  repressive  le^slation  with  the 
^atest  dislike,  and  disapproved  excep- 
tional lenalation  for  one  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  because  tn^y  thon^t 
the  samelawB  ought  to  prevail  in  fiogUad, 
Scotiand,  and  uelano.  In  every  point, 
therefore,  the  prospect  of  the  sooeeas 
of  ooercioa  waa  worse  than  it  was  in 
1833  and  1846.  He  night  also  add 
the  experience  of  1881  and  1883;  bat 
he  would  not  do  ao,  because  that 
subject  hod  been  dealt  with  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Domfiies. 
He  might,  however,  remind  the^  hon. 
Member  who  answered  his  hon.  Friend'i 
speech  that  the  outrages  in  that  year  did 
not  diminish  undra  the  operation  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  There  could  not  be  a  mss 
better  fitted  to  work  coercion  than  die 
late  Mr.  Forster,  and  tiiere  oould  not  be 
a  Govemment  fitter  than  the  Goran' 
ment  of  1661  to  tee  that  the  powwi 
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agyen  to  them  should  not  be  abused. 
Well,  under  Mr.  Forster's  administra- 
tion, the  number  of  arrests  increased 
till  at  last  1,000  persons  were  imprisoned 
in  Ireland  without  auy  trial. 

Mb.  BBODBIOK  said,  that  he  spoke 
of  the  Coercion  Bill  of  1882,  which  Mr. 
Forster  had  not  to  admtoiater. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  he  could  tell  the 
hon.  Member  that,  under  Mr.  Forster's 
administration  of  the  Goeioion  Act,  while 
1,000  persons  were  imprisoned  without 
trial,  the  outrages  which  numbered  200 
in  February  1881,  had  risen  to  500 
a-month  in  1882.  As  to  the  Grimes  Act 
of  1882,  if  the  present  Government 
thought  BO  well  of  it,  why  did  they 
refuse  to  renew  it  in  1885;  why  did 
they  take  credit  that  autumn  for  not 
having  renewed  it  P  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  so  much  regard  for  the  Act 
of  1882  why  did  not  they  renew  it  in 
1884?  Oromwell  succeeded  in  a  reso* 
lute  policy,  but  he  looked  among  hon. 
Members  opposite  in  vain  for  a  Grom- 
well.  Nor,  if  he  turned  to  the  other 
House,  did  he  find  a  Gromwell  in  their 
fitful  and  impetuous  Frime  Minister. 
The  difEiBrence  between  Oromwell  and 
Lord  Salisbury  was  this  —  Gromw^ 
spoke  badly  and  acted  firmly,  Lord 
SiUisbary  spoke  brilliantly  and  acted 
weakly.  There  was  none  of  the  spirit 
of  Oromwell  in  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  the  leas  they  attempted  to  wear  the 
armour  of  that  hero  the  better  for  them* 
selves.  He  thought  no  case  could  be 
pointed  out  in  which  a  democratic  Go- 
vernment had  succeeded  in  coercing  into 
friendship  and  love  another  nationality 
which  formed  a  part  of  the  same  demo- 
cracy. The  case  of  Switzerland  and  the 
Sonderbund  wu  of  1846  could  not  fairly 
be  cited  as  a  ease  in  point.  When  it 
ended  in  the  victory  of  the  Protestant 
Oantons,  self-government  was  restored 
to  the  defeated  oantons,  and  they  again 
became  responsible  for  law  and  order  in 
their  own  territories.  Perhaps  the  ease  of 
the  United  States  would  be  quoted.  But 
after  the  North  had  conquered  the 
Southern  States  they  set  up  governments 
of  their  own  in  every  State.  Those  go- 
vernments were  supported  by  large 
armed  forces,  and  under  those  govern- 
ments and  under  those  armed  forces 
there  broke  out  a  series  of  horrible  out- 
rages far  worse,  far  more  frequent,  and 
£ar  mam  attoounu  in  their  oironmataQoes 
than  any  which  had  oconrred  in  Irelaod. 
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Hon.  Gentlemen  would  find  if  they  read 
the  American  reports  of  that  period  that 
there  were  Southern  Statee  where  out- 
rages were  more  serious  and  more  nume- 
rous than  those  which  any  Ohief  Secre- 
tary of  Ireland  had  ever  £ad  to  deal 
with.  They  were  continued  and  carried 
out  by  secret  associations  similar  to  those 
which  had  frequency  kn&a.  trouble  in 
Ireland.  In oneState— Tennessee — there 
had  been  within  one  period  of  six  months 
an  average  of  one  murder  for  each  day, 
and  many  of  the  o^er  States  were  not 
much  better.  The  Reports  he  had  re- 
ferred to  read  exactly  like  the  speech  of 
a  Chief  Secretary  asking  for  a  Coercion 
Bill.  The  Northern  States  perceived  that 
secret  combinations  wero  moro  and  more 
supported  by  the  people,  that  juries 
woiud  not  convict,  and,  in  short,  that  all 
the  circumstances  wUoh  characterized 
Irish  disorder  existed.  They  then,  with 
the  characteristic  practical  good  sense  of 
the  American,  at  last  changed  their 
course,  and  in  1876  President  Hayes 
withdrew  the  Northern  Armies  from  the 
Soatih,  genuine  seLf-goremment  was 
restmred,  the  oateages  ceased,  and  from 
that  time  till  now  the  Southern  States 
had  been  a  peaceably-governed  country. 
He  challenged  hon.  Members  to  look 
into  this  case  of  America,  which  had 
been  so  often  quoted,  and  he  believed 
that  the  more  they  looked  the  more  they 
would  find  that  one  Democracy  could  not 
govern  another  except  upon  the  prin- 
ciples of  self-government.  Never  were 
the  teachings  of  history  more  plain  and 
simple  than  in  the  matter  of  Irish  go- 
vernment, and  the  most  curious  point 
about  it  was  that  at  all  times  the  wisest 
men  had  pointed  out  the  true  course.  He 
might  give  many  an  instance  of  the 
warnings  given  by  those  who  knew  Ire- 
land and  Uie  wants  of  Ireland ;  but  he 
would  content  himself  with  two  only — 
Edmund  Burke  and  Lord  Welleuey. 
Burke  spoke  words  as  applicable  to  Ire- 
land now  as  then.    He  said — 

«  The  people  on^ht  to  look  well  about  them, 
and  that  uie  phyncuuu  ought  to  take  care  not 
to  irritate  the  patient  It  was  foolish  to  have 
the  better  of  a  patient  in  a  dispate ;  the  com- 
plaint and  its  cause  ought  to  be  remoTed  and 
wise  leoient  arts  ought  to  be  employed ;  thorn 
lenient  arte  ought  to  be  the  primary  object  of 
the  Ghoremment.  .  .  Call  the  process  what 
they  pleased  it  would  oonsiBt  oi  cavalry,  in- 
fantry, and  artillery  and  nothing  else.* ' 

The  words  of  Lord  WeUesley  in  1834 
wwe — 
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"The  hnth  is  Ireland  will  cerer  be  (Quieted 
by  these  annual  expedients  of  suspending  the 
lavs  and  constitution  of  the  realm.  We  most 
endeavonr,  as  soon  aa  possible,  to  retnm  to  the 
ordinary  laws  and  to  be  satisfied  with  a  Tigorona 
and  pore  administration  of  justice.  Until  we 
are  fixed  on  that  rook  we  shall  never  know 
genniiw  peaoe  or  ieeority." 

Those  warnings  from  the  men  vho  knew 
Ireland  best  bad  been  neglected.  They 
might  be  renewed  now.  The  Act  of  the 
Qovemment  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
securing  social  order  and  a  due  obser- 
vance of  the  law,  anj  more  than  the  Acts 
of  previous  Administrations.  It  would 
have  some  eSect,  no  doubt.  Itwould  have 
the  result  of  making  things  worse.  It 
would  drive  discontent  underground ;  it 
would  substitute  conspiracy  for  agitation ; 
it  would  substitute  midnight  conclaves 
of  desperate  men  for  the  free  meeting  on 
the  open  hillside ;  and  it  would  embitter 
tbe  feelings  of  the  English  and  the 
Irish  peo^  against  one  another.  The 
Qovemment  asked  the  House  to  look 
down  a  long  vista,  in  which  could  be 
seen  crime,  outrage,  hatred,  revenge,  and 
murder  in  many  an  abhorrent  form ;  but 
there  was  one  thing  which  could  not  be 
seen — no,  not  oven  at  the  end  of  it — and 
that  was  peace  or  order.  If  they  wanted 
peace  and  order,  the  Government  should 
see  that  the  law — which  they  themselves 
confessed  was  not  just — was  made  just. 
Let  them  begin  by  making  it  just,  and 
enlist  upon  their  side  popular  sympathy, 
confidence,  and  support—support  which 
would  never  be  ^ven  to  an  unjust  law, 
and  without  which  no  law  could  ever 
strong. 

Mb.  SINCILAIR  (Falkirk,  Ac.)  said, 
that  if  he  tmderstood  the  object  of  the 
Government  aright  it  was  not  so  mnch 
to  inoreose  the  stringency  of  the  present 
Oriminal  Law  as  to  increase  its  emdeney. 
It  was  the  desire  of  the  Government 
that  the  Oriminal  Law  as  at  present  ex- 
isting should  be  more  efficient  in  its 
working,  so  that  the  conviction  of 
offenders  should  be  obtained.  He  pro- 
posed to  follow  the  Government  in  this 
Motion  by  voting  for  urgency,  not  so 
much  on  the  ground  of  urgency  m  connec- 
tion with  the  Orimioal  Law  Amendment 
Bill  which  was  to  be  introduced,  as  on 
the  ^und  that  it  was  the  easiest  and 
the  simplest  way  of  obtaining  access  to 
'  that  remedial  legislation  wimout  which 
it  was  imposaibb  to  see  Ireland  once 
moxe  in  a  settled  ocmdition.  What  reme- 
dial lepdation  could  be  move  neceesary 

ifr.  £r^et 


than  to  endeavour  to  make  the  law 
operative  in  Ireland?   At  the  prennt 
moment  it  was  not  operative,  and  if  tlte 
proposals  of  the  Government  teoded  io 
the  direction  of  making  the  law  open- 
tive,  he  Aougbt  that  would  be  a  dimtct 
step  towards  remedial  legislatiim— to  be 
followed  by  remedial  legislaUon  in  the 
shape  of  ah'  improvement  in  the  Ind 
laws,  which  was  very  much  needed.  If 
the  proposed  Bill  of  the  Govemmeiit, 
the  details  of  which  were  as  yet  uDtmovn 
to  them,  was  coercive  in  the  bad  seme 
of  the  term,  it  would  meet  from  him  de- 
termined opposition.    [^Laughtir.']  Had 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  eeeii 
the  inside  of  the  Bill  ?   If  they  had  Dot, 
then  what  right  had  they  to  laugh  ?  He 
congratulated  the  right  hon.  Qeotlemu 
the  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  on  the 
statement  he  made  to  the  House  laM 
night  that  he  would  introduce,  either  in 
that  House  or  in  the  **  ottier  place,"  legie* 
lation  of  a  ramedi^  character  in  oonnee* 
tion  with  the  Land  Question.  He  thought 
a  firm  administration  of  the  exiitug 
and  amended  law,  combined  vith  a 
judicious  removal  of  all  admitted  grier- 
auces,  would  be  the  best  way,  and  tbe 
only  effective  way,  of  producing  peace 
iu  that  unhappy  countir.   He  was  g^ad 
to  find  that  amongst  the  grierancee  it 
was  proposed  to  remedy  was  that  in  coo* 
nection  with  the  leaseholders,  espeoially 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  to  whom  most 
of  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  tbe 
country  was  owing.  He  hoped  Uie  rsme* 
dial  measures  of  Uie  Government  wonld 
include  some  assistance  to  those  teoaate 
who  had  purchased  their  holdings  under 
the  Bright  clauses  of  the  Land  Act,  and 
also  to  those  tenants  who  had  puxchased 
their  holdings  under  the  Cbuxch  Aot 
These  measures  were  only  alleTiativ^ 
and  he  believed  the  real  method  of 
settling  the  Irish  Land  Question  wa>  to 
be  found  iu  the  abolition  of  dual  anff 
ship.    While,  in  the  present  con^fion 
of  Public  Business,  it  was  difficult  to 
introduce  and  pass  a  Bill  dealing  with 
that  subject,  he  trusted  that  such  a  mea- 
sure would  at  no  distant  date  be  intro- 
duced and  pushed  forward;  and  that 
they  should  see  a  fair  and  honest 
attempt  made  by  the  Government  to  pot 
an  end  to  the  dual  ownership  of  land  in 
Ireland.   There  had  been  an  attompt 
made  by  the  Conservative  Govemmoot 
in  this  direction  by  the  Land  Porcbaee 
Act  of  Lord  Ashbourne  i  aadhathoogbt 
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that  was  an  Act  the  operation  of  which 
wouM  be  of  advantage  to  the  country  in 
time  to  come.   He  said  that,  notwith- 
Btaodiog  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
purchase  scheme  proposed  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister.  One  advantage  of  Lord 
Ashbourne's  scheme  was  that  it  was  on 
a  small  scale,  and  that  purchase  would 
be  gradual  over  the  entire  country.  He 
believed  a  larger  system  of  purchase, 
such  as  was  proposed  by  the  late  ^me 
Minister,  was  accompanied  with  diffi- 
culty connected  with  State  ownership  of 
land,  which  would  vanish  or  become  ex- 
tremely small  when  land  purchase  was 
oarried  into  effect  by  a  series  of  smaller 
schemes.   It  was  said  that  no  purchase 
schemes  would  be  carried  out  until  rents 
were  finally  fixed  at  their  proper  level ; 
but,  where  rents  were  too  high,  if  the 
number  of  years'  purchase  was  reduced, 
a  fair  price  would  thereby  be  obtained. 
The  Party  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  did  not   appear  very 
anxious  to  see  the  Land  Question  settled ; 
but  this  vas  probably  doe  to  the  fact 
that  they  recognized  that  if  the  Land 
Question  was  settled  thttre  would  be  an. 
end  to  the  agitation  in  the  country.  A 
Bill  had  been  introduced  by  his  hon. 
Friend  one  of  the  Members  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  BuBsell),  and  that  had  met 
with  but  scant  courtesy  at  their  hands, 
though  it  dealt  with  the  question  of 
leaseholds  in  a  way  that  would  have 
assisted  the  House  in  deciding  the  ques- 
tion.  If  they  could  see  the  Land  Ques- 
tion settled,  he  believed  that  the  whole 
of  the  question  of  Home  Bule  would  be 
settled  along  with  it.        laugh."]  That 
did  not  seem  to  meet  with  the  approval 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
but  he  thought  they  ought  to  give  the 
matter  a  trial.   It  had  frequent  been 
aaid  that  the  question  thej  had  to  de- 
cide vas  jnstioe  to  Lwload,  but  that  was 
not  altogether  the  case.  The  question 
vas  not  alone  justice  to  Ireland.  It  was 
almost  impossible,  from  the  ciroum- 
etances  of  the  case,  to  render  justice. 
The  circumstances  under  which  they 
were  surrounded  were  those  created  by 
past  iiMUBtice,  and  when  the  past  in- 
justice had  existed  for  a  certain  length 
of  time,  that  length  of  time  mellowed 
the  Injustice.   No  evil  oould  ever  be 
entirely  undone.   If  we  endeavoured  to 
produce  that  state  of  things  it  would  be 
sure  to  cieate  a  new  state  of  things  from 
vldoh  fresh  injustice  woold  ariae,  and 


he  therefore  asked  hon.  Members  when 
they  took  up  this  question  to  consider  it 
was  not  only  to  do  justice  to  Ireland 
that  they  wanted,  but  to  see  how  to  do 
the  greatest  amount  of  justice  with  the 
least  amount  of  injustioe.  The  question 
they  had  before  them  in  solvmg  the 
Lrieh  problem  was  hoT  to  do  that  which 
was  best,  and  at  the  same  time  to  do  as 
little  evU  and  wrong  as  they  oould. 
He  hoped  the  Motion  for  urgency  would 
be  carried  by  a  large  majority,  and  that 
they  would  get  a  happier  subject  for 
discussion,  and  if  that  were  so,  then 
this  Session  of  Parliament  and  this 
Jubilee  year  of  Her  Migesty  would  be 
signalized  by  an  endeavour  to  redress 
some  of  the  evils  of  the  past,  and  would 
be  a  happy  omen  and  augury  for  the 
future. 

Mb.  LOCJKWOOD  (York)  said,  they 
had  heard  a  good  many  reasons  for  pass- 
ing a  measure  of  coercion  for  Ireland  ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  was  entitled  to  the  credit  of  sug- 
gesting an  entirely  new  one — ^namely, 
tiiat  as  this  was  the  Jubilee  year,  there- 
fore it  was  a  pity  there  should  not  be  a 
Ooeroion  Bill. 

Mb.  SINOLAIB  said,  the  ironical 
expression  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  was  not  in  any  sense 
attributable  to  himself.  He  bad  merely 
suggested  the  occasion  of  the  Jubilee 
year  as  a  reason  for  passing  remedial 
measures. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  said,  he  thought 
when  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
Jubilee  year,  he  referred  to  it  in  con- 
nection with  some  matter  relevant  to  the 
subject  of  debate;  but  now  it  appeared 
that  he  was  referring  to  it  in  connection 
with  some  matter  not  relevant  to  the  de- 
bate, and  he  appeared  to  have  concealed 
that  fact  from  the  Speaker,  or  he  would 
have,  no  doubt,  been  called  to  Order. 
It  was,  to  say  the  least,  an  unfortunate 
expression.  The  position  of  the  hon. 
Member,  however,  was  somewhat  pe- 
culiar. The  hon.  Member  was,  as  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  could  understand,  in 
a  somewhat  peculiar  position.  He  was, 
he  believed,  a  Scotch  Uuionist-Liberal. 
[An  hon.  Membeb :  Irish-Scotch.  1 
Well,  perhaps  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  had 
better  not  inquire  too  closely  what  the 
hon.  Member  was ;  but,  before  leaving 
the  hon.  Member,  he  might  say  that  hu 
hon.  Friend  seenwd  not  to  be  qnite  sure 
of  his  poeitum  in  regard  to  th<"  " 


Digitized  by 


1275 


SunMM  of 


{COUHONS}  ths  BouM.  1276 


ment  measure,  and  he  (Mr.  Lookwood) 
would  advise  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
not  just  yet  to  reckon  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's support.  He  appeared  to  retain 
an  "  open  mind."  He  had  not  seen  the 
Bill ;  none  of  them  had  seen  it ;  and  he 
was  not  quite  sure  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  goinff  to  do  an  act  of  ;|ustioe, 
or  what  he  oaUed  mellowed  injustioe. 
His  advice  to  the  Gtorenunent  seemed  to 
be — "  Try  jostioe ;  and  il  that  does  not 
do,  tr^  your  old  mellowed  injusMce," 
But  with  regard  to  the  Bill  not  yet  hav- 
ing been  seen,  he  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
wanted  to  know  whose  fault  was  that  ? 
If,  when  he  was  moving  for  urgency, 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  laid  the 
Bill  upon  the  Table,  hon.  Members 
would  have  known  what  it  was,  and 
would  have  been  able  to  make  up  their 
minds  whether  they  would  support  it  or 
not.  But  he  ventured  to  say  that,  after 
all,  when  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sin- 
olidr)  saw  the  BilL  he  would  give  his 
vote  wainst  it,  and  with  the  Party  to 
whidi  he  had  once  the  honour  to  belong. 
[Mr.  SnroLAiB :  And  still  belong.]  The 
uon.  Member  made  one  oHier  observa- 
tion to  whuh  he  must  allude.  He  said 
that  to  vote  tot  the  Motion  of  urgency 
would  be  the  easiest  and  quickest  wa^ 
of  getting  the  Bill  before  them.  But  if 
the  Government,  and  if  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiT  for  Ireland  knew  what  the  Bill  was 
to  be,  why,  in  the  name  of  all  that  was 
wonderful^  could  they  not  tell  the  House 
at  once  ?  If  they  had  made  up  their 
minds,  why  ooald  they  not  say  so  wiUiout 
any  further  beating  about  the  bush  7 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  last 
night,  reproached  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley^  for  having  oriticized  a  Bill 
which  he  had  not  seen.  Well,  of  course, 
he  had  not  seen  it,  as  the  Govmiment 
had  not  produced  it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood)  ventaied  to  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  much  shrewder 
and  more  correct  idea  of  what  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  would  be  than  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  himself  had  of  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  remedial  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  premised, 
and  would  be  forthcoming  some  day. 
The;^  had  been  told  that,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  information  would  be 
placed  before  the  House  of  the  serious 
oonditioa  of  Ireland  which  rendered 
OG^ernon  neoessaxy.  Why  then,  he  asked, 
-Ifr.  Zoeheood 


did  not  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
last  night  place  before  the  House  the 
facts,  if  they  were  in  the  possession  of 
the  Government,  to  justify  the  course 
which  the  Government  were  taldug? 
The  Financial  Secretaiy  to  the  Wu 
Office  sought  to  justify  the  course  which 
the  Government  was  taking  by  calling 
attention  to  the  Cortin  murder ;  but  htm. 
Members  had  notyet  forgotten  the  dis- 
cussion in  that  House  in  reference  to 
that  nahappy  murder,  and  how  it  was 
shown  that,  though  the  murder  took 
place  before  the  General  Election,  not  a 
word  was  said  about  it  till  after  the 
Election  was  over.  If  the  Curtin  murder 
justified  a  Ooei-cion  Bill,  it  justified  it 
last  November  as  much  as  it  did  now. 
Beference  had  also  been  made  to  the 
dispute  between  Conway  and  the  Na- 
tional League  ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
clear  beyond  dispute  that  the  local 
branch  of  the  National  League  passed  a 
resolution  of  sympathy  and  condolence 
with  Conway  in  respect  to  the  outr^e. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  He  considered  that 
charges  such  as  had  been  made  against 
the  National  League  should  not  be  made 
when  the  foundation  fbr  them  was  bo 
base  as  it  was  in  this  case.  But  to  re- 
turn to  the  question  of  mvency.  He 
believed  that  what  the  Government 
asked  them  to  do  was  practicdly  to  post- 
pone all  legislation  in  that  House,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Government 
to  bring  in  a  measure  of  coercion  against 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  complained  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
not  only  for  critidring  the  unseen  Bill, 
but  for  not  making  any  suggestions 
himself  for  alternative  legislation  for 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Lockwood)  tiiooebt 
that  if  tiiere  was  one  Membw  in  tbat 
House  against  whom  such  a  charge 
dionld  not  have  been  made,  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  who  was  intimately  asso- 
ciated witii  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Home  Bule  Bill,  wnioh 
would  have  nven  peace  and  content- 
ment to  Ireland  by  satisfying  the 
national  and  natural  aspirations  of  tKe 
people.  There  was  one  other  subject  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  wished  to 
allude— it  was  to  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  In- 
verness Burghs  (Mr.  FinlMr),  whidi  was 
deUvered  lut  night.   Ibe  hoa.  and 
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learned  Member  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  statement  made  by  Lord 
Maoaulay ;  and  2ie  (Mr.  Xjookwood)  was 
anxiotu  to  see  under  vhat  dronmstaaoeB 
Lord  Maoanly  had  made  the  statraaent 
quoted.  He  knew  his  hon.  and  learned 
lUend  suffioieiitly  well  to  be  certain 
that  if  he  bad  known  the  circumstances 
under  which  those  remarks  of  Lord 
Maoaulay  were  made,  he  would  hare  in- 
formed the  House  of  them. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  olock,  the  Debate  stood^ir^ 
adjowntd  till  To-morrow. 

MOTION, 


ADJOURNMENT  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Xhat  this  Honae  do  now  adjourn." 

OfiimNAL  LAW  (IRELAND)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL  —  DEBATE  ON  THE 
MOTION  FOB  UBGENOT. 

OBSEBYATIOira. 

The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  On  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, I  wish  to  express  a  hope  that 
th«re  will  be  no  undue  delay,  and  that 
the  House  will  come  to  a  spee^  ooa- 
clusion  on  the  preliminary  debate  on 
the  Motion  before  it.  The  Qovemment, 
as  I  stated,  attach  great  importance  to 
the  measure  which  ttiey  propose  to  in- 
troduoe.  It  is  (me  upon  which  the 
existence  of  tiie  Gtorenunent  is  at  stake ; 
and,  therefore,  an  early  deciuon  on  so 
grave  a  question  is  one  which  we  invite 
the  House  to  take  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  large.  I  have  observed 
with  regret  that  hon.  Oentlemen  repre- 
senting, in  a  more  prominent  measure, 
the  views  of  a  large  seotion  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Ireland  have  not  yet  taken 
part  in  the  debate.  I  hope  they  will 
not  refnutt  from  doing  so,  if  it  is  a  ques- 
tion in  which  they  take  an  interest.  I 
am  sure  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  will  refrain,  if  it  be  needful 
for  them  to  do  so,  so  as  to  afford  an  op- 
portunity for  hon.  Members  from  Iceland 
taking  tuieir  full  share  in  the  disooauon 
which  is  now  proceeding.  At  the  same 
time,  I  am  sure  the  House  will  admit 
that  this  prelimina^  discussion  should 
be  brought  to  an  end  without  undue  and 
protracted  debate ;  and  I  b^eve  it 


will  be  for  the  coaTOnience  of  tbe  House 
that  that  course  should  be  taken.  I  had 
hoped,  from  the  communication  which 
had  passed,  it  would  be  possible  to 
have  arrived  at  that  conclusion  to- 
morrow evening ;  but  I  understand  that 
is  not  now  the  view  at  present  held  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am 
most  anxious  to  consult  the  convenience 
of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
the  House  generally ;  but  the  interests 
of  the  country  are  at  stake.  {LaugkUr.'\ 
Yes,  I  say  Uie  interests  of  the  country 
are  at  stake,  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances which  I  have  stated  to  the 
House,  I  trust  there  will  be  no  undue 
delay  in  arriving  at  a  decision. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
buTjgh,  Mid  Lothian):  I  cannot  com- 
plain of  the  spirit  in  which  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  has  addressed  the  House; 
but  I  am  sorry  that  he  has  thought  it 
necessary  to  complain  that  many  Gen- 
tlemen from  Ireland^— 

Mb.  "W.  H.  SMITH:  I  did  not  com- 
plain, but  regret  

Me.  "W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  WeU. 
regret  that  they  have  not  spoken  in  this 
debate.  I  must  confess  I  think  it  woidd 
have  been  an  unfortunate  circumstance 
if  the  conduct  of  the  debate  had  been 
mainly  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
do  not  represent  that  country ;  and  I 
also  think  there  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vanta^  in  the  intervention  of  Re^re- 
sentatives  &om  Ireland  in  the  discussion. 
I  certunly  should  have  been  voir  glad 
to  see  this  debate  brought  to  a  mose  at 
an  early  period.  Bat  Tdo  not  feel  that 
I  can  go  now,  without  irr^nluity,  into 
an  explanation  of  the  circumstances 
which,  in  my  opinion,  have  led  to  its 
prolongation.  I  shall  endeavour  to  do 
that  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  am 
a&aid  it  is  not  possible  to  come  to  any 
understanding^at  the  debate  shall  dose 
to-morrow.  While  I  hope  there  will  be 
no  disposition  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  undue  prolongation  of  the  debate ; 
on  the  other  hand,  I  hope  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  recollect  that  the  Bill  is 
important,  and  the  fate  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  staked  upon  it ;  these  are  reasons 
why  the  disousdoQ  should  not  be  unduhr 
restricted,  and  why  suflAdent  intervals 
should  be  allowed  for  the  oonsideratioa 
of  the  BiU  before  the  Hoose  is  called 
upon  to  pronoonoe  a  definitive  judgment 
upon  it 
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Mb.  FABNELL  (Oork) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
noticed  that  none  of  the  more  prominent 
Members  from  Ireland  hare  spoken  in 
the  debate.  They  have  not  done  so  for 
three  reaaons.  In  the  first  place,  my 
hon.  Friends  have  been  kept  up  all  the 
night  before  the  introdaotiou  of  the  Mo- 
tion in  order  that  money  should  be  voted 
for  the  Government.  They  cannot  be 
expected,  therefore,  to  have  spoken 
yesterday  in  the  discaesioa  after  an  All- 
night  Sitting.  Another  reason  is  that 
with  regard  to  this  day  it  is  not  usual 
for  prominent  Members  of  any  Party  to 
speak  on  a  Wednesday,  unless  a  .private 
Member's  Bill  is  before  the  House.  We 
do  not  desire,  many  of  ns,  to  speak  on 
this  Motion ;  but  there  are  five  or  six  of 
my  hon.  Friends,  including  myself,  who 
desire  to  have  something  to  sfvr  before 
the  Question  is  put  from  the  dhair.  I 
make  this  statement  on  behalf  of  the 
Party. 

QtrssTioir, 


CRIICE  Ain)  OUTBAGW  (IBELAin))— 
THE  BISTUBBAirOB  AT  TOUQHAL— 
THE  INftTJEST  ON  HANLON. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  he 
M_  aware  whether  the  Ooroner's  War- 
rants, which  had  been  issued  yesterday 
for  the  arrest  of  Inspector  Somerville 
and  Sub-constable  Oairett  Ward  for  the 
wilful  murder  of  Hanlon  during  the 
recent  disturbances  at  Youghal  have 
been  executed  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  My  knowledge  is  confined  to 
what  I  have  seen  in  the  newspapers. 
["  Oh,  oh! "]  Yes ;  it  ia  not  usual  that 
these  things  should  be  communicated  to 
the  Attorney  General.  My  right  hon. 
Priend  the  Chief  Secretary  will  get  a 
report  on  the  subject  in  due  course. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Oan  any  Member  of 
the  Iriah  Government  assure  us  that  the 
warrants  will  be  executed  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  Yes.  I  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  warrants  will  be 
executed. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Honw  sdjoamed  at  fire  minatea 
before  Six  oolook. 
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MINUTES.]— PoBLlo  BitJ^T'Ainf  ReaUng^ 
Pharmacy  Acts  ^Amendment  *  (28),  and 
paaud. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— AFFAIBS  OF  SWAZI- 
LAND. 

QUESTION.  OBSEBVATIONS. 

TisoouKT  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretair  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  called  to  the 
probability  of  a  filibustering  attack  being 
made  upon  Swaziland;  whetiier  any 
commvnioations  have  bem  made  to  tiie 
Transvaal  Gtovemmant  on  the  subject, 
or  what  other  steps  the  Government 
propose  to  take  in  the  matter  ?  said,  he 
womd  briefly  state  the  reasons  which 
had  induced  him  to  place  the  Question 
on  the  Paper.  It  would  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  their  Lordships,  that,  after 
the  Convention  of  London,  a  line  of 
frontier  was  traced  by  competent  Com- 
missioners with  great  accuracy,  and 
marked  out  with  large  cairns  of  stones ; 
and  so  it  remained  until  about  a  year 
ago.  Papers  had  since  been  placed  in 
the  hands  of  their  Lordships  which 
showed  that  a  Boer,  who  was  known 
only  by  his  Oafi^  name,  but  whom 
there  was  no  diflBcnlty  in  identifjring, 
had  remored  the  boundaxy  stones,  and 
had  substituted  others ataven-oonrider- 
able  distance  from  true  boundary  ; 
and  a  messenger  from  the  Transvaal 
Government  had  demanded  that  the 
people  within  the  altered  boundary 
should  admit  the  Suzerainty  of  the 
Transvaal  Government.  The  reply  was, 
that  they  relied  on  British  protection. 
But  they  were  reminded  that  the  British 
Forces  had  been  beaten  not  so  long  ago 
at  Majuba  Hill,  and  that  there  was  not 
much  to  be  expected  from  that  quarter. 
The  people  of  Swariland  then  sent  to 
the  Aotm^  Commissioner  at  Natal, 
stating  their  grievance,  and  asking  for 
advice.  A  remonstrance  was  sent  to  the 
Transvaal  Gerernment,  who  took  no 
notice  of  it.  A  telegram  was  then  sent, 
and  the  reply  was,  that  the  matter  was 
still  under  consideration,  and  that  the 
facts  had  not  yet  been  ascertained.  A 
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despatch  bad  been  sent  from  this  oonn- 
try  approring  the  action  of  the  Natal 
GoTernmentjDut  he  wished  the  despatch 
had  gone  fiirther,  and  urged  more  ener- 
getic action  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 
an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  they  should  be  enjoined 
to  bring  the  matter  to  a  conclusion  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment.  The  longer 
the  question  of  this  dispute  with  the 
Transvaal  Government  was  allowed  to 
go  on,  the  greater  would  be  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  it.  It  would  have  been 
much  easier  to  settle  the  matter  at  first, 
because  at  that  time  the  Transvaal  Go- 
▼emment  were  in  financial  difficulties ; 
but  since  then  it  had  transpired  that 
Swaziland  was  very  rich  in  gold,  being 
probablv  the  richest  of  all  the  Gold 
Fields  discovered  in  South  Africa,  and 
the  discovery  of  gold  within  this  terri- 
tory had  maide  a  connderable  difference 
to  them,  and  would  ezpl^n  the  reason 
why  the  Boers  had  caet  longing  eyes 
upon  it.  The  information  which  he  had 
received  was  that  there  was  a  probability 
of  a  filibustering  attack  on  Swaziland ; 
and  it  was  believed  that  the  expedition 
would  receive,  if  not  the  active  encou- 
ragement, at  least  the  tacit  assent,  of 
the  Government  in  Pretoria.  What  was 
absolutely  necessary  now  was,  that  we 
should  send  a  British  Besident  to  Swazi- 
land, which  the  Swazi  E^ng  seemed  in- 
clined to  consider  the  best  course ;  or,  if 
we  did  not  do  that,  we  should  notify 
very  plainly  to  the  Government  of  the 
South  African  Bepublio  that  we  would 
not  tolerate  the  invasion,  whether  on  a 
huge  or  small  scale,  of  a  traritory  which 
was  virtuallj  nnder  our  protection.  We 
^ould  further  declare  uiat  if,  in  spite 
of  our  remonstrances,  any  Transvaal 
subieota  were  found  fighting  in  the  ranks 
of  those  who  invaded  Swajnland,  a  con- 
siderable fine  would  be  imposed  on 
everyone  so  found ;  and,  if  we  should 
be  driven  to  extreme  measures,  we 
should  take  possession  of  the  Gold  Fields 
on  the  frontier  of  the  Transvaal,  and  re- 
tain them,  assecuri^,  until  aoonsiderable 
indemnity  was  paid.  Unless  we  spoke 
out  clearly,  distinctly,  and  in  a  manner 
which  could  not  be  mistaken  on  this 
subject,  we  might  find  ourselves  landed 
in  serious  trouble.  The  information  had 
reached  him  from  a  person  on  the  spot, 
who  had  had  many  years'  experience  of 
these  frontier  troubles,  to  the  effect  that 
not  only  did  very  great  anxiety  erist  on 
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the  subject  within  the  borders  of  the 
Colony,  but  that  the  preparations  which 
were  being  made  in  the  Transvaal  ter- 
ritory for  the  purpose  of  taking  advan- 
tage of  any  weakneas  on  our  part  were 
perfectly  notorious  and  nndenied,  even 
by  those  engaged  in  them  ;  and  he  asked 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  called  to  what  was  going  on, 
and  what  steps  they  proposed  to  ti&e  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABT  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (The  Eari 
of  Onslow),  in  reply,  said,  that  Her 
Majesty's  GovemmeDt  were  fully  alive 
to  all  that  was  going  on  in  South  Africa 
at  the  present  moment-  The  description 
given  by  the  noble  Yisoouut  as  to  the 
course  of  events,  up  to  the  publication 
of  the  latest  Blue  Book,  was  entirely 
accurate;  but  since  that  publication  was 
issued  the  Government  had  received  in- 
formation that  four  Swaziland  Chiefs  had 
received  a  message  from  the  Landrost  of 
Wakkerstroom,  stating  he  would  march 
into  and  annex  the  country.  A  commu- 
nication was  immediately  sent  to  the 
Transvaal  Government,  in  reply  to  which 
they  denied  having  given  any  such 
authority  to  the  Landrost.  Sir  Hercules 
Bobittson  had  since  been  asked  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment again  to  the  subject,  and  ask  for 
an  explanation,  and  to  point  out  that, 
pending  that  explanation,  any  viola- 
tion of  the  territory  of  Swaziland^ 
except  with  the  consent  of  the  Swazi 
£ing,  would  be  oonsid^ed  as  an  infrac- 
tion of  the  Convention  of  London.  The 
Transvaal  Qovernment  again  denied  the 
truth  of  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  with  reference  to  a  probable  ex- 
pedition againet  Swaalandt  and  had 
furnished  proofs  in  support  of  their  de- 
nial. They  said  that  if  encroachments 
were  made  they  would  be  found  to  be 
acts  of  individual  Boers,  who  were 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of 
tiie  TranavaaJ  Government.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  discovery  of  gold 
in  Swaziland  had  brought  into  it  a  very 
mixed  and  somewhat  turbulent  popula- 
tion, and  that  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try was  far  from  settled ;  but,  as  far 
as  the  action  of  this  Government  was 
concerned,  it  was  entirely  governed  by 
the  terms  of  the  Convention  of  1884, 
which  echoed  the  provisions  of  the 
Convention  of  Pretoria,  and  stipulated 
that  the  independence  of  Swaailand, 
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within  the  prescribed  bounds,  would  be 
fuUj  reoogaized.    The  annexation  of 
Swaziland  by  this  country  had  been 
proposed  in  some  quarters.  It  had  been 
eaid  that,  inasmuch  as  the  settlement  of 
Zululand  had  been  accomplished  without 
any  cost  to  the  British  taxpayer,  it  might 
reasonably  be  hoped  that  a  settlement 
of  Swaziland  might  be  aooomplished 
on  similar  terms.   That  might  oe  so ; 
but  Bttoh  a  proceeding  would  be  in  direct 
Tiolatioa  of  the  IFreaty.   No  doubt,  if 
any  attempt  were  made  to  violate  the  in- 
dependence oi  Swasiland,  and  a  request 
were  made  by  the  Swazi  King,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's CK>Temment  might  be  justified  in 
affording  him  such  assistance  as  might 
be  necessary  to  protect  the  independence 
of  his  country.  The  King  bad  himself,  of 
his  own  accord,  invited  uie  assistance  of 
Mr.  Shepstone,  a  gentleman  exceptionally 
well  acquainted  with  the  aS'airs  of  South 
Africa,  who  was  now  with  the  King, 
not  as  the  Kepresentatire  of  Her  Ma- 
jraty's  Government,  or  of  the  Oolonial 
Government,  but  at  the  King's  own  re- 
quest ;  and  it  was  sincerely  to  be  hoped 
tnat  his  presence  in  Swaziland  would 
be  of  much  use.   The  noble  Viscount 
bad  said  that,    virtually,  Swaziland 
was  under  the  protection  of  England; 
but  he  (the  Earl  of  Onslow)  ooiud  not 
quite  agree  with  that  statement.  The 
only  authority  for  aucb  a  statement  was 
oontained  in  the  Second  Article  of  the 
GonTontiott  of  Ijondon,  which  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might,  if 
they  deemed  it  necessaiy,  appoint  Com- 
missioners in  the  Native  territory  outside 
the  Eastern  and  Western  Borders  of  the 
South  African  Hepublic  to  maintain  order 
and  prevent  encroachment.   It  was  per- 
fectly clear,  therefore,  that  power  was 
possessed  by  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment 
to  go  to  that  extent ;  and  at  the  present 
time  the  question  of  apj^ointing  such 
Oommissioners  was  receivmg  their  veir 
serious  and  anxious  consideration.  With 
regard  to  what  fell  from  the  noUe  Tis- 
oount,  as  to  the  possibility  of  any  inter- 
ference in  the  country  between  Natal 
and  Delasoa  Bay  by  any  of  the  Great 
Powers  of  Europe,  as  far,  at  any  rate, 
as  Germany  was  concerned,  to  which 
Empire  he  presumed  the  noble  Vis- 
connt  allude^  his  apprehensions  might 
be  safely  set  at  rest  by  the  exchange  of 
oommunicatious  which  took  place  be- 
tween Earl  Granville,  when  Foreign  Se- 
cretary, and  Oount  Miinster.   In  those 
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communications  Germany  declared  her- 
self ready  to  withdraw  her  protest  against 
the  hoisting  of  the  Briti^  Flag  at  St. 
Lucia  Bay,  and  her  intention  not  to 
establish  any  Protectorate  over  the  ter- 
ritory between  Delagoa  Bay  and  Natal. 
But  as  to  the  apprehension  of  filibuster- 
ing expeditions,  there  was,  no  doubt, 
considerable  foundation  for  alarm,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  con- 
sidering the  matter  with  very  great  care, 
especiaiUy  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Oommissioners  under  the  Con- 
vention of  London. 

AHMY   (AUZILIASY    FORCES)  — HEL- 
METS POB  THE  MILITIA  HEGIMENTB. 
QUESTION.  0B8EBTATI0NS. 

LoED  FITZGERALD,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretuy  of  State  for  the 
War  Department,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  supply  helmets  for  the  use  of  the  pri- 
vates of  the  several  Militia  regiments  so 
as  to  enable  them  to  take  part  in  the 
training  and  celebrations  of  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty's  Jubilee  year  in  full 
and  proper  costume?  said,  that  for 
some  time  the  anomaly  had  been  pre- 
sented of  the  officers  of  Militia  wearing 
helmets  and  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  wearing  the  Glengarry. 
When  the  present  territorial  system  was 
instituted,  and  Militia  regiments  were 
constituted  third  and  fourth  battalions 
of  Line  regiments,  there  was  an  under- 
standing that  they  should  be  placed  as 
nearly  as  possible,  so  far  as  dress  and 
accoutrements  were  concerned,  on  the 
same  footing  as  soldiers  of  the  Line. 
Notwithstanding  this,  the  rank  and  file 
of  the  Militia  had  been  kept  for  years 
without  helmets,  and  with  no  other  head- 
dress than  the  ordinary  Glengarry  bon- 
net. That  they  had  to  wear  in  all 
weathers,  and  under  all  mrcumstances, 
although  the  Glengarry  was  very  UtUe 
protection  from  the  rain,  and  none  at  all 
from  the  wind  and  sun.  It  was  espe- 
cially hard  on  men,  usually  in  civil 
attin,  to  hare  their  hair  oat  close,  and 
to  be  compelled  continnonsly  to  wear  a 
cap  which  was  no  protection  from  the 
weather.  Moreover,  it  was  highly  ob- 
jectionable in  a  military  point  of  view 
that  on  field  days,  when  the  troops  had 
to  bo  in  review  order,  the  Militia  could 
not  turn  out  properly  dressed.  While 
both  the  Line  and  ue  Yolunteers  ap- 
peued  on  such  oooasians  in  helmets,  the 


Digitized  by 


128A  JTbrM-JSvtow  Atut       {ICaboh  24,  1887} 


7%e  Carta. 


1286 


Militia,  although  they  might  be  in  the 
same  brigade,  ooald  not  wear  the  same 
headdress,  lliere  were  plenty  of  helmets 
which  could  be  served  out,  and  he  trusted 
that,  at  least  on  the  occasion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Jubilee,  the  10,000  Militia  who 
would  take  part  intheHeview  would  not 
be  allowed  to  appear  without  helmets. 

Thb  under  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Lord  Haeris),  in 
reply,  said,  that  with  rea^ard  to  the  8Up< 
ply  of  helmets  to  Militia  regiments 
taking  part  in  the  Review  to  be  hold  on 
July  9  the  arrangements  for  that  Review 
were  not  yet  complete  in  detail ;  but  in 
making  the  arrangements  the  point  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  not  be  overlooked.  Withregard 
to  the  issue  of  helmets  to  Militia  regi- 
ments during  their  training,  it  had  been 
lud  down  by  Lord  Oardwell  and  Lord 
Chunbrook  that,  while  disembodied,  the 
Militia  should  wear  undress  uniform  of 
the  territorial  regiments  to  which  they 
were  attached,  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  of  opinion  that  to  change  this  order 
would  be  inadvisable  at  the  present 
moment. 

The  Easl  of  STRAFFORD  said,  that 
fbrmerly  the  Militia  wore  the  shako  in 
full  dress,  and  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  now  wear  the 
helmet. 

LoBD  HARRIS  said,  that  the  (Question 
of  the  issue  of  helmets  to  the  Militia  had 
been  gone  into  at  full  length  by  a  Oom- 
mission  and  dedded  in  the  manner  he 
had  stated. 

KOBTH-EAUTERN  ASIA— THE  COEEA— 
FOBEION  OCCUPATIOK  OF  POET 
HAMILTON. 

UOnON  FOB  AN  ASDBESS. 

VisooTnrr  SIDMOTJTH,  in  rising  to 
move  for  copy  of  any  written  pledges, 
should  such  pledges  exist,  on  the  part 
of  the  Empires  of.  Russia  and  China 
with  the  (Government  of  this  county  in 
reference  to  the  occupation  for  military 
or  naval  purposes  of  the  harbour  of  Port 
Hamilton  or  any  portion  of  the  territory 
of  Oorea,  said,  that  their  Lordships 
would  remember  that,  although  naval 
testimony  was  nnanimoiu  as  to  the  in- 
auffioienoy  of  the  harbour,  yet  there  was 
no  doubt  that  it  only  xequ^ed  mone^  to 
be  ^nt  at  Fort  Hamilton  to  make  it  a 
very  important  naval  and  military  posi- 
tion. Although  this  country  might  be 
unvilliiig  to  1^  out  the  jasauss  m  tbia 


purpose,  yet  other  nations  might  not 
object  to  spend  the  money  necessary  to 
make  Fort  Hamilton  an  impregnable 
fortress  if  they  obtained  the  chance. 
He  ventured  to  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, in  view  of  the  importance  of  the 
rapid  development  of  China  by  way  of 
the  North  Pacific,  that  they  should 
apply  themselves  to  discover  some  place 
which  might  be  used  as  a  great  naval 
depot  and  harbour  in  those  seas.  The 
noble  Tiscount  concluded  by  moving  for 
the  Address  of  which  he  bad  given 
Notice. 

Movsd,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
seiited  to  Her  Majetfy  for  copy  of  any  written 
pledges,  shoald  sach  pledges  exist,  on  the  part 
of  the  Empirea  of  Riuna  and  China  with  tho 
Qovemment  of  this  uountry  in  reference  to  the 
oocupation  for  military  or  naval  pmpoaes  of  the 
harbour  of  Fort  H&mUton  or  any  portion  of  the 
territory  of  Coiea." — {Th4  Viscount  Sidmeuth.) 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ckanbeook),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Papers  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  referred  contained  a  state- 
ment, and  a  very  full  written  statement, 
on  the  part  of  the  Chinese  Government, 
giving  the  guarantee  in  question,  which 
was  not  a  mere  verbal  statement  by  the 
Chinese  Government,  but  was  a  verf 
deliberate  Note.  It  was  found  that 
Chinese  had  received  from  the  Russian 
Government  a  guarantee  that  Russia 
would  not  interfere  with  Oorean  territory 
in  future  if  the  Britiah  did  not ;  and  the 
Chinese  Government,  on  the  faith  of 
that  guarantee,  had  given  the  British 
Government  a  written  goazantee  that 
neither  China  nor  Russia  would  interfere 
with  the  territory  in  question.  That 
was  accepted  by  Sir  John  Walsham, 
who  telegraphed  home,  and  received  the 
assent  of  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  to  the  guarantee,  as 
coming  from  the  Chinese  Government. 

ViBOouNT  SIDMOUTH  asked,  whe- 
ther her  Majesty's  Government  had  a 
guarantee  from  the  RnsdaiL  Qovem- 
ment? 

Yisoouirr  OBANBROOK  said,  the 
guarantee,  as  far  as  England  was  con- 
cerned, was  from  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment,  who  had  the  Oorea  under  its 
Suzerainty.  They  had  received  a  gua- 
rantee fromBuBoa;  but  with  Russia 
Her  Majesty's  Govwnment  in  this  mat- 
ter had  no  concern. 

LoBD  ELLENBOBOUGH  said,  that  a 
war  between  Bosaia  and  China  waa  not 
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*  very  imposmble  event,  and  that*  there- 
fore, the  guarantee  was  worthless. 

ViscouOT  SIDMOUTH  asked,  whe- 
ther Obina  had  received  a  written  gua- 
rantee from  Bussia  ? 

ViscoTjHT  OBANBBOOK:  I  cannot 
tell  that. 

ViBCOUNT  SIDMOUTH :  As  there  are 
no  more  Papers  to  be  produced,  I  must 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House) 

House  adjoanied  at  Five  o'clock, 
wl  To-morrow,  s  qiuiter 
psit  Tta  o^olock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thwrtiay^  2Ath  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Bblsot  Committu— BiTOioe 

Bills,  nomtmUd. 
FUTATB  Bill  {by  Order)— CetuUtmd  «  amtmhd 

•— Kenmngtoa  Veetiy. 
PiTBLio  Bills  —  Ordmd  —  fint   Seadii^  — 

UnioQ  AasenmeDt  CommittM  Aot  (1862) 

Amendment  •  [204]. 
Tint  Jteadinff—I'TUTO  Bislicqprio  and  Chapter 

Acts  Amendment  *  [20d]. 
S$tond  iiMifmy— Consolidatsd  Fond  (No.  1)*; 

Acoumnlationa  [31j. 
Cbmmitfo«— Sapreme  Conxt  of  Jndioatme  (Ire- 
land) [1>- JLF. 

PRIVATE  Bmmssa. 


EENSmaTON  TE8TRT  BILL  [lord$\  (fiy 

OONSmBBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Ihat  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered."— (i/r.  Doddt.) 

Mr.  IABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) : 
This  Bill,  as  hon.  Members  will  see,  has 
passed  through  the  House  of  Lords,  and, 
having  been  read  a  second  time  in  this 
House,  has  also  passed  through  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  It  is,  therefore,  a  some- 
what  strong  measure  to  ask  the  House  to 
reject  the  Bill  under  such  circumstances, 
on  what  is  practically  the  third  reading ; 
but  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  the 
House  that  in  this  case  they  ought  to  do 
■0.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Committee 
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upstairs  oarefoUy  ezammed  the  pnni- 
sions  of  the  measure,  and  that,  under 
the  Chairmanship  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Membw  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Idncolnshlre  (Mr.  Chsplio), 
they  have  made  their  Beport  moit 
conscientiously.  But  they  only  heard 
one  side  of  the  case.  The  other  side  vas 
not  heard  at  all,  and,  in  point  of  foot,  at 
the  present  moment,  and  since  this  Bill 
was  brought  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  Kensington  Vestry  themselves  hsra 
declared  that  they  are  opposed  to  it. 
We  are,  therefore,  asked  to  pass  a 
Kensington  Vestry  Bill  against  which 
the  Eenaingtoo  Vestry  have  pronoaoced. 
The  Bill  was  brought  in  fast  Sesaon, 
and  came  under  the  Besolution  which 
provided  that  Bills  which  had  passed 
through  certain  stages  last  Seisioa 
should  be  carried  forward  to  the  wssent 
Session.  I  propose  to  state  very  piiefly 
what  is  the  opposition  <tf  the  KenstDgtoa 
Vestry  in  regud  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill 
originated  with  a  Joint  Committes  of 
Works  and  Wharves  of  the  EensiDgtoa 
Vestry,  who  were  appointed  to  oonuder 
the  best  means  of  di^osing  of  therefoM 
of  the  parish.  The  Report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  was  agreed  to  in  November, 
1885,  and  on  the  same  day  a  Motion  wu 
passed  by  the  Vestry  directing  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  be  prepared.  The  Bill  vu 
accordingly  deposited,  but  at  the  election 
of  Vestrymen  in  May,  1886,  there  were 
26  vacant  seats  in  this  particular  ward. 
I  may  explain  that  there  are  three  wardi 
in  the  district  which  are  treated  bjr  this 
Bill ;  but  there  is  only  one  particular 
ward  in  which  it  is  proposed  that  this 
dust  destmotflr  should  be  ereoted.  Out 
of  26  Vestrymen  returned  in  the  month 
of  May,  19  were  persons  who  wen 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  In  June  last  a 
Motion  was  made  in  the  Vestry  itself  to 
rescind  the  Resolution  which  ordered 
that  the  Bill  should  be  prepared.  That 
Motion  was  supported  by  43  Totes 
against  30,  or  by  a  large  majority 
against  those  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  in  the  Vestry  itself.  Neverthelee^ 
the  Besulution  was  not  carried,  because 
one  of  the  bye-laws  of  the  Vestry  re- 
quires that  there  shall  be  a  two-thirds 
majority  in  order  to  rescind  any  Motion 
previously  passed.  The  conseqaence 
was  that  the  Bill  came  before  the  Com- 
1  mittee  of  the  House  of  Oommooi. 
Having  already  passed  the  House  of 
Lords  it  was  also  carried  through  tbs 
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Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  called  the  Kensington  Yestry 
Bill,  although,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
Kensington  Yestrj  were  opposed  to  it. 
I  have  just  this  moment  presented  a 
Petition  against  the  Bill  from  the 
Kensington  Vestry  signed  by  55  mem- 
bers. They  state  in  that  Petition  that 
they  and  a  large  body  of  the  parishioners 
object  to  the  erection  of  a  destructor  as 
tending  not  only  to  destroy  the  value  of 
property  in  the  neighbourhood,  but  also 
to  injure  the  healtii  of  the  inhabitants. 
They  further  point  out  that  it  vill 
seriously  affect  uie  trades  and  industries 
of  the  neighhourhood,  and  they  submit 
that  the  ratepayers  should  be  directly 
ronsulted  before  Parliament  is  asked  to 
inflict  such  a  serious  and  improper  ex- 
penditure upon  the  district.  This  Peti- 
tion is  signed  by  55  members  of  the 
Kensington  Vestry  who  are  supposed  to 
be  promoting  the  Bill,  and  they  wind 
up  ^eir  objections  by  ^e  prayer — 

"  Tbat  the  Bill  may  not  receive  the  sancUoD 
of  your  hononxable  Hotue,  snd  may  Hot  be 
passed  into  law." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Barnstaple  Division  of  Devonshire 
(Mr.  Pitt-Lewis)  has  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  declares  that 
no  destructor  shall  be  erected  until  the 
opinion  of  the  owners  and  ratepayers  of 
the  parish  of  Kensington  shall  have  been 
takoi  by  means  of  a  poll.  Now,  if  the 
Bill  is  to  pass  at  all  I  am  certainly  of 
opinion  that  it  is  denrable  it  should  pass 
with  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I  do  think  that, 
looking  at  the  fact  that  the  Kensington 
Vestry  themselves  are  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  and  that  the  people  of  Kensington, 
and  especially  of  this  particular  ward — 
Netting  Hill — have  declared  themselves 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
a  far  more  sensible  course,  instead  of 
tinkering  the  measure  and  amending  it, 
to  throw  it  out  altogether. .  I  do  not 
propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit 
that  the  right  hon.  G<uitleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  and  Ibe  Committee  caie- 
fally  examined  the  matter,  and  received 
technical  evidence  as  to  the  best  means 
of  destroying  refuse  of  this  kind.  It  is 
proposed  to  cart  the  dust  and  refuse 
n-om  all  parts  of  the  parish  of  Kensing- 
ton to  a  particular  site  in  North  Ken- 
sington, where  thepoorer  portion  of  the 
popolaticm  live.  The  area  from  which 


the  duet  is  collected  is  a  very  large  one, 
and  it  is  contended  by  persona  who  have 
looked  into  the  matter,  and  who  live  on 
the  spot,  that  the  health  of  the  inhabit- 
ants will  be  destroyed  if  the  Bill  is  al- 
lowed to  pass,  owing  to  the  smoke  and 
the  fumes  from  the  noxious  gases  which 
will  be  emitted.  It  is  maintained  that 
it  would  be  far  better  to  cart  all  this 
refuse  away,  as  is  done  at  present.  I  do 
not,  however,  so  much  dwell  upon  that 
point ;  and  I  own  that  there  is  ^ways 
some  difficulty  in  inducing  the  House  of 
Commons,  upon  the  third  reading,  to 
throw  out  a  Bill  which  has  alraady 
passed  through  a  Committee,  to.  askine 
the  House  to  take  that  course,  I  wiU 
only  dwell  upon  the  special  fact  that  a 
considerable  time  has  elapsed  since  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  by  the  Kensington 
Vestry.  It  was  ordered  to  be  prepared 
at  a  very  small  meeting  of  that  Vestry, 
and  since  that  time  not  only  have  the 
people  of  the  parish  opposed  the  mea- 
sure, but  the  Kensington  Vestry  them- 
selves, in  the  Petition  I  have  presented 
to-day,  oppose  it  I  hare  already  pointed 
out  that  the  Vestry  would  themselves 
have  rescinded  the  Kesolution  directing 
the  preparation  of  the  Bill  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  fact  that  to  do  so  required 
a  two-thirds  vote.  Nevertheless,  at  this 
moment,  the  House  wiU  find  that  55 
members  of  the  Kensington  Vestry  are 
asking  that  the  Bill  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  Under  these  oirenmstances, 
I  hope  the  House  will  consent  to  throw 
out  uie  Bill ;  and  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  considered  upon  this  day  six 
months. 

Me.  ARTHTTE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  I  would 
ask  what  are  the  proposals  contained  in 
this  Bill  ?  I  think  it  is  desirable  that 
the  House  should  understand  that  the 
parish  of  Kensington  is  a  very  lar^e  dis- 
trict of  some  three  and  a-half  miles  in 
length  from  North  to  South.  Its  widest 
part  is  in  the  South,  where  it  is  nearly 
two  miles  in  width ;  and  its  narrowest 
part  is  in  the  Nor^,  where  it  is  only 
half -a -mile  wide.  At  the  extreme 
northern,  or  the  North  Kensington  part 
of  the  district,  it  is  proiwaed  that  the 
whole  of  the  refuse  of  the  parish  of 
Kensington  should  be  oollectea  and  de- 
stroyed in  a  destructor  by  means  of  a 
huge  furnace.  Now,  Sir,  the  refuse  of 
the  parish  is  of  a  very  varied  description. 
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It  oonirists  not  only  of  road  aweepingti, 
but  of  auch  matters  as  dead  cats,  dead 
dogs,  decayed  firuit  and  vegetable  mat- 
ter, sardine  tins,  dead  rats,  brick  bats, 
oyster  shells,  jam  pots,  dress  improrers, 
orinolines,  pails,  oroken  bottles,  and 
many  other  miscellaneous  articles.  On 
the  other  side  of  the  Biver,  where  some- 
thing of  the  same  kind  has  already  been 
attempted  under  the  direction  of  the 
arish  officers,  the  experience  has  been 
y  no  means  satiBfactory,  although,  in 
that  case,  there  is  the  Kiver  Lea  and 
other  means  for  carrying  away  any  of 
the  refuse  which  is  not  absolutely  got 
rid  of  in  the  destructor.  Now,  in  Ken- 
sington, where  it  is  proposed  to  put  up 
this  destructor,  there  is  no  such  thing, 
and  the  Eensii^ton  Vestry  have  selected 
this  point,  although  there  were  many 
other  places  which  were  much  more  suit- 
able. There  are  wharves  in  the  South 
o£  Kenungton,  near  Warwick  Road, 
which  are  easily  accessible  by  railway, 
and  there  is  also  a  canal  wharf  in  another 
part  of  the  northern  district.  Never- 
theless, it  is  proposed  to  take  this  refuse 
away  ^m  all  the  well-to-do  portions  of 
the  parish,  and  send  to  the  poorest  dis- 
trict this  miserable  tribute  of  the  rich  to 
the  poor.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  aak  the 
House  to  consider  what  would  be  said  if 
it  were  proposed  to  erect  in  the  southern  ; 
portion  of  Kensington  any  such  struc- 
ture. Suppose,  for  instance,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  a  portion  of  the  Horticul- 
tural Gardens  or  a  portion  of  Kensington 
Gardens,  and  devote  them  to  the  purpose 
of  gettinpf  rid  of  the  refuse  of  the  parish 
of  Kensington.  We  know  very  well 
what  an  outozy  would  be  raised,  and 
how  the  idea  would  ai  tmce  be  scouted, 
and  yet  at  those  places  the  erection  of  a 
destructor  would  do  comparatively  little 
harm.  But  what  does  it  matter  to  some 
100,000  or  200,000  well-to-do  people  if 
the  poorer  portion  of  the  inhabitants  are 
to  be  incommoded  by  smoke  and  noxious 
gases  so  long  as  they  can  find  an  easy 
means  of  getting  rid  of  their  refuse  ? 
What  is  now  proposed  is,  that  this 
hideous  collection  of  all  sorts  of  refuse  is 
to  be  carried  over  an  area  of  six  square 
milee,  trundled  through  the  streets,  and 
conveyed  upon  a  point  which  is  the  nar- 
rowest in  the  district.  But  that  is  not 
all.  The  point  selected  is  just  on  the 
borders  of  the  parish  of  Hammersmith ; 
and  I,  as  an  inhabitant  of  Hammer- 
smith, olijeot  to  the  Kensington  Yestry 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


bringing  their  refuse  to  the  borders  of 
that  parish.  This  parish  oontains  a 
population  of  106,000  persona,  and  Ihe 
rentse  of  all  the  streets  in  ttie  parish  ia 
to  be  carted  away  to  this  district  of  the 
North,  principally  occupied  by  the  poor. 
A  large  number  of  the  population  are 
engaged  in  the  smaller  industries  — 
chiefly  in  the  industry  of  washing.  For 
about  a  mile  to  the  North,  a  mile  to  the 
South,  and  a  mile  to  the  West  thelaundry 
establishments  are  very  numerous,  and 
a  large  population  have  to  depend  en- 
tirely, for  their  means  of  livelihood, 
upon  this  particular  industry.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  whole  of  the 
immediate  locality  will  suffer  very  much 
in  times  of  foggy  and  heavy  atmosphere 
from  the  soot  which  will  be  distributed 
around,  and  it  is  only  when  there  is  a 
strong  wind  that  there  can  be  any  rea- 
Bonable  hope  that  the  fumes  and  smoke 
arising  from  the  furnace  will  be  got  rid 
of.  It  is  perfectl}^  clear,  therefore,  that 
to  establiui  aaythiogof  this  kind  in  this 
particular  locality  wiU  destroy  this  wash- 
ing industry.  [Mr.  Chaplin  (Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford):  Why  ?]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  acquainted,  pro- 
bably, with  anything  so  low  as  a  laundry 
business,  or  he  would  be  aware  that  if 
the  washing  is  dirtied  by  soot  or  dust  of 
any  kind  it  has  to  be  re-washed,  and  that 
would  be  a  very  great  loss  to  the  poor 
people  engaged  in  this  industry.  Clause 
10  of  the  Bill  provides  that  the  Yestry 
shall  not,  under  the  powers  of  the  Act, 
take  more  than  a  limited  number  of 
houses  belonging  to  the  labouring  clasa  ; 
but  what  is  the  use  of  preserving  ^eir 
houses  if  you  deprive  the  people  them- 
selves of  the  means  by  which,  they  lire  7 
Then,  again,  we  are  told  that  the  Yestry 
is  to  be  required  to  layout  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  land  they  take  under  the 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  re- 
creation ground.  I  expect  that  was  an 
afterthought  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
moters put  in  somewhat  late;  and  I 
confess  that  on  reading  it  it  suggested 
to  me  very  much  the  smile  of  a  death's 
head  on  a  coffin.  What  is  the  use  of 
talking  of  a  recreation  ground  when 
such  ground  must  depend  entirely 
upon  the  extent  of  the  land  required 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  itself, 
and  when  the  purpmes  of  the  Bill  are 
satisfied?  There  would  certainly  bcL 
very  little  land  left  which  could  be 
voted  to  the  purposes  of  a  reoreatiou 
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gTQund.  Most  of  the  poor  people  of 
the  district  live  in  squalid  houses,  aad 
vithia  AOO  yards  of  this  site  there  are 
board  and  other  schools  attended  by 
6,000  children.  The  nuisance  arising 
from  the  ofifensiTe  Bmells  giren  off  by 
this  collection  of  refuse  must  be  very 
great  indeed.  It  is  idle  to  say  that 
there  would  be  no  offensive  smell,  and 
that  the  health  and  comfort  of  these  chil- 
dren would  not  be  very  much  interfered 
with.  There  aie  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  carts  ccmstantly  travelling 
through  this  locality,  through  narrow 
streets  that  are  not  particmarly  well 
drained,  and  the  annoyance  and  nuisance 
arising  from  this  objectionable  addition 
to  the  traffic  would  be  very  serious  in- 
deed. It  is  pretended  that  all  the  refuse 
from  Kensington  can  be  got  rid  of  in 
this  way  ;  but  the  pretence  is  an  utterly 
false  one,  as  experience  has  shown.  I 
have  here  a  tabulated  list  in  regard  to 
the  destructors  already  in  operation  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  I  will 
not  trouue  the  House  by  going  into 
t^e  details  supplied  in  this  long  and 
formidable  document.  I  will  only  say 
that  the  result  is  this — that  in  very  few 
places  at  aU,  and  onl^  such  as  are 
favourably  situated,  is  it  attempted  to 
get  rid  of  all  the  refuse.  In  Lambeth, 
at  Betts's  Tard,  the  official  in  charge 
states  that  the  parish  is  obliged  to  incur 
very  heavy  expense — I  believe  at  the 
rate  of  JE4  per  barge  load — ^in  order  to 
get  rid  of  the  refuse  tfaey  dare  not  keep 
on  the  premises  and  are  unable  to  bum. 
So  far  as  the  destructor  is  concerned  it 
has  failed  absolutely,  owing  to  the  slow 
buming  of  the  f\irnaoe.  Therefore,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  the 
Kensington  Vestiy  would  not  be  able  to 
get  rid  of  all  the  refuse  of  the  parish 
when  it  comes  in.  It  must  also  be 
bome  in  mind  that  the  refuse  does  not 
come  in  regulu'ly,  and  not  in  exact 
quantities,  day  by  day ;  but  in  certain 
circnunstanoeB  of  the  weather  there  is  a 
largw  dcvosit  and  delivery  than  at  other 
times.  Oonse^uenUy  thwe  would  be 
an  accumulation  oi  this  abominable 
material  for  many  days  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. The  officers  in  charge  of 
Betts's  Yard  have  been  good  enough  to 
allow  a  friend  of  mine  to  inspect  the 
process,  and  while  he  was  there  there 
came  in  a  large  load  of  rotten  oranges. 
He  expected  to  see  them  put  into  the 
furnace  at  once,  but  the  man  in  charge 


told  him  that  it  was  impossible  to  get 
rid  of  that  kind  of  refuse  by  buming. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  perfectly  im- 
possible to  burn  refuse  of  that  kind ; 
and  yet  from  Kensington  High  Street 
and  the  streets  in  the  neighbourhood 
there  will  be  a  large  amount  of  refuse 
fruit  thrown  from  time  to  time  on  the 
hands  of  the  Yestnr  which  will  have  to 
be  got  rid  of  somehow.  It  is  pret«aded 
that  the  ratepayers  of  Kenui^ton  will 
be  able  to  save  a  large  amount  of  mon^ 
if  this  Bill  is  adopted.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  figures  are  altogether 
illusory,  because  they  do  not  take  into 
account  the  expense  of  getting  rid  of 
the  refuse  whi<m  cannot  be  disposed  of 
by  the  destructor  done.  No  doubt  the 
saving  to  the  ratepayers  is  a  very  rea- 
sonable and  proper  object  to  have  in 
view ;  but,  unfortunately  for  this  plan 
of  erecting  a  destmctor,  I  may  say  that 
the  difficulty-  has  already  been  solved 
in  another  part  of  London  with  per- 
fect success,  without  employing  any 
destmctor  at  all.  The  Newington 
Board  have  arranged  for  getting  rid 
of  their  refuse  by  railway,  and  the 
system  has  been  so  thorougUy  success- 
ful that,  although  the  popuUtifnt  has 
increased  enormously,  the  expense  to 
which  the  Board  is  now  put  is  actually' 
less  than  it  was  before  tiie  system  was 
adopted.  I  am  told  that  the  Newington 
Board  are  in  reality  making  a  saving  of 
money  as  compared  with  their  expendi- 
ture years  ago,  when  the  population  was 
much  less,  and  as  compared  with  what  the 
expenditure  would  be  if  the  old  system 
had  been  continued.  The  saving  is  some- 
thing very  remarkable  indeed.  Under 
these  circumstances,  because  I  believe 
that  the  erection  of  a  destructor  at  North 
Kensington  would  not  be  true  economy ; 
because  I  believe  that  the  work  of 
getting  rid  of  the  refuse  of  the  parish 
can  be  hettw  carried  out  by  other  means ; 
and  because  the  plan  adopted  is  cruelly 
unjust  to  the  poor  and  laoouriug  popu- 
lation, and  is  only  supported  by  those 
who  have  regfud  to  the  convenience  of 
the  richer  portion  of  the  parish,  I  hope 
the  House  will  assent  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  decline  to  proceed  fur- 
ther with  the  Bill.  I  beg  to  seooad  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,'*  in  order  to  add  l^^unll 
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"this  day  six  months." — {Mr,  Zabou- 
ehere.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  EOPER  LETHBEtDGB  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  :  It  is  under  some  physical 
difficulties  that  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill ;  but  I  do  so  with  all  the 
earnestness  in  my  power,  fully  recogniz- 
ing the  sense  of  the  renponBibility  which 
attaches  to  myself  as  Member  for  North 
Kensington.  I  believe  that  the  Bill,  if 
it  is  allowed  to  pass,  will  act  most  pre- 
judicially against  the  interests  of  a  larse 
portion  oi  the  parish  and  the  most  &• 
zenoeless  class  in  my  constitaenqjr.  I  am 
aware  that  in  coming  to  ask  the  House 
to  reject  this  Bill  at  this  late  stage  we 
are  taking  a  most  unusual  course ;  but  I 
would  venture  to  submit  that,  so  far  as 
my  opposition  is  concerned  as  a  B^re- 
sentatire  of  the  district  affected,  I  was 
seriously  ill  at  the  time  of  the  second 
reading,  and  for  some  time  before,  and 
that  I  was  actually  ignorant  of  its  being 
brought  forward.  Further  than  that, 
since  the  time  the  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  the  whole  conditions  of  tiie  case 
have  been  altered  in  regard  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Kensington  Yestry.  It 
has  idready  been  pointed  out  that  the 
nominal  promoters  of  the  Bill  are  now 
really  in  a  considerable  minority,  and 
that  the  majority  of  the  Vest^  are 
bitterly  oppowd  to  the  measure.  That 
state  of  things  has  been  brought  about 
by  the  result  of  the  last  Yestry  elec- 
tions in  NorA  Kenungion.  Those  elec- 
tions took  place  in  May  last,  and  the 
House  will  remember  that  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  in  March.  That  fact 
has  entirely,  I  venture  to  submit  to  the 
House,  altered  the  complexion  of  the 
case.  Who  now  are  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  ?  They  are  only  a  small  faction 
in  the  Kensington  Yestry.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  to  the  House  that  this  very 
queation  has  been  brought  before  the 
Kensingtcni  Yestry  sinoe  the  last  elec- 
tions. I  myself  waa  present  in  the 
Yestiy  at  the  time  the  division  took 
place,  and  I  can  confirm  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  in  that  division  48  members 
voted  against  the  Bill  and  tmly  SO 
were  in  £avour  of  it.  The  hostility 
of  titose  48  membezfl  iru  complete. 


They  objected  to  the  Bill  altogether; 
and,  consequently,  the  House  is  now 
asked  to  pass  a  Bill  against  which  its 
nominal  promoters,  or  those  who  were  its 
most  active  supporters,  are  now  petition- 
ing. It  may  be  asked,  of  course,  why 
the  Bill  has  not  been  withdrawn ;  but  it 
has  already  been  explained  to  the  House 
that  the  bye-laws  which  govern  the 
Kensington  Yestry,  and,  I  believe,  other 
Yestries  also,  are  such  that  it  is  neces- 
sary, when  any  resolution  of  ike  Yestry 
has  once  been  adopted,  that  a  two-thirds 
majority  should  vote  for  its  recimon.  Up 
to  the  present  moment  I  am  free  to 
admit  that  such  a  very  large  majority  as 
that  of  two-thirds  has  not  shown  itself 
in  the  Kensington  Yestiy,  although, 
nevertheless,  there  is  alargem^ority  in 
the  Yestry  against  the  Bill.  As  a  resi- 
dent for  some  years  in  Kenmngton,  and 
as  one  who  is  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  opinion  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
inhabitants,  at  least  of  North  Kensing- 
ton, and  to  a  large  extent  of  South 
Kensington,  I  am  prepared  to  say  that 
the  whole  feeling  of  North  Kensington, 
the  inhabitants  of  which  district  are  the 
most  nearly  concerned,  is  dead  against 
the  Bill,  and  bitterly  antagonistic  to  it. 
I  believe  that  already  the  conscience  of 
South  Kensington  has  been  touched  in 
regard  to  the  gross  injustice  which  will 
be  inflicted  upon  North  Kensington  if 
this  Bill  be  passed.  I  gather  that  their 
oonsoienoe  has  been  touched  beoaose  the 
number  of  Yestrymen  who  have  signed 
the  Petition  presented  to-day  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  aotually 
exceeds  the  whole  number  of  Yestrymen 
returned  to  the  Yestry  by  North  Ken- 
sington. Fifty-five  members  have  signed 
the  Petition,  and  in  order  to  obtain  bo 
targe  a  number  it  must  have  been  neces- 
sary not  only  to  include  every  member 
who  represents  North  Kensington,  but 
also  a  considerable  number  of  those  who 
represent  the  richer  and  more  powerful 
Division  of  South  Kensington.  I  hope 
the  House  will  remember  that  North 
Kensington  is  .  essentially  a  worldngf- 
man's  constituency ;  but  for  parochial 
purposes  it  is  tied  up  with  the  vastly 
richer  and  more  powerful  Division  en 
South  Kensington.  That  attachment 
has  long  hem  a  sonroe  of  Beziooa 

gievanoe  to  n»  oonstitaenoy  in  North 
ensingtcm.  It  may  be  within  the 
knowledge  of  some  hon.  Gtentlemen  on 
the  Treasoiy  Bench  that  repeated  Peti- 
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tions  have  been  presented  by  the  rate- 
payers of  North  Kensington  praying 
that  there  may  be  a  separation  between 
the  two  Divisions  of  the  parish  for  paro- 
chial purpoBOB,  principally  on  the  ground 
that  the  material  interests  of  we  two 
Divisions  very  frequently  clash.  TIob 
Bill,  I  think,  shows  that  the  interests  of 
the  two  Divisions  do  entirely  clash  on 
certain  occasions.  Now.  what  is  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  is  simply  that  the 
refuse  of  the  entire  pan^ — all  the 
horrible  filth  produced  throughout 
Kensington  —  should  be  carted  away 
without  any  question  as  to  the  conve- 
nience of  cartage,  but  should  be  carted 
away,  not  to  an  open  district,  but  to  the 
very  centre  of  the  most  densely-popu- 
lated and  most  crowded  and  poorest  dis- 
trict that  is  to  be  found  in  the  West  of 
Ijondon.  That  circumstance,  I  think, 
shows  that  the  interests  of  North  Ken- 
sington are  seriously  a£Fected  by  this 
measure ;  and  I  do,  myself,  earnestly  hope 
ihat  the  Honse  will  take  into  considera- 
tion  the  points  which  have  been  laid 
before  it  this  afternoon,  and  will  reject 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into 
any  details  with  regard  to  the  measure, 
because  they  have  already  been  dealt 
with  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Done- 
gal (Mr,  A.  O'Connor),  who  seconded 
the  Amendment.  I  should,  however, 
like  to  mention  one  or  two  points  in 
connection  with  a  statement  in  support 
of  the  Bill  which  has  been  circulated, 
as  I  understand,  to  a  la^e  number  of 
the  Members  of  this  House.  It  is 
there  stated  that  the  combustion  in 
the  proposed  destructor,  which  is  to 
be  placed  in  the  midst  of  this  poor 
and  densely-orowded  population,  will 
be  BO  complete  that  the  whole  of  the 
noxious  gases  will  be  destroyed  in  the 
Aimaoe  itselfl  Now,  I  do  not  pretend 
to  be  a  great  soientific  authority ;  bat  I 
voald  Mk  any  hon.  Member  whether  it  is 
possible  that  all  the  gases  can  be  utterly 
destroyed  ?  No  doubt,  they  may  be 
modified,  and  be  made  to  take  other 
forms,  and  possibly  rendered  innocuous  ; 
"hut  I  mainmn  that  they  cannot  be  alto- 
^ther  destroyed.  It  is  further  stated 
in  this  document  that  the  Medical  Offi- 
cers of  Health  strongly  recommend  the 
destruction  of  refuse  of  this  kind  by  fire. 
Yes  ;  but  their  recommendation  is  that 
the  destmotion  should  be  carried  on  by 
fire,  not  in  densely-populated  localities, 
but  as  far  as  poBBible  in  open  spaces, 


where  the  fumes  given  off  in  tbe  opera- 
tion will  hurt  nobody.  Lastly,  this 
statement,  put  forward,  I  presume,  by 
those  who  are  promoting  the  Bill,  asserts 
that  the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Oommittee  shows  that  the  «te  now 
selected  is  the  only  one  that  was  avail- 
able for  the  purpose.  Now,  I  would 
venture  to  ask  wlkether  it  is  meant  hy- 
that  assertion  that  the  dte  selected  in 
this  poor  and  densely- crowded  part  of 
the  parish  is  the  only  site  that  can  be 
had  for  money  ?  No,  Sir ;  I  am  afraid 
that  the  only  reason  why  this  site  is 
called  the  only  available  site  is  this — 
that  the  people  who  live  in  close  proxi- 
mity to  it  are  so  poor  as  to  be  defence- 
less in  the  matter.  Therefore,  I  call 
upon  the  House  with  the  utmost  confi- 
dence to  show  that  it  is  prepared  to  act 
as  the  defender  of  the  poor  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  will  at  once  throw  out 

the  Bill.   

Me.  PITT-LEWIS  (Devon,  Barn- 
staple) :  As  I  have  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  I  should 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  I  have 
also  the  honour  to  be  a  resident  in  Ken- 
sington, and  I  may  say  that  this  Bill 
would  have  passed  through  this  House 
on  a  former  occasion  if  I  had  not  inter- 
posed in  order  to  prevent  it.  Having 
taken,  therefore,  some  action  in  con- 
junction with  several  of  my  neighbours 
in  Kensington  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  the 
promoters  approached  me  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  my  objections  were;  and 
they  have  undertaken,  in  the  event  of 
the  Bill  passing,  without  reservation,  to 
accept  the  clause  which  stands  in  my 
name  upon  the  Paper.  I  may  point  oat 
that  the  clause  I  propose  to  move  pro- 
vides that  the  Bil(  if  it  m  passed  into 
law,  shall  not  be  acted  upon  so  far  as  the 
erection  of  a  destructor  is  concerned,  if  a 
demand  in  writing,  signed  by  not  less 
tiian  30  members  of  the  Vestry  or  not 
less  than  300  of  the  owners  and  rate- 
payers of  the  parish  of  Kensington,  be 
made  that  the  question  shall  be  decided 
by  a  poll  of  the  owners  and  ratepayers 
of  the  parish,  until  such  a  poU  shsJl 
have  been  determined  in  the  same  way 
as  is  determined  by  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1875.  By  that  means  the  clause 
makes  provision  that,  before  the  erection 
of  a  destructor  is  commenced,  the  opinion 
of  tho  whole  parish  shall  be  taken  on  the 
subj  ect.  That  is  certainly  a  com^mise, 
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bat  it  is  a  oompronuse  vhicSi  has  been 
accepted  by  Uio  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
Therefore,  opposed  as  I  am  to  the  ereo- 
tion  of  this  destructor,  I  shall  feel  it  a 
matter  of  honour  to  vote  in  faronr  of  the 
Bill.  I  may  be  allowed  to  point  out 
that,  in  arriving  at  this  compromise,  I 
bore  one  or  two  things  in  my  mind.  In 
the  first  place,  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent any  person  from  purchasing  this 
land,  erecting  a  destructor  upon  it,  and 
then  making  a  contract  with  th.e  parish 
for  the  use  of  it.  In  the  next  place, 
tibe  site  consists  of  some  four  acres, 
and  if  bought  bj  the  parish  at  least 
a  portion  of  it  will  m  appropriated 
for  the  purpose  of  a  recreation  ground. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  better 
for  the  pariah,  to  hare  the  land  in  its 
own  hands  than  that  it  should  fall  into 
the  hands  of  some  speculator,  who  may 
use  it  in  an  objectionable  way.  There 
will  be  this  further  advantage— that  if 
this  Bill  passes  with  the  modification  I 
have  suggested,  in  the  event  of  the 

S revision  relating  to  the  erection  of  a 
estructor  being  refused  by  the  owners 
and  ratepayers  on  a  poll,  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Yestry  to  secure  the 
whole  of  the  land  for  public  purposes. 
I  have  thoiight  it  right  to  explain  the 
part  which  I  have  taken  in  the  matter. 
Although  I  regard  the  erection  of  a  de- 
structor  as  objectionable,  I  shall  con- 
sider it  my  duty,  under  the  circumstances, 
to  vote  for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
trusting  to  the  good  sense  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Kensington  and  the  members 
of  the  Yeatry  to  prevent  the  BiU  from 
being  converted  into  a  nuisance. 

Mb.  B.  OHAHBEBLAIN  (Islington, 
W.) :  I  was  one  of  the  Members  ox  the 
Committee  who  inquired  into  the  merits 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  think  I  am  able,  not 
only  from  the  evidence  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee but  from  my  own  personal  know- 
ledge, to  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the 
fears  which  have  been  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  in  reference  to  the  evils 
which  are  likely  to  arise  from  the  erec- 
tion of  the  proposed  destructor.  First 
of  all,  in  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  fw  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
ohere),  let  me  point  out  that  the  Bill 
was  bro^ht  in  orinnally  by  the  Ken- 
sington Vestry,  and  that  if  Uie  addi- 
tional provision  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Mambm-  for  the  IJatnstaple  Division  of 
Devonshire  (Mr.  Fitt  Levis),  and  ao- 


oepted  by  the  promoters,  is  assented  to, 
the  Yestiy  will  be  precluded  from  erect- 
ing a  destructor  unless  they  obtain  the 
consent  not  only  of  the  Yestry,  but  of 
the  owners  and  ratepayers.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  has  told  the 
House  that  the  whole  of  the  refuse  of 
this  large  parish  will  be  brought  to  the 
destructor,  and  that  the  inhabitants  will 
be  annoyed  by  the  perpetual  passing 
of  carts  conveying  objectionable  refuse 
through  the  district.  The  hon.  Memb<:r 
has  been  misinformed.  Only  one-half 
of  the  refuse  of  the  parish  will  be  con- 
veyed to  this  particular  spot ;  the  other 
half  will  oontinue  to  be  conveyed  to  a 
more  convenient  site  down  the  Hiver, 
near  the  old  Oremome  Qardens.  It  is 
idle  to  suppose  that  the  works  will  be  a 
nuisance  whan  the  products  of  oombus* 
tion  are  to  be  carried  away  by  a  chimney 
ISOfeethigh.  It  is,  therefore,  impossible 
for  the  soot  to  settle  down  In  the  middle 
of  th«  laundry  yards  adjoining;  and, 
instead  of  a£Fecting  the  comfort  of  this 
poor  neighbourhood,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  it  is  rather  a  matter  which 
may  concern  the  wealthier  portion  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parish,  who  live  a 
little  further  off,  who  will  be  within  the 
radius  of  the  influence  of  the  destructor, 
and  who  will  get  the  effluvia,  if  there  is 
any  effluvia,  and  most  of  the  blacks  that 
may  be  floating  about.  If  the  objec- 
tionable particles  which  are  supposed  to 
bo  given  off  when  the  destructor  is  in 
full  force  descend  anywhere,  it  will  be 
in  the  richer  portion  of  the  parish  that 
they  will  find  a  settlemoit.  Again,  it 
has  been  said  that  after  the  erection  of 
the  destructor  there  will  be  no  land  l^t 
for  tiie  purpose  of  providing  a  recreation 
ground.  The  Committee  loresaw  that 
objection,  and  they  took  special  care  to 
provide  that  three-quarters  of  an  acre 
of  this  ground  shall  be  laid  out  for  the 
purpose  of  a  recreation  ground.  It  is 
said  that  it  is  impossible  to  provide  a 
recreation  ground  in  similar  oiroum- 
stances;  but  the  experiment  has  been 
tried  in  Birmingham  with  successful 
results.  Beference  has  been  made  to 
the  existence  of  schools  in  the  locality, 
and  it  is  said  that  the  health  of  the 
school  children  will  suffer.  NotMng  of 
the  kind  has  occurred  in  Birmingham, 
and  there  are  a  large  number  of  eohools 
in  the  vicinify.  No  efflavia  or  noxious 
gases  are  given  off  either  to  the  iignry 
of  sdho<^  or  private  reaideiices.  The 
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famt.  Uember  for  East  D(megal  stated 
tiiat  it  will  be  imposmble  to  get  rid  of 
the  whole  of  the  refuee  by  means  of 
a  destructor.   Again,  I  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  misinformed.  From  my 
own  personal  knowledge,  and  from  the 
evidence  giren  before  the  Committee,  I 
can  assure  him  that  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  dealing  with  the 
refuse.   It  might  be  so  in  the  case  of  a 
small  destructor,  where  you  have  vege- 
table matter  to  deal  with;  but  with  a 
destructor  on  the  scale  proposed  in  this 
Bill  there  would  be  no  difficulty  at  all. 
"With  regard  to  the  question  of  accumu- 
lation, ue  boo.  Member  for  East  Done- 
gtd  must  be  unacquainted  with  the  fact 
that  the  Oommittee  dealt  with  that  mat- 
ter by  inserting  a  olaiue  that  no  accu- 
mnlation  shall  be  alloweS,  bnt  that 
eveirthii^  brought  to  the  destructor 
shall  be  deetroyed  at  eiice  in  the  fur- 
naces.  The  hon.  Member  denied,  fur- 
ther, that  there  would  be  any  saving  to 
the  parish.   I  believe  that  there  will  be 
a  considerable  saving ;  hut  I  wotild  ask 
the  House  not  to  look  upon  a  question 
of  this  sort  as  a  question  of  economy,  o^ 
of  the  saving  of  money.    As  the  mem- 
ber of  an  important  Corporation  which 
has  dealt  with  the  subject  on  a  large 
scale,  I  feel  that  there  aire- many  things 
more  important  to  be  considered  tiian 
the  mere  question  of  the  money  in- 
volved, and  it  is  upon  that  ground  that 
I  ask  tiLO  House  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  do 
all  in  its  power  to-  assist  the  Vestry  of 
Kttisington  in  getting  rid  of  this  refuse 
in  a  proper  manner — namely,  by  com- 
bustion. The  difficulty  of  getting  rid 
of  it  is  a  growing  evil  in  our  great 
towns,  especially  in  connection  with 
small  house  property.   In  Birmingham 
we  have  no  fewer  than  three  separate 
destructors,  and  from  neither  of  them  is 
any  nuisance  wbaterer  experienced.  One 
of  them  is  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood of  the  general  hospital  of  the 
town,  and  there  would  have  been  a  loud 
complaint  if  it  had  been  found  in  any 
vay  to  interfere  with  health.   It  is  quite 
possible  that  a  destructor  may  be  con- 
verted into  a  nuisance ;  but  the  Oom- 
mittee upstairs  carefully  considered  that 
point,  and  inserted  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
to  |«eTeDt  the  posnbilitjr  of  a  nnisanee 
bemg  created  by  requiring  the  plans  to 
be  approved  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.   It  is  further  provided  tiiat  any 
destmbior  to  be  erected  upon  the  lands 


taken  under  the  Bill  shall  be  oonstmoted 

in  accordance  with  drawings  signed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  and  de- 
posited in  the  offices  of  the  Vestry,  or 
on  such  other  system  or  with  such  modi- 
fications or  illustrations  as  shall  be  ap- 
proved an  engineer  or  other  fit  per- 
son appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  I  believe  it 
is  impossible  for  any  noxious  gases  to 
escape  from  the  destructor,  and  any 
fumes  which  might  otherwise  escape 
from  the  burning  of  vegetable  refuse 
will  be  deodorized  and  consumed  in  an- 
other way.  In  Birmingham,  although 
much  worse  substances  are  passed 
through  the  destructor,  there  is  found 
to  be  a  total  absence  of  offensive  smell. 
I  ask  the  House  to  pass  the  Bill,  because 
it  was  carefully  and  honestly  conmdered 
by  the  Committee,  and  because  I  am 
able  to  speak  from  my  own  knowledge 
of  the  beneficial  effects  of  the  working 
of  similar  destructors  in  my  own  dis- 
trict. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  As  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  stated,  it 
was  m^  misfortune  to  preside  over  the 
Committee  which  sat  upon  this  Bill,  and 
it  becomes  my  duty,  therefore,  as  briefly 
as  I  can,  to  state  the  view  at  which  the 
Committee  arrived.  The  hon.  Member 
has  inforined  the  House  that,  although 
the  Bill  was  origioally  promoted  by  the 
Kensington  Vestiy,  t£e  majority  <n  the 
members  of  that  Yestrjr  now  dissent 
from  it.  Of  course,  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  tiiat  fact;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  be  correct  the  ihatter  rests  on- 
tirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Yesttr,  be- 
cause the  Bill  is  purely  permissive,  and 
there  are  only  three  years  allowed  in 
which  it  can  be  put  in  force.  If  the 
Vestiy  are  opposed  to  it,  it  is  not 
necessary  that  they  should  take  any 
further  aotien  in  the  matter,  and  the 
Bill  will  naturally  drop.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  the  ratepayers  have 
nobody  to  defend  their  interests.  Now, 
what  has  happened  ?  An  Amendment 
has  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bamstaple  Division  of  Devon- 
shire (Mr.  Ktt-Xewis).  [Mr.  Laboit- 
OHEBi :  It  has  not  been  moved  7^*1 
Well,  an  Amendment  has  been  pkced 
on  tiie  Paper,  which  the  promoters  hare 
declared  their  readiness  to  accept,  to  the 
effect  that  if  the  Vestry  propose  to  act 
on  the  power  which  the  Bill  confer^ 
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upon  them,  a  pUhisciU  of  the  ownere 
and  ratepayers  shall  be  taken.  I  con- 
fess that  I  do  not  see  hov  the  wishes  of 
the  ratepayers  could  be  better  consulted. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  what, 
in  the  Tiew  of  the  Committee,  was  the 
case  which  had  to  be  dealt  with.  In 
Bome  way  or  other  this  refuse  must  be 
disposed  of ;  and  it  was  admitted  on  all 
sides — even  by  those  who  gave  evidence 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill— that  the  diffl- 
oultj  of  doing  that  was  increasing^  very 
muah.  At  one  time  it  was  easy  to 
dispose  of,  and  the  refuse  itself  was 
Tamable:  bat  the  opposite  is  the  case 
now.  The  hon.  Member  talked  about 
the  interests  of  the  poor  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  rich;  but  can  he  be 
seriously  aware  that  under  the  propOBala 
contained  in  the  Bill  it  is  estimated  that, 
at  least,  £2,000  a-year  will  be  saved  to 
the  ratepayers  of  North  Kensington — 
the  people  whom,  he  says,  are  going  to 
be  so  much  injured  by  this  Bill?  What 
are  the  objections  of  which  we  hare 
beurd  so  much  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and  in  the  course  of  the  evidence 
which  was  given  upstairs?  The  hon. 
Ifember  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  carefully  abstained  from  entering 
into  details.  I  think  he  was  wise  in 
doing  so.  First  of  all,  he  said  Uiat  the 
destructor  it  is  proposed  to  erect  must 
^ve  oat  noziotu  gases.  All  I  can  say 
IB  that  the  sraentino  evidence,  given  by 
expert  after  expert,  and  never  in  an^ 
degree  shaken,  proved  beyond  the  possi- 
biltty  of  doubt  that  there  would  be  no 
escape  of  noxious  fumes  or  gases  at  all. 
The  hon.  HemberforEast  Donegal  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  told  the  House  that  it 
would  destroy  the  laundry  industry  of 
the  district.  I  asked  him  why  7  Ques- 
tion after  question  was  put  in  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  that  point,  but  we  failed  to 
discover  that  there  was  any  ground  for 
the  apprehension.  He  said  the  clothes 
mast  DO  injured  dast  and  the  escape 
of  smoke  and  noxious  gases ;  but  no 
such  escape  can  occur,  and  the  de- 
Btructor,  it  must  also  be  remembered,  is 
to  be  placed  in  the  centre  of  four  acres 
of  ground.  The  lefnse,  when  taken 
there,  will  be  immediately  put  under 
Qover,  and  shot  into  s  furnace ;  and  how 
dust  and  gas  are  to  escape  it  is  diffleult 
to  understand.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
give  the  subject  all  the  consideration  in 
my  power,  and  I  have  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  tbat  the  oppositioa  to  the 


Bill,  and  the  objections  which  have 
been  urged  against  it,  are  baseless,  and 
are  founded  either  on  prejudice  or  very 
imperfect  information.  Neither  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  nor  any  other 
hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  agunst  the 
Bill  has  gone  into  any  details,  or  at- 
tempted to  explain  in  what  way  the  in> 
juries  they  spmk  of  are  to  follow ;  and  I 
venture  to  submit  to  the  House,  in  justi- 
fication of  the  course  taken  by  the  CJom- 
mittee,  that  it  is  onlv  by  a  careful  study 
of  the  details  of  the  question  that  a 
right  appreciatioo  of  the  matter  can  be 
arrived  at.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neoessaiy 
to  detain  tiie  House  longer,  although  I 
might  say  a  great  deal  more  upon  the 
subject  if  it  were  necessary.  No  evidence 
of  any  other  site  being  available  for  the 
purpose  was  ofifered  to  the  Oommittee ; 
and  it  was  proved  that  the  proposed  site 
would  cost  a  gpreat  deal  less  than  any 
other.  It  was  further  proved,  beyond 
the  possibility  of  doubt,  by  the  evidence 
of  experts,  that  no  injury  would  resnlt 
from  the  escape  of  gas,  soot,  or  smoke. 
It  was  also  shown  that  in  the  case  of 
Manchester,  Birmingham,  Leeds,  and 
20  other  large  towns  which  I  could 
name,  where  these  destructors  are  in 
work,  they  are  found  to  answer  admi- 
rably, and  that  no  posuble  ii^niy  ean 
be  done.  Under  these  otroumstanoes,  I 
hope  the  House  will  support  the  detdmon 
of  the  Oommittee. 

Teb  FBE8IDE!NT  of  tbb  LOOAIi 
GOVmiNUENT  BOABD(Hr.BiTaEai) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  do  not 
intend  to  enter  into  the  question  whe- 
ther or  not  this  Bill  should  be  read  a 
third  time,  as  it  is  not  a  matter  that 
comes  under  the  Local  Gk>vemment 
Board  at  all,  except  that  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  have  given  their 
sanction  to  the  erection  of  destructors  in 
oth»  parts  of  the  country;  and  I  am 
informed  that,  so  far,  they  have  been 
working  admirably  well,  without  creat- 
ing any  nuisance  at  all.  It  must  also 
be  bome  in  mind  that  Olause  33  <d  tiie 
Bill  provides  that — 

« Ifottiing  in  this  Act  shall  ezonaate  the 
Yflstcy  from  any  indictment,  action,  or  oQwr 
^rooaedinir  for  nuisance  in  the  evnit  ot  any 
naiiaaoe  betng  caused  by  them." 

Whet  I  desire  to  say  has  reference  to 
the  clause  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bamstwle  Division  of  Devonshire 
^r.  Pitt-Lewis)  has  placed  on  the 
Paper,  to  provide  that  after  tbe  Bill  has 
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been  passed  a  poll  of  the  owners  and 
ratepajers  shall  oe  taken  before  it  can 
be  put  in  force.  I  would  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers seriously  to  consider  what  they  are 
about  to  do  before  they  vote  with  that 
intention  in  their  minds.  It  is  the  intro- 
ductum  of  an  entirely  new  principle  that 
powers  should  be  oonferred  upon  a 
*  Local  Authority,  and  at  the  same  time 
thAt  it  should  be  intended  that  the  Local 
Authority  Aonld  not  put  sooh  powers 
in  force  until  a  vote  of  the  inhabitants 
had  been  taken.  I  think  that  to  pass 
such  a  dause  would  be  to  establish  an 
exceedingly  bad  precedent  Ae  far  as 
I  know,  there  is  no  more  reason  why  a 
power  of  this  kind  should  require  the 
assent  of  the  inhabitants  than  any  other 
power  conferred  upon  the  Local  Au- 
thority. I  desire,  therefore,  to  ^int  out 
to  the  House  that  in  my  opinion  it  would 
be  bad  policy  for  the  House  to  assent  to 
a  clause  wbidi  says  that  in  the  event  of 
certain  powers  being  conferred  upon  the 
Local.  Authorities  under  certain  circum- 
stances tiiey  shall  not  be  exercised.   

Uajob  Oshbul  QOLDSWOBTHT 
(Hammersmith) :  I  would  ask  the  in- 
dulffenoe  of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes 
vhfle  I  explain  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  oppose  the  Bill.  My  constituents 
wiU  be  greatly  affected  by  it,  for  the 
locality  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  erect 
this  destructor  is  an  exceedingly  poor 
one.  It  is  close  to  the  parish  of  Ham- 
mersmith, near  Latymer  Bead.  During 
the  Session  before  last  I  attended  a 
large  public  meeting,  at  which  it  was 
decided  to  oppose  this  destructor,  and 
an  important  Petition,  very  numerously 
signed,  was  got  up  and  presented  to  this 
House  by  me.  Bo  poor,  however,  are 
the  inhabitants  of  the  district  that  they 
have  not  the  same  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing forward  scientific  evidence  as  the 
Kensington  Testry,  and  I  regret  to  say 
that,  in  consequence  of  my  having  been 
obliged  to  obUun  leave  from  this  House, 
I  was  prevented  from  attending  before 
the  Oommittee  and  giving  evidence  on 
behalf  of  my  constituents.  I  had  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Oommittee  would 
have  taken  into  consideration  the  feeling 
among  the  poorer  inhabitants  of  Ham- 
mersmith and  North  Kensington,  and 
the  fact  that  they  were  being  imposed 
upon  by  the  richer  people  of  South  Ken- 
sington. A  Beport  has  been  presented 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in  which 
they  state  that  the  refuse  will  be  de- 


stroyed at  a  distance  of  ha1f-a-mile  from 
the  parish  of  Hammersmith.  On  re- 
ceiving that  Beport,  I  went  down  to  the 
Sanitary  Inspector  and  he  told  me  dis- 
tinctly tbat  he  preferred  the  present  sys- 
tom,  as  far  as  Hammersmith  is  con- 
cerned, to  the  system  that  is  now  pro- 
posed to  be  substituted  for  it  He  told 
me  that  it  is  all  nonsense  to  say  that 
you  can  get  rid  of  these  gases ;  and, 
therefore,  on  behalf  of  Hammersmith, 
and  also  on  behalf  of  that  part  of  North 
Kensington  which  is  affected  by  the  Bill, 
I  eamestiy  implore  the  House  to  throw 
out  the  measure.  I  regret  that  we  have 
not  been  able  to  put  forward  the  soien- 
tifio  evidence  which  would  have  satisfied 
the  ri^t  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin) ;  but  I  may  say  that  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  (Mr.  Isaacs) 
to  whom  the  House  is  much  indebted  for 
what  has  been  done  in  regard  to  its 
sanitary  im|^vement,  and  who  is  a  resi- 
dent of  North  Kensington,  has  kindly 
told  me  that,  in  his  opinion,  tiie  effect 
of  having  this  destructor  will  be  most 
injurious  to  the  neighbourhood.  X  will 
leave  my  hon.  IViend  to  roeak  for  him- 
sdf,  for  he  is  fully  qnalined  to  inform 
the  House  on  the  subject  I  believe, 
however,  that  I  may  safely  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  House  in  the 
conviction  that  they  will  not  permit  the 
poor  ef  North  Kensington  and  Ham- 
mersmith to  appeal  to  them  in  vain. 
We  have  been  aued  what  is  to  be  done 
with  the  refuse.  I  see  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  put  in  barges  and  sent 
down  the  Biver. 

Mb.  ISAAOS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  GoTemmeot  Board  if  he  can 
inform  the  House  whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bamstntle  Division 
of  Devonshire  (Mr.  Pitt-Lewis)  being 
adopted,  the  Ijocal  Qoveminent  Board 
will  allow  it  to  form  part  and  panwl  of 
the  Bill,  because  I  gathered  from  his 
remarks  that  it  would  be  imprudent  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  allow  an 
innovation  of  that  kind  ?  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  avail  myself  of  the  invi- 
tation which  has  been  thrown  out  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hammer- 
smith (Major  General  Goldsworthy)  to 
stato  my  views  on  this  Bill,  because  they 
have  already  been  ably  expressed  by  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment. 
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Althongh  I  may  have  considerable  know- 
ledge aa  an  expert  in  this  matter,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  detain  the  House  with 
a  statement  of  those  views.  I  will  only 
say  that  I  fully  support  the  view  which 
has  been  taken  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Hammersmith,  because  I 
believe  that  the  parish  of  Eenriugton,  in 
which  I  rende,  has  acted  in  a  most 
sdfish  manner  in  regard  to  the  selection 
of  a  nte  for  the  destructor.  I  should  not 
have  objected  had  it  been  proposed  to 
put  up  this  objectionable  machinery  in 
the  centre  of  the  parish  itself,  but  to 
select  the  confines  of  the  parish,  and 
the  poorest  part  of  it,  where  numerous 
industries  are  being  carried  on,  which 
are  sure  to  suffer  from  this  structure, 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  most  selGsh 
principle  any  rich  parish  could  adopt.  I 
trust  the  House  will  take  this  view  of  the 
case,  and  will  say  that  the  rich  parish  of 
Kensington  slull  confine  its  operations 
to  its  own  parish,  and  shall  not  seek  to 
impose  a  nuisance  ou  the  adjoining 
parish  of  Hammersmitii.  I  shall  heartily 
nve  my  vote  for  the  r€||eati<ni  of  the 
Bill. 

But  ALGERNON  BOBTHWICE 
(Ken8ingt(ni,  8.) :  Pwhapa  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  in  consequence  of 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  treatment 
of  the  poor  by  the  rich.  Now  there  is 
no  such  question  involved  in  this  Bill. 
The  fact  is  that  the  whole  of  the  refuse 
of  South  Kensington  at  present  finds  its 
way  into  the  Thames  by  Ohelsea,  and 
will  continue  to  do  so.  North  Kensing- 
ton, however,  does  invade  a  neighbour- 
ing borough,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
sends  the  whole  of  its  refuse  to  Wood 
(^reen,  where  at  present  it  is  burned 
in  the  open.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  fbr  Hammersmith  (Major 
Ckneral  Goldsworthy)  seems  to  iiuar 
that  the  operation  of  tue  destructor  must 
necessarily  be  a  nuisance  in  the  netgh^ 
bourhood  in  which  it  is  erected.  I  can 
only  say  &at  I  have  been  down  to 
Whiteohapel  to  see  the  destructor  there. 
I  had  some  difficulty  in  finding  it,  and  it 
certainly  did  not  seem  to  be  a  very  great 
nuisance,  seeing  that  so  very  few  people 
knew  where  it  was.  When  I  succeeded 
in  finding  it,  I  made  it  my  business  to 
visit  the  small  shops  in  the  district.  I 
also  saw  a  score  of  children  playing 
about  the  streets  close  by,  and  in  answer 
to  my  questions  I  could  not  find  that  any 


one  complained  of  a  nuisance  or  hard- 
ship arising  from  the  existence  of  thu 
destructor.  I  hope  at  South  Kensington 
when  the  time  comes  we  may  have  a 
destructor  of  our  own.  At  the  same  time, 
I  may  say  with  regard  to  North  Kensing- 
ton that  the  site  which  has  been  selected 
is  at  present  a  brick-field — a  place  cer- 
tainly not  full  of  the  most  bbvouxj 
odours,  and  I  consider  that  if  the  Vestry 
are  permitted  to  put  up  its  destructor  it 
will  not  be  a  nuisance,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, will  prove  a  great  benefit  to  the 
ratepayers  and  the  poor  of  the''diBtrict. 

The  OHAIEMAN  or  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couhtnbt)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin)  :  I 
do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  because  the 
subject  has  been  practically  threshed  out. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newington  (Mr. 
Isaacs),  when  appealed  to  to  give  his 
opinion  as  to  the  scientific  aspect  of  the 
question,  very  wisely  declined  to  do  so. 
The  hon.  Member  gave  his  evidence 
before  the  Committee,  and  it  would 
have  been  a  very  bad  precedent  to  ap- 
peal from  those  who  heard  him  and  &e 
other  side  upstairs  to  tho  House  below. 
This  is  a  BUl  which  was  originally  pro- 
moted by  the  Vestry  of  Kensington,  and 
it  has  passed  through  Committees  of 
both  Houses.  It  has  come  down  now 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  proposal  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  that  it 
should  be  rejected  on  what  is  practi- 
cally the  third  reading.  Now,  I  confess 
that  I  have  heard  nothing  to  lead 
me  to  reject  tiie  omnion  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House.  No  doubt 
there  is  a  fact  which  to  some  extent  is 
material,  and  that  is  that  the  majority 
of  the  Vestry  which  originally  promoted 
the  BiU  are  at  present  opposed  to  it ; 
but  it  must  be  borne  iu  mmd  that  the 
BiU  onljr  g^ves  power  to  the  Vestry  to 
do  certain  things  permissively,  and  if 
hereafter  a  m^ority  of  the  Vestry 
should  object  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  put  it  into  operation  at  all. 
There  will  be  a  further  guarantee  in  the 
clause  which  is  suggested  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Barnstaple  Division  of  Devonshire  (Mr. 
Pitt- Lewis),  which  has  been  accepted  by 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill — namely,  tha^ 
even  If  there  should  be  in  future  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Vestry  in  &Tour  of  putting 
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the  sohemo  into  operation,  the  owners 
and  ratepaTers  may  be  appealed  to  by 
a  demand,  in  vriting.  signed  by  30 
members  of  the  Yestry  or  by  300  owners 
and  ratepayers  of  Kensington,  and  it 
will  then  be  necessary  to  te^e  a  poll  of 
the  inhabitants.  Now,  that  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  complete  and  emoaoious 
power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  in- 
habitants in  order  to  prevent  any  abuse. 
As  ^e  Bill  has  passed  through  the 
ordeal  not  only  of  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  but  of  the  House  of  Lords,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  voting  for  it 

Mb.  BIQGAR  (Oavan,  W.)  :  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Zincolnshire 
(Mr.  Ohaplin)  has  relied  very  steongly 
upon  the  evidenoe  of  expert  witoesses. 
I  wish  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  expert 
witnesses  are  the  most  unreliable  uiat 
can  be  obtained.  I  believe  that  if  it 
were  necessary  I  could  obtain  the  evi- 
dence of  experts  upon  every  side  of  an 
abstruse  question.  Of  course  the  coimsel 
for  the  promoters  know  exactly  what 
kind  of  expert  evidence  it  is  desirable 
to  call  on  their  own  side  of  the  question, 
and  they  take  care  that  no  other  experts 
are  submitted  for  examination,  I  may 
say  that  I  know  nothing  of  this  Bill; 
but  from  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the 
neighbourhood  in  which  it  is  proposed 
to  erect  this  destructor,  I  think  the 
Kensington  Vestry  have  selected  the 
very  worst  site  that  could  possiblv  be 
obtained.  The  briok-field  they  have 
proposed  to  take  is  situated  in  a  oom- 
plete  swamp,  and  the  lowest  ute  which 
could  have  been  found  in  the  whole 
district  has  been  pitched  upon.  I  am 
afraid  the  result  will  be  that,  if  this 
destructor  is  erected,  the  entire  district 
will  be  affected  by  the  fumes  of  the 
noxious  gases  thrown  out.  I  am  told 
that  the  original  promotion  of  the  Bill 
WB»  carried  in  the  Vestry  by  a  snap- 
divisicm  at  a  small  meeting,  but  that  at 
the  present  moment  there  is  a  vary  large 
majority  of  tiie  Veatiy  entir^  o^oaed 
to  the  project 

Question  put. 

The  House  Hfidtd  .-—Ayes  190 ;  Noes 
170  :  Majority  20.— (Div.  List,  No.  81.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agr§9i  to. 
Bill  MMwIfrMt. 

Mb.  PUT-LEWIS  (Devon,  Bam- 
Btaple)Jmoved  to  insert  the  foUowing 
clause: — 
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"  Ko  bnildingsor  machineiy  for  the  doctmo 
tion  by  oomboation  of  the  refoss  or  other 
msterialfl  from  streets  or  hooMB,  which  are 
meotioned  in  seotioD  four  hereof,  Bball  be  erected 
on  the  land  taken  onder  this  Act  unless  and 
until  a  resolution  that  building  and  machinery 
for  the  destmction  by  oombiutioa  of  saoh  refose 
and  materials  be  erected  on  the  stud  land  ahsll 
have  been  passed  by  the  Yestry,  at  a  special 
meeting  oonTeoed  for  that  par[MMe,  in  the 
manner  provided  by  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Acts,  which  meeting  shall  not  be  held 
before  the  first  day  of  Jane,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-sBTen,  and  shall  not  in  any 
year  be  held  at  any  time  between  the  fiftaenm 
day  of  July  and  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  Octo- 
ber. Provided  that^  if  within  fourteen  days 
after  the  pas^g  of  such  resolution,  a  demand 
in  writing,  signed  either  by  not  less  than  thirty 
members  of  the  Vestry  or  by  not  leas  than  three 
hundred  of  the  owners  and  ratepayers  of  the 
wuriah  of  Kensington,  that  the  qnesUon  shall 
De  decided  by  a  poll  of  the  owners  and  rate- 
payers of  the  puish  of  Eensing^ton,  shall  be 
served  on  the  Olerk  to  the  Vestry,  then  the 
question  whether  or  not  such  resolution  shall 
have  effect  shall  be  decided  b^  a  poll  of  owners 
and  ratepayers  of  Qua  said  parish  of  Kensington, 
such  poll  ihall  be  tdun  1^  vo^ng  papen.  with 
the  same  incidents  and  conditirau  (so  far  as 
applicable)  as  to  the  qualifications  of  voters  and 
scale  of  Toting,  as  to  notice  to  be  given  bv  the 
summoning  officer,  delivery,  filling  up,  and  col- 
lection of  voting  papers,  as  to  the  counting  of 
votes,  and  as  to  pnialties  for  nmleot  or  refusal 
to  comply  with  the  provisions  hereiit  incorpo- 
rated, as  are  contained  in  and  in  all  other  n- 
spects  so  far  as  practicable  in  the  same  way 
as  is  provided  by  Vba  Third  Uohedule  to  '  The 
Public  Health  Act,  1S76,'  with  respect  to  the 
taking  of  a  poll  of  owners  and  ratepayers. 
The  summoning  officer  for  the  purposes  of 
taking  such  poll  shall  be  the  Clerk  to  the 
Vestry.  The  expenses  of  any  poll  taken  under 
this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  be,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  twenty-four  hsreof,  ex- 
penses in  relation  to  this  A«t." 

New  Olause  (Oonsent  of  Yestiy  to 
erection  of  destructors, )  — {Mr.  Piii- 
Lewit,) — hrouffht  tip,  and  read,  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Olause  be  read  s  second 

time." 

Mb.  change  (Kilkenny,  S.)  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Db.  tanner  (dock  Co.,  Mid)  se- 
conded the  Motioo. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (iff, 
Chmce,) — put,  and  tugativtd. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  LOOAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Bxtohie)  (Tower  Hamlets,  St.  G^eorge's) : 
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I  really  must  protest,  notwithBtanding 
what  the  hon.  OmtleiiiAn  the  Cihainnan 
<A  Oonunittees  has  stated  in  reference  to 
this  cUose,  that  it  is  an  absolutely  new 
thing  to  confer  by  special  enactment 
power  upon  a  Local  Authority,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  say  that  that  power  is 
not  to  be  exercised  until  there  has  been 
an  opportunity  afforded  to  the  inha- 
bitants for  deciding  whether  it  is  to  be 
exercised  or  not.  There  are  many  cases 
in  which  the  Local  Authorities  cannot 
arail  themselTes  of  the  benefit  of  certain 
Statutes  —  as,  for  example,  the  Free 
Libraries  Act— without  first  consulting 
the  ratepayers ;  but,  so  far  as  I  know, 
there  is  not  a  single  instance  in  which  a 
Local  Authority  dealing  with  powers 
which  have  been  conferred  on  them  by 
Statute  have  had  imposed  on  them  the 
dot^  of  going  to  the  ratepayers  and 
asking  them  n>r  a  vote  as  to  whether  or 
not  those  powers  shall  be  exercised.  In 
my  opinion,  that  change  is  most  unde- 
sirable, and  there&re  X  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  The  circum- 
stances of  the  case  are  somewhat  pecu- 
liar, and  I  must  say  I  cannot  but  feel 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  touched  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance. It  is  one  of  those  matters  which, 
perhaps,  the  House  is  necessarily  ex- 
posed to  hare  raised  in  connection  with 
Private  Bills,  but  which  really  iuTolves 
public  principles.  Now  to  me  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  has  all  the 
appearance  of  a  startling  novelty,  that 
the  House,  in  granting  powers  to  a 
Local  Authority,  should  likewise  insert 
a  condition  that  the  Local  Authority 
should  go  before  its  ocmstituents  before 
it  can  De  allowed  to  exercise  those 
powers.  [Mr.  Coubtnet  :  That  is  not 
accurate.]  If  that  is  so,  I  am  glad  to 
hear  it.  Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Ohairman  of  Committees  will  hare  the 
goodness  to  explain  afterwards  the  exact 
position ;  but  I  must  say,  if  the  case 
were  as  I  have  represented  it,  I  think  it 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  precedent, 
and  would  go  far  to  make  the  House  of 
Oommons  responsible  for  all  the  abuse 
of  power,  or  misuse  of  power,  by  Local 
Authorities.  However,  I  am  glad  to  find 
from  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  case  is 
not  as  I  had  put  it.  At  the  same  time, 
I  think  there  should  be  a  dear  under- 
standing on  the  sabject. 

Jfr.  MUcitu 


Thb  OHATEMAN  op  COMMTTTEES 
(Mr.  Gouktsxt)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
The  state  of  the  case  is  this.  The  duty 
im^fled  upon  the  Yesti^  of  consalting 
their  constituents  is  not  imperative,  but 
only  in  the  event  of  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  Yestry  objecting  to  the  exercise  of 
the  powers.  In  that  case  it  is  proposed 
that  a  vote  of  ratepayers  shall  be  taken. 
I  think  that  is  a  material  alteration,  and 
I  cannot  discover  the  grave  objections 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site has  raised  against  that  limitetion, 
more  especially  as  there  is  an  analogous 
provision  in  tiie  Borough  Funds  Act, 
which  requires,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, the  sanction  of  the  constituency 
to  be  given  by  a  poll.  If  there  were 
a.  matter  of  doubt  it  might  deserve 
arguing;  but  I  do  not  feel  that  there 
can  be  the  slightest  doubt  in  the  matter, 
aod,  therefore,  I  fait  to  see  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoute  should 
oppose  the  ^use. 

Mb.  PITT-LEWIS  (Devon.  Barn- 
staple) :  As  I  dn^ed  the  Amendment, 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain  the 
peculiar  circumstences  of  the  case.  Of 
course,  I  was  aware  that  no  Vestry  has  a 
right  to  ask  from  Parliament  anything 
beyond  the  statutory  powers  it  is  entitled 
to  have.   I  have  already  stetod  that  the 
residents  of  the  parish  were  utterly  un- 
aware of  what  the  Testry  of  Kensington 
were  doing.    Happening  myself  to  ob- 
serve on  the  Papers  of  the  House  this 
innocent-looking  Bill,  called  the  "Ken- 
sington Yestry  Bill,"  I  obtained  a  copy 
of  it  at  the  Private  Bill  Office,  and 
found,  to  my  amazement,  what  it  was. 
I  bad  never  heard  of  it  before,  and  I 
immediately  took  action,  and  the  result 
was  that  as  soon  as  the  ooostituente 
found  out  what  the  Yestry  were  doing 
the  public  opinion  of  the  parish  was 
organized,   and  a   strong  Committee 
formed  to  oppose  the  Bill.   By  their 
exertions  they  succeeded  in  turning  out 
every  member  of  the  Yestir  who  came 
forward  to  support  the  Bill;  19  mem- 
bers who  went  out  had  been  supporting 
the  Bill,  but  the  20th  was  retained  be- 
cause he  had  behaved  properly  and  fariifl^^ 
opposed  it.   That  shows  that  the  oou- 
stituenoy  do  not  want  the  Bill.    It  is 
not  quite  accurate  to  say  that  no  prece- 
dent can  be  found  for  a  clause  of  this 
kind.   There  was  a  precedent  in  the 
case  of  the  St  Helen's  Improrement 
Bill,  in  which  exactly  the  same  thing  X 
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BOW  propose  wM  done.  In  that  case 
power  was  given  which  was  oidy  to  be 
ezeroised  in  a  certain  contingency.  If 
the  expenditure  was  likely  to  be  ex- 
ceeded, the  Local  Authorities  were  to  go 
back  to  the  coostituenoy  and  obtain  their 
consent.  The  effect  of  the  eompromise 
which  is  sufln^ested  by  the  present  clause 
is  that  the  vestry  will  be  enabled  to  buy 
the  land,  and  if  it  cannot  be  utilized  for 
the  erection  of  a  destructor,  they  will 
have  power  to  lay  it  out  as  a  recreation 
ground,  or  to  derote  it  to  other  parochial 
porposM.  Now,  the  erection  of  a  de- 
stmotor  is  a  new  thing,  and  I  think  it  is 
not  too  much  to  ask  that  the  Vestry, 
before  proceeding  with  such  an  erection, 
should  ascertain  whether  tbej  hare 
the  consent  of  the  inhabitants,  and 
whether  the  majority  of  the  owners  and 
ratepayers  are  desirous  of  exercising  the 
power  with  this  Bill  aanotitms.  I  think 
that  the  analogy  of  the  St.  Helen's  case 
is  perfect,  and  that  when  it  is  proposed  to 
go  beyond  ordinary  matters  it  should  be 
necessary  to  consult  the  constituents.  I 
believe  that  this  House  has  again  and 
again  adopted  the  principle.  For  in- 
stance, there  is  a  clause  in  the  Public 
Health  Act  under  which  fairs  and  markets 
oan  onl^  be  established  by  means  of  a 
proceeding  something  like  this;  and  there 
18  a  common  instance  in  the  case  of  the 
application  of  the  Free  Libraries  Act. 
That  Aet  cannot  be  adopted  without 
previously  obtaining  the  consent  of  the 
parish.  So  also  in  regard  to  the 
Borough  Funds  Act,  which  Act  indicates 
the  mode  in  which  the  opinion  of  the 
constituency  shall  be  obtained — namely, 
by  voting  papers.  I  have  adopted  the 
machinery  of  the  Borough  Funds  Act  in 
this  clause.  I  appeal  to  the  House  to 
accept  the  clause,  because  it  has  been 
accepted  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
and  is,  in  fact,  the  result  of  the  with- 
drawal of  a  considerable  amount  of  op- 
position.  Therefore,  under  the  very 

Culiar  cironmatances  of  the  case,  I 
^le  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
Qsntleman  opposite  will  allow  uie  clause 
to  pass.  UntU  the  President  of  the 
IjOosI  Government  Board  rose  a  few 
minutes  ago  and  expressed  the  disap- 
proval of  US  Government,  I  had  received 
no  intimation  that  it  was  intended  to 
throw  any  opposition  in  the  way  of  the 
eUuise. 

GoLonL  HASINS  (Bssez.  S.E.) :  I 
think  it  is  •  v«y  in^onvoiientproeeeding, 

TOXi.  OOOSXL   [thzkd  iBiu.] 


to  introduce  into  a  Private  Bill  any  new 

principle  affecting  our  local  legislation. 
I  was  glad  to  hear  the  remark  whidi 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  in  deprecation  of  this  clause. 
I  can  perfectly  well  understand  why  the 
clause  baa  received  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Oom* 
mittees  (Mr.  Courtney).  It  is  because  it 
is  the  introduction  of  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge  of  that  scheme  of  proportional 
representation  in  which  the  ngbt  hon. 
Member  takes  so  great  an  interest.  I 
think  that  if  we  are  going  to  deal  with 
questions  of  this  Kind  which  are 
questions  of  great  prindpl^  it  should  be 
done  by  means  of  a  Fuuio  Act  and  not 
by  a  clause  dragged  into  a  Private  Bill. 
I  hope  the  Hottso  will  reject  this 
clause. 

Sib  BOFEB  LETHBBIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  wish  to  support  the 
Amendment,  and  in  doing  so  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Membe»  have  probably  beon 
induced  to  vote  in  the  majority  in  the 
recent  Division  on  the  supposition  that  tbia 
Amendmeot  would  probably  be  accepted 
by  the  House.  Such  an  inducement 
was  certainly  held  out  to  hon.  Members. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Liskeard 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Courtney), 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin)—to  whose  powerful  and  clear 
speeches  I  have  no  doubt  the  success 
of  tiis  Bill  has  been  due — distinctly 
alleged  that  tlus  danse  had  been  put 
down,  and  stated  that  when  it  come  on  it 
would  remove  a  large  number  of  the 
objeotions  which  had  been  raisod  to  the 
Bill.  I  think  that  the  fact  of  this  danie 
being  on  the  Paper,  together  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
induced  many  hon.  Members  to  vote  as 
they  did  just  now,  and  to  constitute  the 
majtnity  of  20  ^  which  the  Amendment 
was  rejected.  This  clause  is  one  which 
does  not  in  eve^  respect  meet  all  the 
objections  whidi  are  felt  in  North 
Kensington  to  the  Bill  itself.  That  has 
been  pointed  out,  and  is,  I  think,  ad- 
mitted even  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
proposes  the  clause.  I  think  the  House 
ought  certainly  to  give  the  Vestry  of 
Kensington  and  the  ratepayers  of  Ken- 
singtcm  a  chance  of  reconsidering  their 
position.  Whether  they  will  exercise 
the  option  given  to  thorn  will  depend 
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Teiy  largely  on  the  amount  of  oonsoienoe 
that  may  be  developed  on  the  part  of  the 
ratepayers  of  South  Kensington  in 
regud  to  their  treatment  of  their 
poorer  neighbours  in  North  Kensington. 
For  my  own  part,  I  trust  that  their  oou- 
Boienoes  will  be  touched,  and,  therefore, 
I  urge  the  House  to  accept  the  clause. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  If  this  clause  introduced  any 
new  principle  I  should  regard  it  as  very 
serious,  and  a  matter  that  would  require 
further  and  careful  consideration ;  but 
I  do  not  understand  that  that  is  the  case, 
although  I  am  unable  to  state  the  fact  of 
my  own  knowledge.  I  am  informed, 
however,  that  the  same  principle  has 
already  been  embodied  in  other  Acts. 
It  is  quite  true  that  I  did  hold  out  this 
clause  as  an  inducement  to  the  House  to 
Tote  for  the  Bill,  and  I  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  promoters  had  agreed 
to  aooept  it.  Under  such  oiroumstanoes, 
I  BhaU  feel  bound  to  aoeept  it  myself. 
It  may  have  the  effect  of  induoing  the 
Yestiy  to  make  up  their  minds  more 
dearly  than  they  hare  hitherto  done. 

Majob-Gbnbeai,  QOLDSWORTHT 
(Hammersmith) :  The  clause  does  not 
remove  my  objection  to  the  Bill,  seeing 
that  it  proposes  that  the  question  shall 
be  decided  solely  by  the  vote  of  the  rato- 
payers  of  the  parish  of  Kensington. 
Now,  I  am  interested  for  the  parish  of 
Hammersmith— which  has  no  voice  in 
the  matter — and  therefore  I  feel  obliged 
to  veto  against  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northampton): 
I  am  the  representative  of  humanity. 
We  lost  the  last  Division  because  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Barnstaple  Divi- 
sion of  Devon^Ur.  Fitt<Lewis)  said  that, 
although  he  duapproved  of  the  Bill,  he 
should  veto  in  favour  of  it,  so  that  he 
mi^ht  put  in  this  dause.  Now,  I  am 
entirely  opposed  to  the  Bill  itsdf ,  fuid 
also  to  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man ;  and  I  am  opposed  to  the  clause 
because  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the 
highest  experience— the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)— says  that  it  raises  an  objection- 
able principle.  It  seems  to  me,  there- 
fore, tnat  we  ought,  as  practical  persons, 
to  voto  against  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  clause  having  been 
defeated,  then  take  a  Division  on  the 
Main  Question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
vill  then  voto  for  us,  because  he  said  he 
would  if  he  did  not  get  this  clause,  and 

Sir£oper  LtihMdg$ 


then  we  shall  do  all  we  can  to  throw  ont 
theBiU. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONKOB  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  I  regard  the  electionB  for 
Vestryman  which  ooooired  in  May  last 
as  deoicdve  of  the  question  locally,  so  far 
as  North  Kensington  is  concerned ;  but 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonshire  enables  the  whole  of  the 
people  of  the  parish  of  Kensington,  in- 
cluding North,  South,  East,  and  West, 
to  vote.  That  is  not,  I  think,  a  fair 
issue  to  raise,  seeing  that  the  people  who 
are  locally  concerned  are  those  who  are 
outside  South  Kensin^^ton.  I  am  an 
inhabitant  of  a  neighbouring  parish, 
and  I  shall  certainly  object,  whatover 
other  people  may  do.  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  interpo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
shire, who,  <^  course,  is  in  love  with  hia 
own  clause,  the  House  would  never  have 
been  induced  to  give  the  voto  they  did  a 
short  time  ago.  His  proposition  is  a 
pertectJy  inadmissible  propomtion,  and 
it  will  be  necessary  to  take  another  Divi- 
sion even  if  the  hon.  Member  peraista 
in  dividing  upon  the  clause. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrMd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Olause  be  added  to  the  BUI,"  put, 
and  fuffattved. 

An  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Q  USaTIONS. 

ACCOMMODATION  FOR  PKISOZTEBS 
AWAITING  TBIAL— SCOTLAND  AKD 
IRELAND. 

Sm  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Oastle)  asked  the  Seoreta^of 
Stote  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  recent  revelations 
respecting  the  very  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition of  the  accommodation  for  prisoners 
awaiting  trial  in  many  of  the  Court 
Houses  of  England  and  Wales,  the  Go- 
vernment will  institute  a  similar  offioud 
investigation  in  reference  to  the  Ooort 
Houses  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  7 

Thk  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E) :  I  have 
consulted  Uie  Lord  Advocate  and  ^e 
Irish  Government  on  this  subject,  and  I 
am  informed  by  them  that,  while  they 
are  not  aware  of  any  defldenoiea  in  the 
oooommodaluHi  far  laiamen  awaiting 
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trial  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  yet,  in 
order  that  any  public  anxiety  on  the 
anbject  may  be  allayed,  inquiry  will, 
neTerthelesa,  be  made,  and  I  will  com- 
monioate  the  reaulte  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
as  soon  as  they  are  receired. 

EDUCATION     DEPARTMENT  —  COR- 
PORAL PUNISHMENT  IN  ELEMEN- 
TART  SCHOOLS— NEWPORT  PAGNELL. 

Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Yioe  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
recent  inquest,  atNevport  Fagoell,  on  a 
boy  named  Hari7  Pack,  and  to  the  fol- 
lowing facts: — That  it  was  found  that 
Harry  Pack  had  died  from  inflammation 
of  the  membrane  of  the  brain;,  that  evi- 
dence was  given  that  the  assistant  master 
of  the  National  School  had  struck  Harry 
Pack  on  the  back  of  the  head  with  a 
ruler ;  that,  although  the  assistant 
master  stated  that  "he  was  certain  he 
did  not  strike  one  of  the  lads  with  a 
ruler,"  he  admitted  that  "he  had 
touched  them  with  his  hands ;  "  that  the 
jury  appended  to  their  verdict  the  rider — 

"  That,  thoQgh  there  is  not  Bufficient  evidence 
to  prove  to  the  jury  that  a  blow  had  been 
■truck,  they  wish  to  record  their  opinion  that 
corporal  pnoishment  in  schools  ahoold  not  in 
any  case  he  inflicted  by  say  other  than  the 
head  maater ; " 

and,  whether  he  will,  in  view  of  such 
cases,  further  strengthen  the  Bevised 
Instructions  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
of  Schools  on  the  subject  of  corporal 
jnnushment,  and  take  any  further  steps 
necessary  to  prevent  corporal  punish- 
ment bang  inflicted  by  assistant  masters, 
and  espet^lly  to  prevent  punishment  in 
tihe  fDrm  of  blows  on  the  heads  of  ohil- 
drenf 

ThsTIOE  PBESn>ENT(Sir  Wilcuh 
Habt  Dm)  (Kent,  Dartfont) :  Hy  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  desire  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  present  In- 
structions to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
contain  an  expression  of  opinion  pre- 
isely  similar  to  that  placed  on  record 
by  the  jury.  Where  such  a  rule  is  not 
observed,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Inspector  to  take  it  into  consideration 
in  assessing  the  "merit"  grant;  and 
in  gross  cases  it  would  be  competent  ior 
the  Department  to  suspend  the  certifi- 
cate, or  refuse  all  recognition  of  the 
-toaohor. 


INLAND  REVENUE-INCOME  TAX  IN 
CHAMBERS  OF  COMMERCE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  Mr«  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce  are  being  assessed  for 
duty  upon  their  income,  which  is  pro- 
vided by  voluntary  contributions,  in  the 
interests  of  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country ;  and  if,  having  regard  to 
section  II,  sub-Bection  6,  of  "  The  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1885," 
this  is  a  legal  or  proper  assessment? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Under  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Act  of  1 885  a  duty 
is  levied — with  certain  exceptions — in 
respect  of  all  real  and  personiu  property 
belonging  to  any  body,  corporate  or  in- 
corporate ;  but  it  is  not  leviable  if  such 
property  be  acquired  out  of  funds  volun- 
tarily contributed.  It  is  held  that  annual 
subscriptions  to  Chambers  of  Commerce 
do  not  constitute  property,  real  or  per- 
sonal, within  the  meaning  of  the  Act ; 
and,  therefore,  no  duty  is  levied  on 
Chambers  of  Commerce  in  respect  of 
their  income  derived  from  such  subscrip- 
tions. On  the  other  hand,  the  subscrip- 
tions are  not  regarded  as  voluntary  in 
the  sense  in  which  the  word  is  used  in 
the  Act ;  and,  consequently,  in  the  few 
cases  where  the  subscriptions  have  been 
invested  in  real  or  personal  property, 
the  income  derived  from  such  investment 
has  been  brought  into  assessment.  A 
case  involving  the  legal  interpretation 
of  the  term  "voluntary"  is  now  pending 
in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  a 
dednon  is  shortly  expected. 

aVTL  ESTABLISH  MENTS-THE  COM- 
MISSIONERS. SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  fRASEB-MAOEINTOSH  (In- 
vemesB-shire)  asked  ^e  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Wnether  the  Commissioners 
on  Civil  Establishments  are  to  hold  sit- 
tings in  Scotland ;  and,  if  so,  how  soon 
they  may  be  expected  in  Edinburgh  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  unable  to  give  a 
definite  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  As  he  is  aware,  a  visit  to 
Scotland  does  not  rest  with  the  Treasury, 
but  with  the  RotbI  Commission  itself ; 
but  I  am  informed  that  the  Oivil  Estab- 
lishments OtmuniaaianeiB  nu^i  j^bably, 
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before  (xmclading  tKeir  inquiry,  find  it 
necesaary  to  visit  Scotland,  but  the  date 
of  such  visit,  if  it  is  eventually  made, 
cannot  be  fixed  at  present. 

SOOTLAITD-SABINE  OFFIOE,  EDIN- 
BUBGH. 

Ma.  FBASEB.MAOEIKTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  If  there  be  no 
separate  Account  shoving  a  surplus  of 
revenue  in  the  Sasine  Office,  Edinburgh, 
as  recently  stated  by  him,  upon  what 
data  did  Uie  Treasury  authorize  the  re- 
duction, in  18B5,  of  the  fees  of  searching 
in  the  Oeneral  Begister  of  Sasines ;  whe- 
ther such  reduction  of  fees  has  not  caused 
a  deficit  against  the  Office  ;  and,  out  of 
what  funds  is  that  deficit  met  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  data  upon  which  the 
Treasury  reduced,  in  1865,  the  fees  for 
searching  in  the  Oeneral  Begister  of 
Sasines  had  no  direct  reference  to  the 
amounts  previously  collected.  The  chief 
reasons  for  the  reduction  in  16S5  were 
that  the  high  rates  previously  charged 
operated  to  some  extent  as  an  impedi- 
ment against  using  searches,  and  that  a 
considerable  reda^on  in  the  rates  would 
bring  searches  tot  inoumbranoes  into 
more  general  use,  and  operate  as  a 
security  and  eonvenienoe  to  the  public. 
The  amount  of  fees  received  for  searches 
has  been  less  since  the  reduction  than 
previously ;  but  the  orders  for  searches 
are  now  increasiug  in  number,  and  it  is 
anticipated  that  the  annual  amounts  re- 
ceived at  the  reduced  rate  wUI  ultimately 
exceed  the  amounts  previously  drawn  at 
the  higher  rates.  The  fees  received  are 
paid  over  to  the  Exchequer,  and  no  fund 
IS  charged  with  the  deficiency.  The 
whole  Siarges  applicable  to  the  Begis- 
trar  House  are  de&ayed  from  Votes  of 
Parliament. 

SOOTLANS— GENERAL  BEGISTER 

HOUSE,  EDINBURGH. 

Me.  FEASEE-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
vemess-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  the  reduction  fees  for  Searchers 
in  the  General  Begister  House,  Edin- 
burgh, gazetted  6th  October,  1885,  was 
laid  before  The  Lord  President,  Lord 
Olerk  Begistw,  Ix>rd  Advocate,  and 
Lord  Justice  Clerk,  in  terms  of  Section 
25  of  the  Act  31  &  32  Vici.  e.  64. 


Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonau))  (Edinbuivh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities) :  document  was 
laid  before  these  officials.  As  regards 
Ihe  Lord  Presidenti  the  Lord  Justice 
Clerk,  and  Uie  Lend  Advocate,  their 
attention  was  not  called  to  any  spedal 
matter  contained  in  Hie  doonment,  whieh 
was  simply  transmitted  to  them  for  ng- 
natnre  in  ordinary  oourse. 

BCOTLAND-SASINE  OFFICE, 
EDIKBUBGH. 

Me.  FBA8ER-MA0KINT0SH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  there  is  no 
separate  account  kept  of  the  Bevenue 
and  Expenditure  of  the  Sanne  Office, 
Edinburgh ;  if  he  will  state  from  what 
source  did  the  Crown  Agent  for  Soot- 
land  prepare  the  Betum  of  Bevenue 
and  Expenditure  of  the  Sasine  Office, 
presented  to  Parliament  in  Augurt, 
1S77,  and  are  the  same  means  stiU  in 
existoioe ;  if  they  are,  will  he  cause  (he 
Betum  of  1877  to  be  brought  down  to 
1886-7  ;  and,  what  means  ne  possesses 
of  ascertaining  that  the  fees  drawn  are 
not  greater  than  may  reasonably  be  held 
sufficient  for  defraying  the  expenses  of 
the  Department,  as  provided  for  by  Sec- 
tion 25  of  «  The  Land  Begister  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1868?" 

Thb  SEOEETAIIT  to  thb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said:  Separate  sub-heads  of 
Votes  and  accounts  for  each  of  the 
several  offices  of  the  Begister  House 
have  been  discontinued  since  1862-3,  in 
accordance  with  the  Beport  of  a  De- 
partmental Committee  on  the  Begister 
House.  The  Betum  presented  in  1877 
of  the  Crown  Agent  was  prepared  by 
the  Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Ite- 
membranoer  fxom  information  reoaved 
partly  from  other  Departments  and 
partly  through  the  books  of  his  own  De- 
partment, which  then  contained  separate 
accounts  for  the  Sasine  Office.  I  am  in- 
formed that,  though  theseparate  accounts 
are  no  longer  kept,  yet  from  memoranda 
as  to  the  amount  of  stamps  cancelled 
in  each  Department,  a  similar  Betum 
brought  down  to  1 886-7  can  be  prepared 
with  approximate  accuracy ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  move  for  it  after  the 
Slst  instant,  there  will  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  giving 
it.  Tho  Treasury  beUore  (bat  the  feea 
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are  not  more  than  sufficient  to  cover  the 
whole  cost  of  the  Department. 

EAILWATS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
TOTON  SIDTNOS  ON  THE  MIDLAND 
BAILWAT. 

Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Q^ade,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  given  to  the 
mode  of  working  at  Totoa  eidiogs  on  the 
Midland  Bailway;  and,  whether  it  is 
true  that  at  the  north  end  there  are  nine 
roads  without  fixed  signals,  and  that  the 
only  signals  given  are  given  by  hand  or 
by  lamp ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any  oom- 
munioation  has  been,  or  will  be,  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Company 
on  the  subject  ? 

Thb  8E0RETABY  (Baron  Henbt  Dx 
WoBKs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The 
oonneotiona  betweea  the  ndinva  and  the 
main  line  atToton  on  the  Midhmd  Bail- 
way  were  inspeoted  and  anthorixed  to 
be  opened  in  1882.  There  are  nine 
ridings  at  the  north  end ;  but  the  in- 
speetion  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
only  related  to  the  connections  between 
them  and  the  passenger  lines.  It  is  not 
necessary,  nnoer  the  Begnlation  of  Bail- 
ways  Acta,  nor  is  it  usual,  that  an  in- 
spection should  be  made  of  the  arrange- 
ments in  the  yards  for  working  or  sig- 
nidling  such  sidings.  It  is,  however, 
usual  and  preferable  to  work  such 
sidings  in  the  yards  from  a  separate 
box,  and  not  by  hand  signalling. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOTIBS  (IRE- 
LAND)—WORKS  AT  ORET8T0NES. 
Mb.  SEXTONCBelfaat,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
W.  J.  Oobbbt)  (Wieklow,  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  is  aware  that  little  or  nothing  is 
being  done  towards  the  completion  of 
the  harbour  works  at  Grejstones ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  term  of  the  con- 
tract expired  on  1st  November  last,  and 
that  it  was  then  stated  1h.e  work  would 
be  finished  by  May  next ;  whether  he  is 
aware  tluit  the  fishermen  have  no  shelter 
for  their  boats ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  any  steps  with  a  view  to  the  com- 
pletion of  tiie  harbour  in  a  reasonable 
time  f 

Tm  BECKETAST  fMr.  7aoksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  sm  £«iflMdi!^<^J 

The  pneent  c  j 
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work.  (*i)  The  original  contract  ex- 
pired on  the  first  of  November ; 
the  present  one  will  expire  on  the  1  at 
of  May  next,  but  no  statement  was 
made  that  the  works  would  be  finished 
on  that  day.  (S)  The  works  do  not  inter- 
fere with  the  shelter  previously  exist- 
iog,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  aware  that, 
so  far  as  the  funds  available  allow,  the 
additional  shelter  asked  for  by  the  fisher- 
men will  bo  provided.  (4)  I  am  in- 
formed that  every  efifort  is  being,  and 
will  be,  made  to  hasten  the  completion 
not  only  of  the  works  originally  do- 
ted, but  of  the  additional  shelter  to 
which  I  have  jnst  referred. 

LABOTTRERS  {IRELAND)  ACTS,  1886-6— 
■RETURN. 

Mb.  SEXTONfBelfast,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
W.  J.  Cokbet)  (Wieklow,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  as  President  of  the  Irish 
Local  (Government  Board,  If  he  will 
give  a  Betum  showing  the  working  of 
the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  1885-6, 
from  the  oommenoement  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  ^viag  the  number  of  cottages 
ereotedi  ud  the  axpenses  ooimected 
therewith  ? 

Tbx  CHIEF  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Baxjvttb)  (Manchester,  E.):  Betums 
giving  the  information  as  to  the  working 
of  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  up  to 
the  end  of  last  March  are  already  before 
the  House  in  the  Annual  Beport  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  they  will 
be  continued  to  the  end  of  the  present 
month  in  the  Board's  next  Annual  Be- 
port, which  is  in  course  of  preparation. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  hon. 
Member  will  probably  agree  with  me 
that  nothing  would  be  ^ned  by  laying 
a  special  Betum  on  the  Table. 

ROTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULABT— HILL. 
TOWN. 

OoLonx  NOLAN  (Galway.  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  a  large  force  of 
Oonstabnlaiy,  accompanied  by  the 
Coun^  and  District  Inspector,  was 
drafted  into  MiUtown  on  the  6Ui  and 
7th  instant ;  if  such  a  large  force  was 
necessary ;  and,  if  its  presence  there  will 
entul  any  expenditure  on  the  barony  or 
on  the  Oonn^  of  Galway  ? 

TBI  OHAflBPBETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bi£Foint)  (liMtiMtflr,  E.) :  Beferenoe 
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to  the  looalitj  mentioned  has  been  made 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  the  informa- 
tion asked  for ;  but  there  has  not  been 
time  for  the  receipt  of  a  repljr. 

EOYAL  IRISH  OOKSTABTTLABT— MB.  J. 
M'NULTY.  OF  LOTJGHGLTNN. 
Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, inasmuch  as  the  prosecution  of 
Mr.  J.  M'Nulty,  of  Loughglynn,  has 
been  abandoaed  by  the  GoTerument, 
the  money  taken  forcibly  and  without 
warrant  from  his  person  by  Sergeant 
"Wharton,  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, has  been  restored  to  M'Nulty ; 
and,  if  not,  hov  soon  this  will  be 
done? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balpoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  under- 
stand  that,  the  Crown  haviog  decided 
not  to  proceed  with  the  prosecution,  and 
the  Assizes  for  the  County  of  Ros- 
common being  over,  the  money  will  be 
returned  to  the  person  from  whose 
custody  it  was  taken. 

ROYAL  IRISH  COKSTABULARY-HEAD 
C0K8TABLE  O'HALLORAN,  OF  ENKIS. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  tho 
case  of  Head  Constable  O'Halloran,  of 
Ennis,  Whether  the  present  Inspector 
General  of  Irish  Constabulary,  when 
a  Divisional  Magistrate,  forbade  the 
Head  Constable  to  visit  the  district  of 
Teakle  (where  be  had  been  stationed), 
on  the  ground  that  his  visits  there  were 
succeeded  by  crime  and  outrage ;  whether 
the  late  County  Inspector  of  Clare  made 
a  like  order  for  an  identical  reason; 
whether,  during  the  time  when  Head 
Constable  O'Huloran  was  quartered  in 
the  district  of  Teakle,  disorder  and  crime 
prevailed  there ;  and,  whether  the  dis- 
trict had  been  peaceable  and  free  from 
crime  before  his  arrival,  and  again 
became  so  after  his  departure ;  whether 
the  Irish  Government  have  had  brought 
to  their  notice  the  dying  deposition  of  a 
man  named  Slaltsry,  accusing  Head 
Constable  O'Halloran  of  having  induced 
him  to  procure  a  witness  to  give  false 
evidence  against  the  brothers  Delahunty, 
now  suffering  penal  servitude  for  life ; 
whetherinquiry  has  been  made  of  Patrick 
Loughrey,  &i  to  his  declaration  that 
Head  Constable  O'Halloran  gave  him 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


£10  to  induce  Mm  to  procure  the  com- 
mission of  crime ;  whether  inquiry  has 
been  made,  or  wUl  be  made,  into  the 
charge  that  Head  Constable  O'Hallorao 
forged  a  letter,  in  the  name  of  ths  Mem- 
ber for  East  Clare,  enclosing  the  £10 
note ;  and,  whether  the  £  10  notegiren  by 
Head  Constable  O'Halloran  to  Patrick 
Loughrey  had  been  supplied  to  the 
Head  Constable,  or  was  repaid  to  him, 
out  of  any  public  fund;  and,  if  so,  out 
of  what  fund,  and  to  what  official  the 
money  may  be  returned  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I 
am  informed  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
the  allegations  in  the  first  three  pus- 
graphs  of  tbe  ^lestion.  The  decUiation 
made  by  Slatten^  was  un^  tbe  ooa- 
sideration  both  of  Earl  Spencer  and  the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon  when  holdtog  the 
Office  of  Viceroy  of  Ireland.  Th^  both 
fully  iuvestigated  the  statemeots  nude 
therein,  and  neither  of  them  saw  any 
reason  to  take  any  action  in  oonseqaenoa 
of  them.  No  such  inquiry  has  been 
made,  or  will  be  made,  as  is  suggsstad 
in  the  fifth  and  sixth  paragraphs  of  the 
Question.  The  circumstances  onder 
which  the  Head  Constable  used  an 
assumed  name  do  not  in  any  way  sup- 
port the  construction  attempted  to  be  pnt 
upon  them.  I  cannot  mue  any  state- 
ment as  to  what  source  the  money  came 
from.  It  is  open  to  Loughrey  to  retora 
it  to  the  Head  Constable  if,  as  is  probable, 
he  thinks  he  has  no  right  to  keep  it. 

Mb.  aEXTON :  As  the  money  wsi 
abstraoted  from  the  public  purse,  aodai 
I  have  the  £10  note  hrae,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  name  the  offioial  to 
whom  it  should  be  returned  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  le 
very  happy  to  receive  it  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

EGYPT  (FINANCE,  4o.)- REFUNDISO 
THE  FIVE  PEE  CENT.  COUPON  TAX- 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  has  instractod 
the  Caisse  of  the  debt  to  commence  re- 
funding the  Five  per  Cent  Coupon  Tax ; 
and,  if  so,  how  soon  he  can  nndtfttke 
to  lay  before  the  House  Papers  con- 
taining the  facts  on  which  this  deoisioB 
was  arrived  at  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  8E0SETABT  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jaxbs  Fxaonssoii}  (Uu- 
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cheater,  N.E.):  Her  MajMty'a  Govern- 
ment have  been  informed  by  telegraph 
that  instructions  have  been  given  by  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  theOaisseto  re- 
fund the  Five  ^er  Gent  Oonpon  Tax.  A 
despatch  on  thisanbject  viltbe  included 
in  me  Papers  now  about  to  be  presented 
to  Parliament,  and  farther  statements  of 
the  acoonnta  will  be  added  when  received. 
I  may,  in  the  meantime,  state  that  it 
has  been  known  for  some  time  that  the 
fiinds  in  the  hands  of  the  Ousse  to  be 
applied  to  this  purpose,  acoording  to 
Amde  31  of  the  Decree  of  July,  27, 
1885,  were  more  than  suffloient. 

UETEOROLOGIOAL  OFFICIAL  REFOBT 
-WEATHEU  F0BE0AST8. 

Ur.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
asked  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether,  considering  the  ad- 
vantage such  information  would  prove 
to  farmers  and  others,  he  will  cause  the 
lateet  available  weather  forecast  to  be 
daily  exhibited  at  all  post  offices 
throughout  the  country? 

Tra  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
RuKBa)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
have  been  requested  by  my  right  hon, 
Friend  the  Gfaanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  to  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  believe  that  the 
desired  object  can  be  secured,  inasmuch 
as  the  Meteorological  Office  is  willing  to 
supply  the  foreoasto  at  a  nominal  charge 
to  anyone  who  is  willing  to  pay  the 
expense  of  telegraphing,  wbuui  need 
raraly  be  more  than  M.  for  each 
meaaage.  If  the  persona  interested  in 
forecasts  in  each  town  or  district  jointly 
aubscrihed,  the  expense  to  each  would 
be  inconsiderable ;  and  there  will  be  no 
objection  to  the  exhibition  of  foreoaets 
at  the  local  post  offices,  provided  space 
is  available,  if  the  persons  to  whom  the 
telegrams  were  addressed  desire  them 
to  be  so  exhilnted,  instead  of  being 
delivered. 

FUNDS  IN  CHANCERY. 

Ub.  E.  BOBEBTuON  (Dundee)  asked 
tiie  Secretary  to  the  l^asury,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recently  published  list  of 
Ohancery  and  other  funds  wluoh  have 
not  been  dealt  with  for  16  years,  Whe- 
ther he  can  state  the  total  amount  of  the 
balances  standing  to  the  credit  of  the 
accounts;  whether  the  whole  of  this 
money^has  been  unclaimed  during  the 
poiod  mentioned ;  and,  whether,  having 
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regard  to  the  prevailtDg  misconception 
as  to  the  amount  of  these  funds,  he  will 
consider  the  propriefy  of  publishing 
additional  information,  showing  the 
balance  on  each  account,  the  order  of 
Court  affecting  the  account,  and  such 
other  particulars  as  it  may  be  practicable 
to  publish  ? 

The  SECRETABT  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  total  amount  of  the 
balances  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  about  £1,000,000 ;  andthenum- 
ber  of  the  separate  accounts  to  which 
these  balances  relate  is  about  8,000, 
showing  an  average  balance  of  be^een 
£300  and  £400.  The  whole  amount 
represented  has  been  unclaimed  not  less 
than  15  years.  There  have,  however, 
been  constant  applications  during  the 
period  for  information  in  regard  to  many 
of  these  accounts ;  but  no  claims  have 
been  substantiated  resulting  in  any 
order  of  the  Court  for  the  disposal  of  any 
part  of  the  funds.  In  the  recent  publica- 
tion of  the  list  additional  information  of 
a  general  nature  has  been  given  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  a  large  amount  of 
misconception  which  appears  to  prevail 
with  regard  to  the  magnitude  of  these 
unclaimed  funds.  Thus,  as  stated  in  The 
Gazette,  out  of  the  whole  of  the  accounts 
cited  in  the  list  only  l-19th  of  the 
balances  exceed  £1,000,  and  only  one- 
third  exceed  £100.  The  Treasury  is  of 
opinion  that  the  extended  information 
given  to  the  public  with  the  list  juat 
pnbliahed  is  sufficient  for  the  object  in 
view,  and  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  give 
further  details. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)  —  UFFOBD 

ASSIZES-HANNAH  O'DONNELL. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  in- 
formation before,  and  the  evidence  at, 
the  trial  of  Hannah  O'Donnell,  at 
Lifford  Assizes,  for  alleged  forcible 
entry,  and  the  informations  in  several 
similar  cases,  disdose  the  fact  that  the 
police  entered  the  houses  of  the  defen- 
dants, interrogated  the  inmates,  asked 
them  to  quit,  and  that,  for  over  a  month, 
they  had  been  watching  the  houses  from 
which  these  defendants  had  beenevicted ; 
whether  the  houses  were  for  moat  of  that 
time  lying  open ;  whether  any  bailiff  or 
other  person,  on  behalf  of  the  landlord, 
was  in  poBsesaion,  or  watohing  the 
houses;  whether  anything  was  d||A 
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from  the  day  of  the  eriotion  by  the  land- 
lord to  secore  the  posseesion ;  whether 
the  houses  were  boilt  by  the  tenants ; 
whether  their  lime  for  redemption,  after 
eviction,  had  expired ;  whether  the  poUoe 
reoaive  any  remuneration  for  their  ser- 
tIoos  from  the  landlord  in  such  cases ; 
whether  Sergeant  Mahony  was  directed 
by  the  Lord  Ohief  Baron  to  say  if  he 
had  a  Oircnlar  of  Instructions  for  doing 
aa  above,  and  whether  he  claimed  privi- 
lege for  not  producing  it  through  claim- 
ing that  he  acted  nnd&t  a  Oircular 
issued  several  years  before ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  call  for  further  explanations 
as  to  this  case  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauocb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Answers  to 
these  several  details  as  to  alleged 
matters  of  fact  cannot  be  given  without 
reftoouw  to  the  locality,  for  whidi  the 
hon.  Hember  has  allowed  no  oppor- 
tunity. 

Ma.  O'DOHSBTY :  Is  not  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gtenileman  aware  that  the  Qaestion 
fqtpeaied  substantially  in  another  totm 
nearly  a  week  ago  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BMjFOTIB:  The  Question 
appeared  in  so  substantially  another 
form  that  no  part  of  it  resembled  the 
Question  now  on  the  Paper.  I  did  an- 
swer, as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  former 
Question. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENQLAKD  AND 
WALES)- PROTRACTION  OF  ASSIZES 
—QUARTER  SESSIONS. 
Ma.  ADDISON  (Aehton-under-Lyne) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  hia  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  great  waste 
of  judicial  time,  the  undue  protraction 
of  the  Aesixes  in  populous  places,  and 
the  heavy  expenaes  thrown  upon  the 
country  by  a  practice  introdnoed  of  re- 
cant years,  wlwreby  the  Judges  of  Assize 
try  prisoner!  committed  by  the  mag^s- 
tratOB  to  take  their  trial  at  Quarter  or 
Adjourned  Sessions  of  the  Peace ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  ancient  form  of 
the  Oommiaeiou  of  Assize  for  the  Oounly 
of  Lancaster  was  altered  a  few  years  ago, 
to  enable  this  change  to  be  effected,  and 
that  Grand  Juries  in  Lancashire  have 
made  presentments  against  the  new 
system ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
(Government  are  prepared,  by  legislation 
or  otherwise,  to  procure  that  prisoners 
committed  to  take  their  trial  at  Quarter 


or  Adjourned  Sesriona  of  the  Peace 
should  (unless  othwwise  roeoi^y  or- 
dered) be  tried  there,  and  not  else- 
where ? 

Tbb  SEOBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 

IdjLTTHEws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
whole  of  this  subject,  including  not 
only  the  times  and  places  of  holding  the 
Oriminal  Assizes,  but  also  the  times  for 
holding  Sessions,  has  been  for  some  time 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Committee 
of  the  Judges,  at  the  request  of  theliord 
Ohancellor  and  the  CViunoil  of  the  Su- 
preme Court.  Their  Beport  is  very  soon 
expected,  and  will  receive  inunedtate 
attention. 

ROTAL  IRISH  00N8TABUX.ABT— DIS- 
CREPANOT  IN  AHOUNTS  OP  EX- 
PENDITURE. 

Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.B., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  Ohictf  Seoretaty  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wia- 
ther  he  can  ex]^ain  the  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  sum  of  £1,411,539,  given  in 
Betnxn  28,  printed  11th  February,  1887, 
as  the  total  expenditure  on  the  Boy^ 
Irish  Oonstabulary  for  the  year  ended 
3Ut  March,  I8U6,  and  the  sum  of 
£1,387,169,  given  in  the  Appropria- 
tion Accounts,  Oivil  Service  'Eatimatm, 
Class  3,  Vote  29,  p.  342,  as  the  total  ex- 
penditure on  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary for  the  same  period ;  and,  if  the 
sum  in  the  Betum  is  inoorreot,  whe- 
ther he  will  cause  a  fresh  one  to  be 
made  ? 

Thb  OHIEF  8ECEETABT(Mp.A.J. 
Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  There  is  no 
real  discrepancy  between  these  Betuma. 
The  difference  falls  almost  entirely  under 
the  head  of  the  cost  of  barracks,  and  is 
caused  by  the  &et  that  in  the  Appropria- 
tion AooountB  credit  is  given  for  the  sums 
repud  by  membras  of  the  Force  for 
lodg^g  aooommodation ;  while  in.  the 
special  Betum  prepared  last  August  the 
gross  rent  of  barracks  is  included,  as  the 
Inspector  General  believed  that  to  be  in 
conformity  with  the  intention  of  the  Be- 
tum. There  are  also  some  smaller  items, 
chiefly  under  the  head  of  pensions  paid 
in  the  Colonies,  as  to  which  the  neoea- 
sary  documents  had  not  been  received 
from  abroad  when  the  Beturn  was  pre- 
ared.  I  ehaU  be  happy  to  give  the 
on.  Member  the  detailed  figures,  if  he 
wishes  to  see  thenx^ 
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POST  OFFICE-THE  POSTAL  UNION— 
THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbary)  asked  the  PostmaBter  Gheneral, 
in  reference  to  his  recommendation  to 
the  Australian  Colonies  to  join  the  Postal 
Union,  Is  he  aware  that  the  postage  to 
India,  which  is  only  half  war  to  Ans- 
tralia,  is  bd.,  though  it  is  in  the  Postal 
Union;  what  ^araatee  hare  we  that, 
if  the  Auatrahan  Odonies  joined  the 
Postal  Union,  the  charges  would  be  i«- 
dneed,  and  better  ratea  obtained  than 
now  exists  to  India;  and,  is  it  a  fact 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  BriHsh  Oountries 
and  Colonies  which  have  joined  the 
Union  are  chained  for  postage  5d.  at  Ad. 
from  Great  Britain,  and  2^.  from  France, 
Qermanr,  or  Italy  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
f  Mr.  Raiebs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  ^stage  of  a  letter  to  India  is  5d., 
and  if  the  Australian  Colonies  joined  the 
Postal  Union  they  would  probably  adopt 
the  same  charge  for  their  letters  to 
Europe.  To  moat  of  the  British  Colonies 
which  are  members  of  the  Postal  Union 
the  charge  for  a  letter  from  England  is 
Ad.  or  bd\  because  beyond  the  funda- 
mental union  rate  of  Si<7.,  the  British 
Post  Office  ohaiges  an  extra  rate  lor  sea 
or  foreign  touisit.  Italy  chaises,  at  we 
do,  a  surtax  of  \^d.,  in  addition  to  tihe 
fundamental  nnion  rate,  for  all  lettera 
sent  to  places  beyond  sea.  But  France 
and  Germany,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
right  to  levy  or  not  to  levy  the  sea  surtax, 
limit  their  charge  to  the  rate  of  2\d.  to 
all  countries  of  the  Union.  The  French 
and  German  GbTemments  pay  much 
higher  subsidies  relatively  for  their 
Packet  Services  than  the  British  Go- 
Temment  do.  The  considerable  loss 
in  point  of  postal  revenue  consequent 
thereon  must  be  thrown  on  the  tax- 
payers of  each  country,  an  arrangement 
wlucb  I  apprehend  would  not  be  a  gene- 
rally welcome  innovation  in  our  fiscal 
^yatem. 

XGTFT  (THE  HILITAST  EZFEDITION) 
— B.  A.  CATHIE,  aONNEB  OF  THE 
"8PHTNX." 

Snt  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  Uie  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
If  Mr.  Richard  Cathie,  Gunner  in  the 
Royal  Navy,  has  been  in  any  way  re- 
warded for  his  conduct  in  the  field  at  the 
Battles  of  £1  Teb  and  Tamat  in  th« 


Soudan ;  and,  if  not,  if  it  be  intended  to 
confer  any  special  reward  on  him  for  hia 
services,  as  shown  in  the  following  ex- 
tract from  Ths  Royal  Navy  Litt,  p.  309 : — 

"R.  A.  Cathie,  Ganner  of  Sphynx,  served 
dmiag  the  operationa  in  the  Eastern  Sondan, 
1884.  lAQded  with  Naval  Brigade  andpresent 
at  Battles  of  El  Teb  and  Tamai,  mentioaed  in 
despatchea;  duriag  the  eDgagemeot  of  El  Teh 
he  had  moro  than  one  hand-to-hand  encounter 
with  the  enem^ ;  for  the  galhuitry  he  displayed 
both  in  bringing  his  gun  into  action,  and  for 
his  bravery  in  hia  personal  encounters  witii  the 
enemy,  he  was  strongly  recommended  by  Gene- 
ral Boiler,  and  waa  also  thanked  on  the  Field  by 
Commander  Rolfe  the  next  morning ;  on  his 
returning  afloat  he  was  specially  thanked  by 
Admiral  Hewett  for  his  bravery  at  EI  Teb.  At 
the  Battle  of  Tamai  he  was  recommended  by 
Oeneral  Oraham  for  his  bravery.  (E^tian 
MedaL  Khedive  Bronze  Star,  El  Teb  and  iWai 
Cbups.)*' 

Thk  first  lord  (Lord  Geoeok 
HAatiLTON)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Admiralty  are  not  responsible  for  the 
services  recorded  in  The  Royal  Nmy  Lit% 
the  information  there  given  being  sup- 

Slied  by  the  officers  themselves,  lu. 
athie's  recommendations  from  official 
sources  are  good ;  and,  as  in  the  case 
of  all  officers  who  are  specially  men- 
tioned, are  duly  recorded  in  hia  favour. 
As  to  any  "specif  reward,"  I  can  only 
refer  to  the  reply  given  b^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bazrow  (Mr.  Oaute)  on  the 
same  subject,  when  Civil  Lord  <A  the 
Admiralty,  on  Maroh  9,  1885, 

ntELAKD-THE  QTTEEK'S  COLLEGE, 
GALWAT. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  President,  Members  of  Council,  and 
Office-bearers  of  Queen's  College,  Gal- 
way, are,  without  a  single  exception, 
Protestant;  whether  appointments  in 
the  Royal  University,  with  which  the 
College  is  connected,  are  regulated  by 
the  principle  of  securing  a  Cath(dio 
element  to  the  extent  of  at  least  one- 
half  in  all  offices  and  ExaminershuM ; 
and,  if  the  Goremment  ia  m^area  to 
make  such  appointments  and  clunges  in 
the  College  Statutes  as  will  insure  the 
presence  of  Catholics  on  the  Governing 
Body  and  Staff  of  a  College  intended  for 
the  bigher  education  of  a  Province  con- 
taining 783,000  Catholics  and  35,000 
Protestants  oi  all  denominations  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BAUom)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have  no 
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official  information  on  the  subject  of  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  Question.  The 
hon.  Member  is,  I  think,  under  a  mis* 
apprehension  as  to  the  connection  which 
he  suggests  between  the  Koyal  Uni- 
versity and  the  Queen's  Colleges,  al- 
though, no  doubt,  the  officers  of  the 
former  are,  to  some  extent,  selected  from 
among  the  College  Professors.  The  Go- 
vernment are  not  prepared  to  make  such 
a  change  in  the  College  statutes  as  is 
proposed ;  such  a  change  would  be  con- 
tra^ to  the  spirit  of  the  Act  under  which 
the  OoUeges  were  fbunded. 

oouuxssioismBS  of  ibibh  lk^hts- 

laOHTHOnSE  EEEPEB8  AND 
CHILDREN. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
What  arrangement  has  been  made, 
since  last  year,  to  provide  for  ihe  better 
education  of  the  children  of  lighthouse 
keepers  in  Ireland,  and  to  enable  the 
lighthouse  keepers  to  attend  Divine  Ser- 
vice on  Sundays ;  and,  what  rock  sta- 
tions have  been,  or  are  to  be,  made 
relievioff  stations  ? 

Toe  SECEETABY  (Bimm  Hbnbt 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth);: 
Since  the  hon.  Member  raised  this  ques- 
tion last  year  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
collected  from  the  Gleneral  Lighthouse 
Authorities  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  certain  detailed  information 
upon  the  subject  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  If  the  hon.  Member  desires 
to  more  for  a  Betum  of  the  questions 

Eut  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  these 
lighthouse  Authorities,  and  a  synopsis 
of  their  replies,  there  will  be  no  objection 
to  give  it.   But  as  the  matter  is  of  no 

general  public  interest,  perhaps  the  hon. 
entleman  will  be  content  with  obtain- 
ing the  infonnation  he  requires  from 
me  at  the  Board  of  Trade  Office. 

THE  WBEOE  COMMISSION— BETUBK 
OF  INQUIRIES,  1886. 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  lay 
before  the  House  a  Return  giving  the 
number  of  inquiries  held,  during  the 
financial  ^ear  1885-6,  under  the  Wreck 
Oommisnon,  spedfying  where  each 
inquiry  was  held,  and  wheUter  before 
the  Wreck  Oommiasioner  at  a  magis- 
trate ? 

J6-.  A.  7.  Baf9ur 


The  SEOBETABY  (Baxon  Hehbt 
Da  WoBHs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  information  as  to  inquiries  nnder 
the  Wreck  Commission  will  be  included 
in  the  Wreck  Abstract  for  1885-6, 
which  will  be  ;|^esented  as  Bocm  as  it  is 
completed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING-PILOT  CERTl. 
FI0ATE8  TO  FOREIGN  SUBJECTTS. 

Mb.  0.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Boud  of  Trade, 
How  many  certificates  as  FUots  in 
British  waters  granted  to  foreign  sub- 
jects are  now  in  force. 

The  SEOBETAEY  (Baron  Henet 
De  Worus)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth)  : 
There  are  now  in  force  five  pilotage  cer- 
tificates granted  to  masters  or  mates  of 
foreign  vessels,  all  in  the  Hull  district. 
In  30  other  cases  the  annual  renewal  of 
similar  certificates  has  been  suspended, 
pending  the  decision  of  Parliament  on 
the  Bilfintroduced  by  the  hon.  Member's 
Colleague  (Mr.  Kin^)  ;  28  of  these  are 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ijondon 
Trinity  House,  and  two  within  that  of 
the  Hull  Trinity  House. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ELECTIONS  (IBB- 
LAND)— MOUNTMBLLICK  UNION. 

Mb.  J.  E.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
asked  the  Obief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
following  10  ratepayers  in  the  townland 
of  Derrygrule,  in  Mountmelliok  Union, 
have  for  years  voted  in  all  the  elections 
in  the  electoral  division  of  Monntinellidc 
until  1885,  name^^,  John  Quigley,  Mary 
Meehan,  James  Brien,,  James  Quigley, 
Edward  Jones,  William  Tanner.  John 
Conroy,  Bichard  Dickenson,  Bridget 
Bergin,  and  John  Walsh;  whether  the 
newly  appointed  clerk,  acting  as  Return- 
ing Officer,  has  disallowed  the  votes  of 
the  ratepayers  mentioned,  although  they 
have  paid  the  rates  assessed  on  their 
holdings ;  and,  whether  the  Local  Qo- 
vernment  Board  will  take  steps  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  persons  in  question 
at  the  present  election  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The,Local 
QoTemment  Board  have  commnnicated 
with  the  Returning  Officer,  and  have 
ascertained  that  he  has  issued  Totingf 
papers  for  the  present  eleotion  to  all  the 
persons  mentioned,  except  two,  who  are 
not  rated. 
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THE  UATTRinUS— OONSTITtTTION  OF 
THE  LATE  COUUISSION. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  (EoBcommon,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Cox)  (Olare,  E.)  asked  theSecretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  be  baa  re- 
ceived a  Memorial,  signed  by  oertaia 
Oatbollcs  of  the  Mauritius  on  behalf  of 
the  Catholic  population  of  the  island, 
protesting  against  the  constitution  and 
mode  of  procedure  of  the  late  Oommis- 
aion,  sent  to  report  on  the  affairs  of  the 
Ifauridus,  ana  sit  in  judgment  on  the 
Ooremor  of  the  Colony;  whether  the 
Catbolio  population  ntunhns  108,000, 
against  8,000  Protestants ;  whether  Sir 
John  Pope  Hennessy  was  the  first  Ca- 
tholio  QoTemor  sent  there  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qoremment  since  the  conquest  of 
the  Seychelles;  whether  the  Head  of 
the  Commission,  the  Secretary,  the  Law 
AdvlBor,  and  the  two  other  Members  of 
the  Commission  were  all  Protestants; 
whether  the  Members  of  the  Commission 
were  unable,  or  unwilling,  to  make  use 
of  the  French  language,  and  refused  to 
take  the  evidence  of  several  of  the  Mau- 
ritians because  tbey  could  only  speak 
French;  whether  Prenoh  is  the  language 
of  the  Catholics  of  the  Colony ;  and,  if 
the  use  of  it  was  guaranteed  to  them  as 
their  chief  National  custom  by  the  terms 
of  the  Treaty  of  Capitulation  of  ISIO; 
whether  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy  was 
condemned  nnheard;  whether,  a  few 
days  befiire,  General  Hawley  (the  officer 
at  present  administering  the  Qovem- 
ment)  was  called  upon  to  take  up  the 
reins  of  office,  he  presided  at  a  meeting 
of  the  members  of  the  Bible  Association, 
at  which  proseljtism  by  the  Protestant 
clergy  amongst  flhe  Catholic  children  of 
the  community  was  referred  to  in  terms 
of  congratulation  ;  whether  he  has  any 
information  to  show  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commission,  the  suspension  of 
Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy,  and  the  ap- 
pointment oi  General  Hawley,  have 
caused  much  anger  and  resentment  on 
the  part  of  the  Colonists  towards  Eng- 
land; and,  what  action  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  takiogin  the  matter? 

The  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hehkt  Hollabd)  (Hampstead) :  I  have 
reoeired  such  l£emoria(  signed  by  10 
inhabitants  of  Uaaritius,  who  appear  to 
be  Boman  Catholics,  bat  do  not  profess 
to  have  signed  it  on  behalf  of  the  Koman 
Catholics  of  Mauritius.  The  numbers 
skated  are  substantially  c<»rect,  accord- 


ing to  the  Census  of  1681 ;  but  it  may 
be  added  that  two-thirds  of  the  popula- 
tion are  neither  Roman  Catholics  nor 
Protestants.  I  cannot  say  positively; 
but  probably  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy 
was  the  first  Roman  Catholic  Governor 
of  Mauritius.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson, 
who  was  the  sole  Commissioner,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  and  the 
Legal  Adviser  to  the  Commiesioner,  were 
Protestants.  The  persons  referred  to  as 
the  two  other  members  of  the  staff  are 
probably  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson's  pri- 
vate secretary,  and  the  cAiorthand  wnter 
mnployed  to  take  down  notes  of  the  evi- 
dence. The  former  is  a  Protestant ;  as 
to  the  latter,  I  oannot  answer.  The  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Oommisrion  were  con- 
ducted in  the  English  language,  which 
is  the  language  used  in  the  Law  Courts 
of  Mauritius.  The  witnesses  who  gave 
parole  evidence  were  examined  in  Eng- 
lish ;  but  witnesses  who  preferred  to 
make  written  depositions  in  French  wore 
allowed  to  do  so.  French  is  the  language 
spoken  by  the  bulk  of  the  Christian  in- 
habitants of  the  island.  The  Treaty  of 
Capitulation  provided  that  the  inhabit- 
ants should  preserve  their  customs,  in- 
cluding, no  doubt,  the  custom  of  using 
the  French  language,  which  they  have 
ever  since  retained.  Sir  John  Pope 
Hennes^has  not  been  condemned  un- 
heard. He  was  tem^rarily  suspended 
by  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson,  because  Sir 
Heroules  Bobinson  considered  that,  even 
if  the  result  of  the  inquiry  should  be  to 
clear  him  from  blame,  he  could  not  re- 
main in  the  adQunistration  of  the  Go- 
vernment without  danger  to  public  in- 
terests ;  but  no  final  decision  will  be 
taken  without  giving  him  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  explanation,  for  which 
purpose  he  has  been  summoned  to  Eng- 
land. General  Hawley  did  preside  at 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  British  and 
Foreign  Bible  Society,  shortly  before  he 
was  appointed  Administrator.  I  have 
no  authentic  report  of  the  proceedings  of 
that  meeting.  It  has  been  the  custom, 
for  many  years  past,  for  the  Governor, 
or  the  officer  commanding  the  troops,  to 
preside  at  the  annual  meetings  of  the 
Socie^ ;  and  it  has  always  been  under- 
stood  that  it  was  notintended  thereby  to 
express,  on  the  part  of  the  officer  so  pre- 
sidmg,  any  political  or  religions  bias. 
Some  of  the  newspapers  published  in 
the  Colony  have  expressed  resentment, 
on  account  of  the  suspension  of  Sir  John 
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Pope  Henneesy.  Lastly,  the  matter  is 
under  coDBideraiion. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  aabed,  would  Her 
MajeBtj's  Govemmeiit  tajce  into  con- 
fiideration  the  de^rabilitj  of  requesting 
officen  not  to  prenda  at  these  meet- 

""^m  HENET  HOLLAND  said,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  do 
so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Loneford,  N.) 
asked,  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  several  witnesses  were  nnable 
to  give  parole  evidence,  because  the 
Oommissionera  would  no^  or  could  not» 
use  the  French  lanvnage ;  and  that  the 
intending  witnesses  had  to  put  their  evi- 
denoe  in  writing  ? 

Sib  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
b^ered  that  to  be  inaccurate. 

LTCENSma  ACT— DOGS. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  HamletB, 
Whiteohapel)  asked  tbe  Seoretary  of 
State  for  tbe  Home  Department,  a  hie 
attention  has  been  oalira  to  a  case  re- 
ported in  UoydU  Weekly  I^ontton  Newa  of 
13th  March,  of  a  fine  having  been 
inflicted  by.  a  magistrate  at  Westminster 
FoUoe  Court,  because  a  dog  was  kept 
without  a  licence  to  lead  a  blind  girl 
about ;  and,  whether  there  is  an  exemp- 
tion in  the  Licetising  Act  in  respect  of 
doga  kept  to  lead  blind  persons  ? 

Thb  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Inland 
Bevenue  that  if  the  cane  of  H.  Sullivan 
is  the  one  referred  to  he  was  fined  2a. 
by  the  magistrate  at  Westminster  Police 
Court  on  March  12  for  keeping  a  dog 
without  a  licence.  It  was  alleged  by 
Sullivan  that  tbe  dog  was  ^ven  to  him 
to  train  to  lead  his  blind  sister;  but  it 
transpired  that  she  was  quite  capable  of 
going  abont  the  streets  without  being 
led.  No  licence  need  be  taken  out  for 
any  dog  kept  and  used  sdely  by  a  blind 
peramL  for  guidance. 

AT)MTB A  LTY— THE  INDIAN  TBOOP- 
SHIP  "JUMNA." 

Sib  WILLIAM  OEOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Wbetber  all  work  on  the 
Indian  troopship  Jumna,  in  preparation 
tor  next  trooping  season,  is  to  be 
stopped ;  whether  the  other  Indian  troop- 
ships ^ufhratea,  Serapit,  Makhiir,  and 

StrSmySaiUmd 


Croeodih  are  to  be  still  employed  on  the 
trooping  service,  or  are  to  be  sold  as  re- 
ported in  The  Timet  of' the  22nd  instant; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
(Government  to  make  any  change  in  the 
port  at  which  troops  for  and  from  India 
now  embark  and  disembark  f 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geohoe 
Hamii.ion)  (Middlesex,  ^ling)  :  It  has 
been  decided  not  to  incur  the  very  large 
expense  that  would  be  necessary  to  put 
the  Jumna  into  a  fit  state  to  take  her 
turn  in  the  relief  duties  of  the  next 
trooping  season.  The  other  four  Indian 
troopships — Si^hratetf  8«riyna,  Malabar^ 
and  CroeodUe — are  samdent  to  oaxry  out 
the  relief  service  of  the  next  season,  and 
they  will  be  used  for  this  duty.  The 
Admiralty  are  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  intention  to  change  the  present 
ports  for  embarking  and  disembarking 
the  troops. 

SEED   STTPPLT  (IRELAND)  AOT— 
BEPATMENT  OF  ADVANCES. 

OoLOHBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  percentage  of 
the  money  advanced  for  seed  in  Lreland 
has  been  repaid ;  if  the  balance  is  due 
by  unions  situated  in  the  poorer  districts, 
and  with  a  large  population ;  if  he  wonld 
institute  an  inquiry  to  ascertain  if  snch 
balances  were  chiefly  uncoUectable  from 
causes  arising  from  hurry  in  issuing  the 
seed ;  and,  if  an  inquiij  would  al«>  be 
made  as  to  the  p<»^ihty  of  remitting  a 
portion  of  the  sud  balances  f 

Thb  chief  SBOKETART  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BAifoiTB)  (Uanohester,  £.):  I  have 
already  answered  so  mn^ph  of  this  Ques- 
tion as  relates  to  the  amount  of  the  out- 
standing debt — namely,  that  it  is  about 
7  per  cent  of  the  entire  loan.  I  doubt  if, 
at  this  distance  of  time,  any  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  the  suggested 
inquiry  as  to  alleged  mistakes  in  the 
issuing  of  the  seed  seven  years  ago. 
With  regard  to  the  outstanding  balance, 
I  understand  that  a  oonsiderab^  portion, 
though  collected,  has  not  been  paid  over 
to  the  Board  of  Works ;  and  until  t^s 
is  done,  the  Irish  Government  cannot 
further  approach  the  Treasury  on  the 
su^ect  of  remission. 

CoLoiTKL  NOLAN  asked,  if  it  were  a 
fact  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  pro- 
mised such  an  inquiry;  and,  wheuer 
the  right  hon.  G^tieman  the  Ohi«F 


Digitized  by 


1337        Zauf  and  Juttiet       {Maboh  24,  1887} 


(irvM).  1SS8 


Secretary  would  inquire  why  the  inquiry 
had  not  been  held  ? 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  aware  he  could 
not  make  any  inquiry  on  the  aubject 
now,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  ez-ObaaouIor 
of  the  Ezdiequer  was  not  there. 

IMFEBIAL  AND  COLONIAL  ^DEFENCES 
—HONG  KONa. 
Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancraa,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  War  Office  has  been  in 
communication  with  the  Admiralty,  in 
reference  to  the  fulfilmentof  the  arraiige- 
ment  come  to  by  the  Gorernment  of  this 
Country  with  the  Colonial  GoTernment, 
in  relation  to  the  defences  of  Hong 
Kong? 

Thx  STJBVETOB  general  of 
OICDNANGE  (Hr.  H.  S.  Nobthootb) 
(Exeter)  (who  replied)  said. :  As  aU  the 
remaining  guns  for  the  armament  of 
Hong  Kong  are  expected  to  be  supplied 
during  the  ensuing  financial  year,  it  has 
not  been  considered  necessary  to  make 
any  communication  to  the  Admiralty  on 
ihe  subject  > 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -THE 
EI0T8  AT  TOUGHAL  —  CORONER'S 
WARRANT. 

Sm  JOHN  8WINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Xiaw 
Offloers  of  the  Grown,  the  Coroner's 
warrant  lately  issued  by  Mr.  Coroner 
Bioe  to  commit  Constable  Bulmer,  of 
Koyal  Irish  Constabulary,  is  legal  or 

Thb  OHIEF  8ECHETAET(Mr.A.J. 
Ba£Foub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  attention  of  the  Coroner 
haviog  been  drawn  to  the  irregularities 
in  the  warrant,  an  amended  warrant, 
which  was  duly  executed,  was  substi- 
tuted by  him.  There  seems,  therefore, 
to  be  no  necessity  for  taking  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  on  a 
matter  which  ia  now  of  no  praotiosd 
importance. 

Mb.  MATJBIOE  HEALT  (Cork): 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
intimate  that  the  constable  in  this  mat- 
ter was  committed  to  gaol  f 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  B.  HARBINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Xa  tha  ri^ht  bom.  Gentleman  aw«re  that 


the  alleged  irregularity  oonaisted  of 
printed  words  forming  part  of  the  usoal 
formality  of  the  warrant  being  allowed 
to  remain  on  the  face  of  the  document ; 
and  that  when  the  Coroner's  attention 
was  called  to  the  matter  he  simply  drew 
his  pen  across  the  printed  iroras,  and 
not  acn»s  anything  that  had  heea 
written  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  fact  that 
the  Coroner  issued  a  new  warrant  ap- 
pears to  indicate  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  old  warrant  was  irregular. 

Several  Irish  Mehbebs  :  He  did  not 
issue  a  new  warrant. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT(Derby): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  whether  we  are  to  under- 
stand that  if  a  policeman  is  of  opinion 
that  a  warrant  is  irregular  he  has  a 
right  to  refuse  to  execute  it  for  a  week, 
and  to  take  that  time  to  inquire  whether 
the  warrant  is  irregular  or  not?  For 
future  guidance  it  la  desirable  that  we 
should  know.     

The  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holhxb)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  By  a  regulation  that  was  given 
to  the  police  long  before  the  present 
GDvemment  came  into  Office,  the  Dis- 
trict Iuspe(^rs  were  directed  not  to 
execute  a  warrant  they  had  reason  to 
believe  was  irregular.  When  such  a 
warrant  is  issued  they  are  expected  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  persons  issuing 
it  to  the  irregularis.  In  pursuance  of 
that  order  the  District  Inspector,  seeing 
certain  matters  in  this  warrant  which 
were  not  in  accordance  with  the  fact, 
sought  for  the  Coroner,  in  order  to  call 
his  attention  to  it.  But  the  Coroner 
was  unable  to  be  found  until  the  next 
sitting  of  the  Court,  when  the  District 
Inspe^or  called  the  attention  of  the 
Coroner  to  fha  irregularity,  whidi  was 
then  corrected,  and  a  new  warrant 
issued.  The  first  person  to  be  consulted 
in  sucb  a  case  was  the  person  issning 
the  warrant ;  and  this  was  necessary  not 
only  for  the  protection  of  the  Constabu- 
lary, but  also  for  the  protection  of  the 
Magistrate  or  Coroner  who  issued  it. 

SxB  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tell  us  what  the  alleged  irre- 
gfularities  were? 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  can  do  bo.  It  was 
stated  upon  the  face  of  the  warrant  that 
the  grounds  on  which  it  was  issued 
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vere,  first  of  all,  that  it  was  sworn  in 
open  Oourt  that  a  summons  had  been 
served  on  the  constable ;  and,  secondly, 
that  he  had  declined  to  attend.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  it  was  not  sworn  in  open 
Oourt  that  the  summons  had  been  served ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  the  constable 
had  attended.  The  contempt  was  a  re- 
fusal to  answer  a  particular  question. 
These  were  the  matters  to  which  the 
District  Inspector  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Coroner.  This  course 
was  perfectly  reasonable,  and  the  Ooro- 
ner  agreed  to  issue  a  new  warrant. 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  whether  these  two  informalities 
were  not  on  the  printed  form  of  the 
warrant ;  and,  whether  the  error  was 
that  the  real  cause  of  the  order  of  com- 
mittal was  not  filled  in  the  ordinary 
warrant  ? 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Oo.  E.) :  May  I 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whelher  the  Coroner  did  not 
leave  the  town  on  the  following  day,  so 
that  the  District  Inspector  could  have 
approached  him  and  have  corrected  the 
warrant  did  he  choose  to  do  so  7 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  cannot  say  what 
was  printed  on  the  warrant ;  but  everf- 
one  knows  that  a  warrant  must  be 
irregular  if  it  does  not  state  the  reason 
for  which  it  was  issued.  In  reference 
to  tiie  other  Question,  I  am  informed 
that  the  District  Inspector  on  the  very 
earliest  opportunity  went  to  look  for 
the  Coroner,  but  did  not  find  him. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  -  MOTS  AT 
YOUOHAL  —  DISTRICT  INSPECTOB 
80MEBTILLE     AND  CONSTABLE 

WARD. 

Me.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  as  the  inquest  at 
Toughal  terminated  in  a  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  a«inst  District  luspeotor 
Somerville  and  Constable  Ward,  he  will 
take  measures  to  have  those  prisoners 
brought  to  trial  at  the  next  Cork  As- 
sizes? 

The  CHIEF  SEORBTARy  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am  ad- 
vised by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Att(nmey  General  for  Ireland 
that  the  case  of  the  prisoners  refierred  to 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  ordinary  and 
usual  ooorae. 


Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  usked 
if  the  Inspector  and  the  constable  were 
out  on  bail ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  se- 
curity ? 

Mb.  a.  3.  BALFOUB :  They  an  both 
in  custody. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  lane  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  ^ven  him 
private  Notice.  If  he  has  reoeiTed  any 
communication  from  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary  in  Ireland  as 
to  admitting  to  bail  District  l^pector 
Somerville  and  Constable  Ward,  now  in 
gaol  on  a  charge  of  murder ;  and,  with 
a  view  to  such  an  application  being 
made  to  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  at  the  Co» 
Assizes,  whether  the  authorities  are  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  such  an  application ; 
and,  whether  it  is  unusual  for  a  Judge 
of  Assize  to  entertain  an  application  of 
the  kind  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  di^  not  receive  any  com- 
munication from  the  Inspector  General 
of  Constabulary ;  but  before  coming 
down  to  the  House  I  received  a  tele- 

fram  from  the  Under  Secretary,  whit^ 
ad  been  sent  to  him  from  Cork  by  the 
County  Inspeot(ff  of  Constabulary, 
stating  that  District  bispector  Somer- 
ville and  Constable  Ward  nad  been  ad- 
vised that  they  m^ht  make  sncAi  an 
application  to  the  Judge  of  Assize.  If 
I  should  get  Notice,  I  shall  certainly 
oppose  suoh  an  application  until  I  have 
an  opportunity  or  reading  the  informa- 
tions in  the  case  and  the  affidavits  ou 
which  the  application  is  to  be  made. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Aris- 
ing out  of  that  answer,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretaiy  whether  he  will  give  an  under- 
taking that  these  two  prisoners  will  be 
suspended  from  active  duty  until  their 
case  has  been  finally  disposed  of  by  a 
jury? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
what  the  ordinary  rule  in  snoh  a  case  is ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be  followed. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  I  wish  to  aA  the 
Attorney  General,  whether  it  is  luaal 
for  a  Judge  of  Assize  to  admit  to  bail 
prisoners  committed  for  wilful  mmrder  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  It  would  be  exceed- 
ingly improper  i<a  me  to  give  an  opinion 
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on  the  matter.  It  is  entirely  outaide  my 
duty. 

WAR   OFFICE  —  MOBILIZATION  OF 
FIEST  AlTD  SECOND  AEJtY  CORPS. 

G^SNBRAL  FBASEB  (liambeth,  N.) 
ssked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War> 
Whether  the  reduction  in  the  Horse  Ar- 
tillery beinf  propoeed,  in  view  of  effect- 
ing economies  to  enable  the  Gh>Temment 
to  nare  eTeiythin^  ready  for  the  First 
Army  Oorps  to  be  locreaeed  to  the  War 
EstaUishment  to  take  the  field  at  once 
on  the  orders  being  g^ren,  and  for  the 
mobilization  of  the  Second  Army  Corps, 
arrangements  have  been  made  in  the 
Estimates  for  equipment,  stores,  tran- 
sport, waggons;  and  also  for  store  ac- 
commodation at  the  several  stations 
where  troops  are  to  be  mobilized  for  the 
embarkation  of  even  one  Army  Oorps  ? 

Thb  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staitbops)  (linoolnshire,  Hom- 
oaetle) :  The  conversion  of  the  bat- 
teries of  Horse  Artillery  is  being  made, 
not  for  the  object  stated  bpr  my  Eon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  with  theview  of  effBoting 
eoonomiee ;  but,  as  I  have  on  previous 
ooMiionB  explained,  because  th^  were 
in  ezoeM  of  our  requirements,  while  it 
was  neoessai^  to  increase  our  ileld  and 
Garrison  Artillexy.  It  is,  however,  the 
fact  that  steps  have  been,  and  are  being, 
taken  to  enable  the  First  Army  Oorps 
to  take  the  field,  when  necessary,  wiw- 
ont  any  delay ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  of 
the  assistance  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  in  pushing  forward  these  very 
necessary  measures  as  much  as  possible. 

IMFEBIAL  AND  COLONIAL  DEFENCES 
-8INGAP0EE. 
Ha.  DE  LISLE  (Leicestershire,  Hid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Whether  the  War  Office  has  been  in 
oommnnioation  with  the  Admiralty,  in 
order  to  arrange  for  the  provision  of 
adequate  and  localized  naval  defmoes  at 
Singapore,  until  the  armamenti,  agreed 
upon  in  1884  with  the  Oolony  to  be  oom- 
pfeted  in  1687,  are  provided;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  this  be  impossible,  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  hand  back  to  the 
Oolony  some  part  of  the  capital,  together 
with  a  fair  rate  of  interest  on  the  £81,000 
spent  by  the  Oolony,  for  the  years  inter- 
vening between  1884  and  1889,  or  such 
farther  periods  during  which  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Imperial  Goremment  shall 
xemain  unfulfilled? 


The  STTBVETOR  GENERAL  of 
OEDNANOE(Mr.  Noethoote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  As  it  is  not  ad* 
mitted  that  there  is  any  very  serious  de- 
ficiency in  the  defences  of  Singapore,  the 
contingency  stated  in  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  ^end  does  not  arise.  But,  in  any 
case,  it  would  not  be  desirable  for  me  to 
explain  tiie  nature  of  the  precautions 
whidh  the  Admiralty  may  think  it  right 
to  take.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of 
correcting  an  error  in  my  reply  of  the 
18th  instant  on  the  same  subject.  I 
stated  then  that  the  two  guns  which 
would  not  be  ready  for  Singapore  in 
1887*8  were  in  course  of  manufacture  at 
Elswick.  It  appears  now  that  I  was 
inadvertently  misinformed,  and  that 
though  guns  for  Hong  Kong  and  Aden 
are  being  made  at  Elswick,  the  two  for 
Singapore  are  in  hand  at  the  Boyal  Gun 
Factory. 

THE  RIVER  THAMES  (THE  OXFORD 
AND  CAMBRIDOE  BOAT  RACE)— THE 
POLICE. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretaryof  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  publication 
of  a  placard  with  reference  to  certain 
steamboats  on  the  river  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Universily  Boat  Race,  which 
states  that,  in  certain  contingencies,  the 
police  wiU  "chuck  orerlxMtrd"  from 
the  steamers  any  person  who,  in  their 
opinion,  is  not  behaving  himself ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  this  placard  ia 
published  by  TJnwin  and  Oompany;  and 
whether  the  police  have  orders  to  carry 
the  same  into  effect  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  publication  of 
the  placard  referred  to ;  but  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Ohief  Oommiaaioner  of 
Police  timt  certain  Stoamboat  Oom- 
panies  have  applied  to  him  for  polioe 
to  go  on  board  their  boats,  and  he  has 
in  all  oases  declined. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  May  I  aak, 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  is  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  TTnwin  and  Oonwany,  whidi 
published  the  placard ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  the  Gtovemment  will  take  to  |Hre- 
vent  Ministers  pubUBhing  such  docu- 
ments? 
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ABMT— OOKTBAOTS. 

Us.  HAKBUBY  (Preston)  aaked  the 
SarreyCT  Gsnaral  o|  the  OidiumoeiWhe- 
tiier  the  Qoremment  will  oonsent  to  the 
issue  of  an  annual  Betum  showing  what 
contracts  were  during  the  ^last  year 
thrown  open  to  public  competition,  and 
what  contracts  were  offered  to  only  a 
limited  number  of  firms — namely,  those 
on  the  selected  lists  of  the  Director 
of  Oontraots ;  whether,  in  such  Betum, 
he  will  also  publish  tiie  names  of  the 
firms  in  each  of  such  lists,  and  state 
which  of  such  firms  receired  contracts, 
which  tendered  and  did  not  receive 
contracts,  and  which  sent  in  no  tender 
during  the  year  included  in  the  Betum ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  care  that  no 
firm  shall  continue  upon  any  such  list 
who  have  for  some  time  ceased  to  tender, 
and  who  may  use  the  fact  of  bein^  on 
such  list  as  contraotora  to  tiie  Bntish 
Army  mainly  as  an  advertisement  for 
procuring  other  contracts  elsewhere  ? 

Tm  SURVEYOR  GBNBEAL  (Mr. 
Nobthootb]  (Exeter) :  The  detailed 
Betum  asked  for  would  involve  great 
labour,  and,  so  far  as  can  he  seen,  would 
answer  no  correspondingly  useful  pur- 
pose. The  average  nimiber  of  tenders 
issued  yearly  from  the  War  Office  during 
the  last  five  years  has  been  16,667,  to 
which  9,313  returns  with  quotations  of 
prices  have  been  received,  or  69  per  cent. 
As  regards  the  range  of  competition. 
Commissariat  and  Engineer  contracts, 
and  the  more  important  contracts  for 
stores  and  clothing,  are,  as  a  rule,  g^ven 
by  public  or  advertised  competition.  As 
regards  contracts  which  are  offered  to  a 
restricted  list  of  firms,  care  is  taken  that 
those  films  who  eeasa  to  tender  are,  after 
a  year,  removed  from  the  list.  The  list 
is  constantly  under  revision,  and  each 
failure  to  tender  in  reply  to  an  invitation 
is  noted  against  the  manufacturer. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)-CONTRA0T  FOE  CARTRIDGES 
—MESSRS.  LATIMER  CLARK,  MUIR- 
HEAD.  AND  CO. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance,  Whe- 
ther the  contract  entered  into  by  Messrs. 
Latimer  Olark,  Muirhead,  and  Oo.,  for 
the  manufacture  of  600,000  cartridges, 
the  date  of  delivery  for  the  last  of  the 
four  instalments  being  18th  March,  has 
been  duly  oazried  out ;  whether  the  first 


instalment,  due  25th  Febraary,  has  yet 
been  delivered;  and,  if  so,  what  por- 
tions of  it  were  manufactured  at  the 
Millwall  works  of  the  contractors,  or 
were  supplied  from  some  other  source ; 
and,  if  so,  by  whom ;  whether  a  portion 
of  the  delay  in  this  instance  is  excused, 
on  the  ground  of  the  omission  by  the 
Ordnance  Department  of  an  important 
portion  of  the  speciBoation,  that  relating 
to  guage;  and,  whether,  and  to  what 
extent,  the  Penalty  Olause,  or  other 
such  safeguard,  in  this  and  similar  con- 
tracts, is  rendered  nugatory  by  the  &et 
that  the  Ordnance  Department  accepts 
a  tender  without  supplying  an  adequate 
specification  of  the  article  required  ? 

Thb  surveyor  OENflRAL  (Mr. 
Nobthooie)  (Exeter) :  The  contract  has 
not  been  carried  out.  The  sample  de- 
livery has  been  rejected,  principally  be- 
cause of  the  failure  of  the  caps,  which 
it  is  understood  were  of  English  make, 
and  were  purchased  by  Messrs.  Latimer 
Olark,  Muirhead,  and  Oo.  The  cart- 
ridge cases  and  bullets  are  good,  though 
the  cases  are  rather  light,  and  both  were 
made  at  Millwall.  The  cartridges  were 
filled  by  Messrs.  Dyer  and  Bobson,  of 
Greenwich,  gunpowder  being  supplied 
by  this  Department.  The  tuget  was 
satisfactory.  A  complete  specification 
and  drawing  accompanied  the  aocept- 
ance  of  this  firm's  tender.  The  non- 
issue  of  guages  to  govern  manuflaoture 
caused  a  dcuay  of  16  days.  Allowing 
for  this  delay,  two  instalments  are  over- 
due; and  as  it  is  evident  that  some 
further  time  must  elapse  before  perfect 
cartridges  can  be  produced,  the  contract 
has  been  reduced  by  300,000  rounds, 
and  the  execution  of  the  balance  will 
enable  Messrs.  Latimer  Clark,  Muir- 
head, and  Oo.  to  show  that  the  defects 
in  the  sample  delivery  can  be  ovex(K>me 
by  them. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)— BI-LINGTJAI* 
INSTRUCTION  —  THE  WEI^H  LAN- 
QDAGE. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Oooa- 
mittee  of  Oounoil  on  Education.  Whethw 
the  population  of  districts  of  Sooldand 
and  Ireland,  whrae  the  OoverBment 
makes  provision  for  bi-lingual  inatmo- 
tion,  and  for  the  utilisation  of  the  home 
language  of  the  children,  is  compara- 
tively small ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Beport  of  the  De- 


Digitized  by 


1 3-15       tajf  Md  JmUm        [  Maboh  34,  188? } 


(AvJtmi).  1346 


partmental  Committee  on  Welsh  Edu- 
oation,  in  whioh  ia  stated  that, 

**oiit  of  a  popnlatioQ  of  1,426,514  in  Walei 
and  Monmoathabire,  no  less  than  1,006,100 
bsbitiuUy  ipeak  Welsh  ;  " 

and,  whether  he  can  atate  to  the  House 
the  reasons  why  he  should  refuse  to  the 
million  Welsh-speaking  population  of 
Wales  the  educational  rights  and  ad- 
vantages which  are  accorded  to  the 
small  Gaelic -speaking  popnlation  of 
Scotland  ? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAH  Hast  Dtek)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  that,  assuming  the  facts 
stated  in  the  Question  to  be  aconrate, 
the  interenoe  suggested  in  the  latter 
part  of  it  invoWea  matter  of  argument 
which,  he  thought,  it  would  bo  more 
convenient  to  deal  with  on  tho  Esti- 
mates. 

UNIVEESITY  EDnCATION  (WALES)— 
WELSH  TRAINING  COLLEGES. 
Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Beport  for  1 886 : — 

"The  Bjritem  of  oomhining  mttODdanoe  at 
UoiTeruty  ctaasea  with  Uie  effideot  course  of 
mactical  proteaaional  trainiDg  provided  by  the 
UoUeget  under  our  impectioD  wai  first  intro- 
duced by  tiie  Code  of  1873,  and  ii  now  pro- 
dQcing  very  latisfaotory  rsBolta.  In  1884,  119 
■tudenta  took  adrantaffo  of  thia  arrasg^oiont, 
many  of  whom  ptued  with  great  credit  the 
•xaminvtion  for  certificate!  held  laat  Ohriatmaf . 
All  the  Thuning  OoUmbi  tot  maitera  are  now 
ATailing  themialraa  m  this  noviiion  of  Uie 
Coder 

and,  whether  be  will  make  similar  pro- 
viuon  for  the  students  of  the  Bangor 
^Knining  College  to  avail  themseWes  of 
the  classea  and  courses  of  lectures  at 
the  University  College  of  Korth  Wales 
at  Bangor  f 

Tbb  VICE  PBE8IDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
xjAK  Hart  Btki)  (Kent,  Dartfbrd): 
The  expedienOT  of  oonnecting  the  eziat- 
iDg  Training  Colleges  with  the  UniYer- 
aity  Colleges  now  found  throughout  the 
country  by  means  of  out-atadente  on  the 
Scotch  system  is  a  subject  of  great  im- 
portance, upon  which  the  Jtnjal  Com- 
mission  is  now  colkcting  eviilfiioe,  and 
I  can  assure  the  boo.  Member  it  shall 
receive  the  osrftfttl  attwitiott  of  the  De- 
paztment. 

VOL.  OOOSJL   [thibd  rs^^^^ 


EDUCATTOKDEFABTHENT  (SCOTLAND) 
-8EKI0B IK8PECT0BS  OF  SCHOOLS. 
Un.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  The 
amount  payable  during  the  past  year  to 
each  of  the  tlu«e  senior  Inspectors  of 
Sohoola  in  Scotland  as  salary,  as  allow- 
anoe  for  personal  expenses  when  travel- 
ling, and  as  re-imburaement  of  actual 
cost  of  travelling  and  inoidental  ex- 
penses ? 

Thx  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdohau))  (Edinburgh  uid  St.  An- 
drew's Univeraitiee) :  The  salaiy  of  the 
Chief  Inapeotora  are,  as  stated  in  the  Esti- 
matea.  £950,  with  £9  9f .  in  the  case  of  Dr. 
Kerr  for  the  inspection  of  evening  schools. 
The  amounts  paid  for  the  year  ended 
December  81,  1886,  aa  personal  allow- 
ance and  re-imbursement  of  travelling 
expenses  respectively  were : — ^To  Dr. 
Wilson,  £51  9f.  and  £54  9«.  \d.;  to  Dr. 
Kerr,  £58  16«.  and  £91  8«.  7d. ;  to  Mr. 
Ogilvie,  £68  5«.  and  £55  0$.  lOd.  These 
items  are  regulated  entirely  by  the 
amount  of  absenoe  from  home,  and  by 
the  nature  and  amount  of  traveling  re- 
quired by  tixe  Department. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
OMAOH  WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Ha.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Iiongford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
la  it  the  fact  that  be  went  down  special 
to  the  Omagh  Winter  Assizes  to  prose- 
oute  the  two  Walkers  for  the  murder  of 
the  soldier  and  policeman  at  Belfast; 
is  it  intended  to  send  any  special  counsel 
to  prosecute  them  in  Belfast  at  the  forth- 
coming trials;  was  the  report  coirect 
that  Judge  Lawson,  on  the  trial  of  one 
of  the  prisoners,  refused  to  accept  a  ver- 
dict of  man^aughter  which  the  jury 
brought  in ;  and,  aa  he  specially  prose- 
cuted in  this  case  himself  at  Omagh,  has 
he  given  any  special  instructions  with 
regard  to  &e  course  of  the  prosecution 
inBelfastf  I  desire  also  to  ask  tiie  right 
hon.  and  leamed  G^tleman,  waa  it  by 
his  directions  that  an  additional  bill  was 
sent  up  in  the  case  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Antrim  at  the  present  Assises,  although 
a  bill  had  been  found  by  the  Tyrone 
Grand  Jury ;  and,  if  it  is  the  practice, 
when  a  bill  i&  fomid  at  the  Winter  Aa- 
eizos,  and  the  jury  disagree,  to  send  up 
aooLbtr  bill  to  the  Grand  Jury  when  the 
pridouar  comea  to  be  triad  Kl  tiwOounty 
XsBtxea  ?  ■  - 
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Thb  A'PTORNEY  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  TJni- 
versitj) :  It  is  a  fact  that  I  conducted 
the  prosecution  of  the  two  Walkers  at 
the  Omagh  Winter  Assizes.  PreBsure 
of  other  buBiaesa  prevents  my  Colleague 
and  myself  attending  at  Belfast  and 
Derry ;  but  I  have  directed  that  one  of 
the  leading  oounsel  of  the  cirouit,  vho 
is  intimat^y  acquainted  with  that  ease, 
and  with  whom  I  hare  had  two  or  three 
conauItatioQs,  should  assist  the  regular 
Grown  Oounsel.  As  to  the  third  para- 
graph in  the  Question,  the  information 
at  my  disposal  prerents  me  from  accept- 
ing as  accurate  the  re^t  mentiooed ; 
ana,  while  the  case  is  still  undedded,  it 
woiUd  be  obvioudy  underirable  that  I 
should  make  any  statement.  With  regard 
tothehon.  and  learned Qentleman's  latter 
Question,  the  matter  was  brought  under 
my  notice  not  at  all  in  reference  to  this 
particular  case,  but  to  a  large  number 
of  cases  similarlyoircumstanoed,  in  which 
the  juries  disagreed  at  the  Winter  As- 
sizes ;  and  I  thought  it  right  to  advise 
that  fresh  hills  should  be  sent  up  to  the 
Grand* Jories  at  the  OounW  Assizes, 
and  that  course  has  been  tu»n  in  this 
case. 

Mb.  T.  M.HEALY :  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  of  oj^inion 
tihat  this  is  neoessai^,  why  was  it  not 
done  at  th«  Oork  Asaizea  on  this  present 
oooasion? 

Hb.  HOLUES  :  I  can  only  say  that 
in  several  oases  my  attention  was  di- 
rected to  it,  and  I  ordered  the  course 
mentioned  to  be  taken.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  it 
had  no  reference  to  this  case. 

NAVAL    ESTIUATES  —  BE.OBGANIZA. 

TION,   to.  OF    THE  AOOOUNTANT 

OENEBAL'S  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Oan- 
terbuiy)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miral^, Whether  the  Order  of  theHouse, 
made  early  last  Session,  on  the  Motion 
of  tiie  hon.  Member  tot  Horpeth  (Mr. 
Bnrt),  for  a  Return  showing  the  Re -or- 
ganization, fto.  of  tlw  AfNiountant  Ge- 
nwal's  Department  of  the  Admiral^ 
Oflloe,  is  bemg  carried  into  effect;  and, 
if  BO,  when  the  Return  will  he  ready 
for  distribution  among  Members,  before 
Vote  3  of  the  Naval  intimates  is  taken  ? 

Thb  SEORETART  (Mr.  Fobwood) 
(Lancashire,  Ormskirk),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Return  was  presented  on  the 
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17th  of  February,  and  ordered  to  he 
printed  on  the  4th  of  March.  Changes 
were  in  progress  in  the  Department.  He 
was  informed  by  the  printers  that  the 
Return  would  be  out  in  a  few  days. 

POST  OFFICE— TRANSIT  RATES  FROU 
ENGLAND  TO  INDIA. 

Ma.  HENNIEER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury') asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
When  was  the  pi-esent  arrangement 
made  whereby  a  payment  of  l^d.  per 
letter  is  made  to  France  and  Italy  for 
transit  rates  for  every  letter  from  Eog- 
land  to  India  and  the  East ;  under  what 
conditions  does  the  contract  exist,  and 
when  can  it  be  terminated ;  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  obtain  more  satis- 
factory conditions  and  terms  ;  and,  does 
Germany  pay  any  sum  to  France  or 
Italy  for  transit  rates  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raixes)  (Oambridge  University) :  The 
arrangonent  referred  to  was  made  in 
1879  by  oorrMDondence  between  the 
British  Post  Office  and  the  Post  Offices 
of  France  and  Italy,  and  can  be  termi- 
nated at  any  time.  Three  years  ago 
steps  were  tfucen  to  obtain  more  favour- 
able terms;  hut  the  result  was  not  satis- 
factory, and  it  is  intended  to  make 
further  efforts  in  this  direction  as  soon 
as  the  new  service  for  the  Australian 
Mails  is  settled.  Until  it  is  certain  that 
those  mails  will  use  the  same  accelerated 
train  service  as  the  Indian  Mails,  nego- 
tiations with  the  French  and  Italian 
Post  Offices  cannot  be  opened  advan- 
tageously. On  the  last  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  no  official  in- 
formation. But  I  understand  that  the 
German  Mails  for  India  and  the  East  do 
not  pass  through  the  French  territory  at 
aU,  but  join  the  Indian  Mail  Train  at 
Bologna.  In  that  case,  titey  would  inonr 
only  the  Italiu  transit  ohiuwe,  amount- 
ing to  a  finction  orer  id.  a  utter. 

OAPITAL  PUNISHMENT— REPORT  OF 
THE  ROYAL  OOUBflSSION. 

Mb.  BROOKFIBLD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  Uie  Secretary  of  State  for  ue 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  can 
state  when  the  Re^rt  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Capital  Punishment  is 
likely  to  be  published  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Ur, 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  There 
is  no  Royal  Qommission  now  sitting  on 
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Capital  Panishment ;  but  a  Depart- 
mental Oommittee  was  appointed  last 
year  to  oonsider  the  beet  mode  of  carry- 
iDg  out  the  senteaoe  of  death.  The 
Chairman  of  this  Committee,  Lord 
Aberdare,  has  unhappily  been  incapaci- 
tated by  an  accident  from  attending  to 
budnesB.  He  is  now  abroad,  and  for 
the  present  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee are  in  abeyance. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— POST  OFFICE 
AT  aOAKOEOEITH. 

Mb.  O'HANIiON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  G^meral,  When  he  in- 
tends to  establiBh  the  post  office  at 
Grangegeitb ;  and,  whether  for  nine 
months  the  people  have  paid  for  post 
office  and  letter  carrier  ? 

The  POSTM  ASTEE  GENEEAL  (Mr, 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  beg  to  say  that  I  shajl  be  pleased 
to  establish  a  post  office  at  Grangegeith, 
if  the  letters  turn  out  to  be  sufficiently 
numerous.  I  expect  to  receive  definite 
infitnnation  on  mis  point  within  a  day 
or  two.  As  previously  stated  by  me>  it 
iS(  I  believe,  the  case  that  a  private 
meBsenger  is  employed  to  bri^  the 
letters  for  Ghmgegeith  from  the  Slane 
Post  Offtce. 

Hb.  O'HANLON:  la  Uie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  guarantee 
had  been  offered  to  cover  any  additional 
expenditure  the  post  office  may  entail  ? 

Hb.  BAIKES  :  I  am  not  aware.  I 
telegraphed  to-day  to  the  surveyor  for 
full  information  on  the  subject. 

OONTAOIOUS  DIBEABES  (AITXUALS) 
ACTS  —  TRANSIT  OF  INFECTED 
CATTLE  BFOH  IBELAKD  TO  LIVEIU 

POOL. 

Mb.  MAEK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Iiora  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  fact  that  on 
the  Uth  of  last  month  a  large  number 
of  cattle  were  shipped  from  Northwall 
to  Ijiverpool,  although  three  of  their 
number  were  discovered  on  inspection 
to  be  suflEsring  from  pleoro-pneamonia, 
and  were  ordwed  to  be  suragfatered; 
and,  if  the  Irish  Qoveniment  proposes 
to  institute  any  immediate  inquiry  into 
cattle  disease  witii  a  view  to  give 
further  powers  to  guardians  and  Ftivy 
Council  authorities ;  and  also  to  provide 
more  qualified  Veterinary  Inspectors  at 
the  different  ports  to  prevent  the  de- 


barkation of  cattle  to  Great  Britain 
which  have  been  in  contact  with  infected 
animals  although  showing  no  signs  of 
disease  themselves  ? 

The  chief  SECBETAET  (Mr, 
A.  J.  BAI.F0UB)  (Manchester,  E.):  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  circumstances  referred  to.  The  sub- 
ject of  giving  some  fiirttiw  powos  with 
a  view  to  prevent  the  exportation  <i£ 
diseased  ammals  has  been  oonndwed. 
The  Inspectors  engaged  at  the  ports  of 
inspection  are  all  qualified^  veterinary 
suigeons ;  and  I  am  not  inclined  at  pre- 
sent to  promise  that  there  shall  be  any 
increase  m  their  number. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  if 
the  further  powers  to  prevent  the  ex- 
portation of  these  diseased  animals  oould 
be  introduced  into  the  Coermon  Bill  ? 

[No  reply.  1 

OEIMB  AND  OOTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
RETURNS-CRIMINAL  LAW  AMEND- 
MENT (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it  intended, 
as  was  done  by  Ur.  Forster  on  intro- 
docing  the  Coercion  Bill  of  1S81,  to  im- 
mediately ciroulato  a  Blue  Book,  giving 
particuliun  of  the  alleged  outrages  (hl 
which  the  Government  rely  as  the  justi- 
cation  of  their  proposed  measure  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAET  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  It  is 
not  my  intention  to  lay  any  special  Be- 
tums  of  outrages  on  the  Table. 

ADMIEALTY— VACANOIBB— 
OIRCULAHS. 
Mb.  O.  T.  MOBGAN  (Battorsea) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Field  at  a  meeting  of  the  Civil  Serrioe 
Supply  Association  held  atCannon  Bteeet 
Hotel  on  24th  Febmaxy : — 

"  There  in  one  things  I  onght  to  call  the 
atteotion  of  the  meeting  to,  heouue  it  is  a  very 
grave  labject  I  believe  that  in  referenoe  to 
the  candidature  for  the  Admiialty  vaoanoy. 
Circulars  have  been  sent  out  in.  mvetc^es 
marked  '  On  Her  Majesty's  Sarvioe**  and  at  &e 
expense  of  the^couatry  ; " 

and,  if  so,  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  in  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Thb  FtBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  the 
2X'2 
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Bititemait  alluded  to  is  coirect,  the  pro 
ceediog  was  most  improper  and  entirely 
unAuthorized.    A  full  and  immediate 
inquiry  iriU  be  made  on  the  sa^eot. 

SOHAK  OATUOLIO  RELIEF  AOT,  1839— 
ROHAN  OATHOLIO  MISSION  AT 
POPLAR. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  TV.)  aeked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  27i9  Wuhly  Remitter  of  19th  March, 
oonoeming  a  Boman  Oatholio  Misuon 
at  Poplar^ 

*■  The  HiMdon  was  opened  on  the  last  Snnday 
of  Febmaiy  with  a  prooesnon  through  the 
prinoipal  atreeta  of  the  parish.  The  Oiurds  of 
the  League  of  the  Cross  and  the  members  of 
the  diffttreot  conf ratemitiefl  left  the  ohurofa  pre- 
ceded  by  a  lar^  Mission  Cross  and  aooom- 

{>anied  by  the  paroohial  clergy.  PVitber  Law- 
ass,  M.B.,  clothed  in  cassock,  cloak,  and  biretta, 
intoned  the  Rosary,  in  which  all  joined.  In 
due  course  the  East  India  Dock  was  reached. 
Here  Father  Lawless  recited  tiie  Litany  of  our 
Blessed  Mother,  deUrered  an  address,  and  ex- 
acted the  foUoving  DK»niw,  whioh  was  made 
with  one  T<»oe  by  the  kneeling  crowd I 
promise,  by  the  mce  of  CK>d,  to  attend  regu- 
larly this  Holy  Mission  even  to  the  end,  and  to 
go  to  my  Confession  and  Commanion.*  Father 
Lawless  then  gave  the  blessing  with  the  Mis- 
sion Cross,  and  the  procession  moved  on  by  way 
of  Robin  Hood  Lane,  increasing  in  numbers, 
until  it  reached  High  Stroet,  Poplar  ; " 

whether  these  proceedings  constitute  a 
distinct  riolation  of  the  Roman  OathoHo 
Belief  Act,  10  Geo.  4,  c.  7,  s.  26 ;  and, 
what  course  the  GeTernment  propose  to 
take  in  this  case  and  similar  ones? 

Mr.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  8.):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  the 
Statute  referred  to  provides  Uiat  any 
person  who  becomes  a  Jesuit,  or  a 
member  of  any  Beligious  Order,  in  these 
countries  shall  be  deemed  guilty  ef  a 
misdemeanour  and  subject  to  the  penalty 
of  being  ordered  to  be  banished  from  the 
Kingdom  for  his  natural  life;  and, 
whether  the  penalty  provided  under  the 
26th  section  of  the  Act  can  be  given  to 
the  person  who  informed  on  thoae  guilty 
of  thus  exercising  religious  liberty  P 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Skith) 
(Strand,  Westminster):  In  answer  to 
the  Question  last  addressed  to  me,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  have  no  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  provision  of  the  Statute  in 
question,  and  therefore  I  am  unable  to 

S'lve  the  information  which  the  hon. 
Btttleman  asks  for.   In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  my  hen.  Friend  (Mr.  John- 

Jfr.  r.  R.  Smith 


ston),  I  have  to  state  that  my  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  by  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  have 
not  seen  the  paper  in  qneetion ;  but,  aa- 
Buming  the  statement  is  correct,  I  am 
advised  tiiat  there  is  a  strong  reason  to 
doubt  whether  there  has  been  any 
violation  of  the  penal  provisions  of  the 
Act.  I  am  not  aware  that  prooeediogs 
have  ever  been  taken  under  ^at  par- 
ticular section. 

SECRETARY   FOR   SCOTLAND  BILL- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Are  the  Government  able  to  state  if  the 
Bill  relating  to  the  OfBoe  of  Secretary 
fbr  Scotland  is  drafted,  and  whether  it 
will  be  introduced  before  Easter ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  remove 
the  block  they  have  put  on  Scotch  Bills, 
especially  that  on  the  Crofters'  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  Amendment  (No.  2) 
BUI?  ^  ^ 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster):  The  Secretary 
for  Sootiand  Bill  has  been  drafted,  and 
will  be  introduced  as  soon  after  the 
Easter  Becess  as  possible.  I  am  unable 
to  give  any  hope  that  the  block  which 
has  been  placed  by  tiie  Government  on 
the  Orofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
(1886)  Amendment  TNo.  2)  Bill,  and 
other  Scotch  Bills,  wiU  be  removed. 

Dr.  OLABE  (Oaithness}  asked  whe- 
ther, considering  the  condition  of  the 
Highlands,  and  the  decision  of  the 
Oonrt  of  Session  regarding  the  Oroftera' 
Act,  the  Government  themselves  would 
bring  in  a  measure  amending  the  Bill  of 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  for  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

ORDER   OF  TSE  HAT, 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE— CRIBONAL 
LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRELAND)  BILL- 
MOTION  FOE  UBOENOT. 

BESOLTmoir. 
AIV0T7BNED  DBBAn.     [tHXRD  HIOBT.^ 

Order  read,  for  resoming  the  Adv. 
,  oumed  Debate  on  the  Amendment 

iroposed  to  the  Question  [22nd  Maroh], 

'*That  the  introdactioo  and  several  atagea  of 
the  Criminul  Law  Amendment  (rreknd)  Bill 
hare  precedence  of  all  Orderq     the  Day  and 
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Koticcs  of  Motion,  inclading  tho  Rules  of  Fro- 
cttdare,  wheneTsr  the  Bill  Bball  be  set  down  for 
eonridention  hy  the  UoTerament  u  the  flrat 
bonoeai  of  the  day."— (ifr.  WiUUm  Bmrj/ 
Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  iraB, 
To  1mt«  out  fkom  the  wwd  "  That**  to  the 
end  oi  the  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  Hoow  declines  to  set  aside  the  busineaa  of 
the  Nation  in  favonr  of  a  measure  for  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland, 
whilst  so  effectoal  secorify  has  been  taken 
■nioit  theabua  of  tiw  Jmw  by  the  exaotioiL  of 
excsMin  rents.*'— (Jfr.  /oAii  Morlty.) 

Question  again  proposed^  "That  the 
vorda  woposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
oi  the  Qaestion." 

Debate  rwumed. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgb,  Mid  Lothian) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish,  in  Uie  Bret  instance,  to  thank  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  Lockwood)  for  his  kind- 
neaa  in  vaiviug  his  claim  to  address  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion,  and  for 
enabling  me,  subject  to  your  ap^val, 
to  state  what  I  hare  to  say  to  the  House 
on  a  Motion  which  seems  to  me  to  be  of 
great  imp(»tanoe.   I  am  the  more  de- 
sirous to  do  so,  because  I  wish  to  sa^  a 
few  words  on  a  portion  of  the  subject 
which  has  yet  attracted  but  little  atten- 
tion.  No  doubt,  this  Motion  opens  im- 
portant parts  of  the  great  question  re- 
latiog  to  Ireland;  and  the  lield,  so  far 
as  concerns  that  question,  has  been 
widened  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  xf.  Balfour),  who  acquainted 
US  with  the  leading  particulars  of  a 
Bill  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  abont  to  introduce  with  respect  to 
land  in  Ireland.  My  first  desire  is  to 
call  attention  to  what  I  think  I  must 
describe  as  the  unprecedented  position 
of  the  House  itself,  both  as  it  stands  at 
the  moment,  and  still  more  as  it  will  be 
affected  by  the  adoption  of  this  Motion. 
The  House  has  been  sitting  for  two 
months,  and  fat  two  months  the  inde 
pendent  initiatiTe  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  been  altogether  suppressed. 
Not  a  single  day  has  been  allowed  to 
hem.  Members  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing; forward  subjects  in  which  they  take 
an  interest— not  a  single  day  even  for 
the  consideration  of  questions,  like  that 
touching  the  crofters,  which  concern 
social  order  in  the  country.   We  are 
noT  invited  again  to  surrender  entirely 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  that  Yote,  I 


Bupposo,  is  to  bo  carried  by  a  majority. 
And  Gentlemen  opposite  exult  in  the 
prospect  of  that  further  suppression  of 
the  independent  action  of  the  House. 
But  such  things  may  happen  in  the  revo- 
lution of  years  as  to  cause  hon.  Members 
to  take  a  somewhat  different  view  of  a 
uestion  of  this  kind.    We  are  now, 
ir,  asked  to  make  another  absolute 
surrender  of  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  until  a  Bill,  not  yet  introduced, 
but  reported  to  be  of  an  extreme  and 
severe  character,  has  received  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.   Well,  Sir,  we  reool- 
eot  that  questions  of  this  kind  have  on 
:  brmerocoanons  been  deemed  to  require 
protracted  discussion.   The  Bill  relating 
to  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act— or  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act— 
although  it  was  proposed  in  a  tenfold 
more  formidable  state  of  things  than 
the  present,  and  although  it  consisted 
of,  I  think,  only  a  single  clause,  ooou- 
pied  20  nights  of  the  time  of  the 
House.   I  may  be  told  that  a  re- 
volution is  now  to  be  brought  about 
in  the  modes  of  our  Procedure  by  the 
frequent  application  of  the  Closure  Bule. 
Sir,  I  can  conceive  no  greater  calamity 
to  this  House  than  the  frequent  applica- 
tion of  the  Closure  Sule ;  and  the  very 
first — perhaps  the  most  formidable— of 
all  the  effects  I  should  anticipate  from 
that  frequent  application  of  the  Bule 
would  be  that  it  would  sap  the  founda- 
tions of  that  Chair  which  you.  Sir,  so 
worthily  occupy,  and  the  authority  'so 
absolutely  necessary  to  be  maintained 
unaffected,  intact,  and  unimpaired.  Nor 
is  that  all ;  because  it  is  within  the 
pleasure  of  the  Government — if  they 
think  fit  under  the  powers  tbey  have 
obtained— to  take  any   day  of  their 
choice  for  the  purpose  of  resuming  the 
question  of  Procedure,  and  the  very  first 
subject  they  would  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  House  would  be  to  alter 
fundamentally    the    sole  remaining 
weapon  which  is  now  given  to  indepen- 
dent Hembera,  not  of  a  full  initiative 
{or  Fariiamentary  purposes,  but  at  any 
rate  of  raising  a  discussion  upon  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment.    Such  is  the 

Sosition  in  wbi^  we  are  placed  when  a 
emand  is  made  which  aims  at  obtain- 
ing for  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
disposal  of  the  entire  time  of  the  House 
upon  a  Bill  which  must  occupy  weeks, 
which  may  occupy  months,  if  ne  judge 
from  former  experience  &om  reports  in 
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riroolatioBf  and  firom  the  nature  of  the 
case.  I  may  say,  for  my  own .  part, 
having  seen  more  of  Parliamentary 
praotioe  than  anyone  who  hears  me, 
that  I  have  never  known  such  a  similar 
position  of  affairs.  I  think  it  grave ;  I 
think  it  menacing;  I  think  it  unpre- 
oedented.  I  think  it  an  extreme  use  of 
the  powers  of  the  majority,  and  one 
which,  if  it  is  persisted  in,  and  driven 
to  the  uttermost,  will  leave  behind  it  a 
sense  of  wrong — I  may  say,  of  intolerable 
wrong — not  favourable  to  the  future 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  this  House. 
I  may  say  that  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  at 
all  impede  the  progress  of  &e  measure, 
and  would  adopt  a  wise  and  salutary 
change,  if  he  were  to  introduce  some 
relaxation  into  the  Motion  he  has  made. 
He  might  do  that  with  great  facility. 
He  might  exempt  some  day  of  the  week 
— Friday,  for  example — m)m  the  opera- 
tion of  Uie  Bule.  At  any  rate,  I  think 
it  right  to  utter  a  warning  that  the  yoke 
which  it  is  endeavoured  to  lay  on  our 
necks  is  a  yoke  which,  perhaps,  may  not 
be  patiently  borne  for  an  unlimited 
period  of  time.  I  need  not,  however, 
go  into  details  on  that  subject,  and  I 
will  touch  the  question  of  this  Motion 
as  it  affects  the  great  case  of  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will, 
pcohaps,  allow  me  to  pay  him  this  com- 
pliment— that  he  has,  I  will  not  say  ac- 
quired, bfloanse  I  think  Nature  has 
given  it  to  him,  the  happy  faculty  of 
making  extreme  and  astonishing  proposi- 
tions in  the  blandest  and  most  gentle 
way.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
been  discussing  the  clause  on  which  we 
were  occupied  for  some  minutes  this 
evening  of  a  Private  Bill  he  could  not 
have  done  it  in  a  manner  more  en- 
tirely apart  from  a  sense  of  deep  gravity, 
or  f^om  an  expression  of  those  feelings, 
which  are  usually  connected  with  the  dis- 
cussion of  great  political  subjects  in  this 
House.  I  am  very  norry  to  be  compelled 
to  assail  in  toto — I  am  afraid  not  with 
equal  blandness  but  at  the  same  time, 
I  hope,  vrith  temper  and  fairness — ^the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gkntieman, 
and  tiie  ground  upon  which  he  supported 
ii  He  nippbrted  it  entirely  by  a  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  1S8I,  doing  me  the 
honour  to  quote  from  speeches  of  my 
own,  and  resting  the  whole  justiBoation 
of  the  Government  upon  what  had  then 

Jfr.  W.  S.  GhMm 


ooonrred.     Now,  Sir,  if  that  ease  of 
1881  will  not  stand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  in  stead,  I  may  apprehend  he 
must  look  for  some  new  justification. 
And  how,  Sir,  does  it  stand  ?  We  have 
now  a  proposition  made  to  the  House  to 
abandon  its  whole  time  for  the  pvrpcwe 
of  a  measure  as  to  which  no  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  have  been  laid.  No 
Farliamentuy  Papers  —  as  we  know 
from  an  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  H. 
Healy)  just  made— are  intended  to  be 
laid ;  no  statement  by  the  Government 
has  been  laid  before  the  House  which 
can  oonv^  to  us  the  slightest  indicatton 
of  the  nature  and  contents  of  the  pro- 
posed measure.  Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  is  he  boroe 
out  in  this  capital  respect  by  the  proposal 
and  proceedings  of  1881  ?  On  the  con> 
trary,  he  must  know  that  the  case  of  the 
Government — the  presumptive  case  of 
the  Government  —  was  laid  with  the 
utmost  fulness  before  the  House  by  the 
official  statement  of  Mr.  Forster  before 
any  demand  whatever  was  made  upon 
the  House  for  the  surrender  of  its  time 
and  privileges.     \_Cheera.']     I  heard 
cheering  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
when  I  stated  that  this  was  a  very 
different  state  of  things  from  what  pre- 
vailed in  1 88 1 .    I  know  not  whether  the 
hon.  Gentiemen  who  cheered  had  made 
themselTes  acquainted  in  any  way  with 
the  history  of  the  case,  but  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  it  is  a  very 
diffnent  state  of  things  indeed.  The 
first  difference  I  shall  note  is  this.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman — I  cannot  blame 
him  for  it — had  not  read  the  speech 
from  which  he  quoted.    He  founded  his 
case  upon  my  speech — he  had  not  read 
that  speech.    Silence  in  this  case  means 
consent — silence  means  consent.    I  am 
as  far  as  possible  from  blaming  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  for  avoiding  the 
reading  of  any  speech  of  mine,  or  of 
almost  any  Parliamentary  speech,  if  he 
can  possibly  avoid  it.   But  it  imposes 
upon  me  the  necoisity  of  makinganother 
quotation  from  that  speech.  The  House 
of  Commons  will  recollect  that  there  has 
usually  been  before  the  present  practice 
arose  of  debating  the  Address  at  full 
length  a  period  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session — a  week,  a  fortnight,  or 
three  weeks — during  which  there  has 
been  very  little  Business  to  transact. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman— or  those  who 
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informed  the  right  hon.  Gvntleman — 
those  who  supplied  htm  with  the  quota- 
tion £rom  my  speech — might  have  pro- 
vided him  with  another  quotation  which 
he  has  imposed  upon  me  the  painful  ne- 
ceesity  of  inflicting  upon  the  House,  in 
which  I  stated  that  I  was  emboldened 
to  make  that  Motion  by  its  being  the 
first  day  of  the  Session  when  we  were 
not  already  engaged  in  the  general 
Business  of  the  Empire,  but  that  if  it 
had  been  a  later  period  I  doubted  whe- 
ther I  should  hare  been  justified  in 
making  it.  The  quotation  is  to  be  found 
in  Mansard.   My  words  were— 

"I  will,  however,  make  this  admiBrion— that 
great  as  is  tiie  evil  of  the  prolongation,  eren  for 
a  day,  of  thin  state  ot  thii^  in  Ireland,  had 

this  proposal  been  made  to  the  House  at  a  period 
of  the  year  when  we  were  ah:«ady  engaged  in 
the  miscellaneoaa  BomDess  of  the  Empire,  it 
might  hare  heen  douhted  whether  we  shoald 
have  been  justified  in  askiiiK  han.  Members  to 
make  the  aacriflce  which  I  do  not  doubt  their 
acceding  to  such  a  Motion  will  invcdve." — 
(3  Santard,  [257]  1318.) 

As  to  that  Motion  of  1881,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quotes  as  a  pre- 
cedent, I  admit  I  could  not  have  had  a 
case  for  making  it  at  all  had  it  not  been 
the  opening  of  the  Session.  But  the 
right  aon.  Gentleman  makes  his  Motion 
at  a  moment  when  he  has  already  kept 
V8  silent  for  two  months.  Well,  Sir, 
what  is  the  state  of  things  which  is  to 
justify  this  singular  and  extreme  method 
of  Procedure  f  Is  it  the  state  of  Ire- 
land? b  it  the  amount  of  crime  in 
Ireland  ?  On  all  great  occasions  which 
I  have  known  it  nas  been  customary 
before  and  beyond  all  things  for  the 
Minister  to  make  out  his  case  by  showing 
the  terrible  prevalence  of  crime  iu  Ire- 
land— of  that  description  of  crime  which 
threatens  especially  social  order.  Is  that 
the'oase  now  ?  No,  Sir ;  the  House  has 
already  been  acquainted  with  the  fact 
that  during  the  year  1880— the  year 
immediately  preceding  the  proposals  of 
Hr.  f  orster — agrarian  offences  in  Ire- 
land had  far  exceeded  the  highest 
amount  they  had  ever  touched  since 
the  Betums  of  the  Oonstabulary  were 
instituted  in  IS44.  They  had  risen  by 
not  less  than  40  per  cent^  I  think,  above 
that  highest  amount ;  and  not  only  so, 
but  dunng  the  interral  there  had  been 
a  decrease  of  population  from  8,000,000 
to  5,000,000,  so  that  in  point  of  fact  the 
amount  of  agrarian  crime  was  double  at 
the  time  when  ISx.  Fonter  m^e  his 


statement — double  not  only  as  compared 
with  the  preceding  year,  but  as  compered 
with  the  highest  year,  or  any  year,  since 
1844,  the  first  institution  of  the  Returns. 
Whet  is  the  answer  to  that  ?  The  answer 
is  another  quotation  from  a  speech  of 
mine,  and  I  return  my  thanks  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary for  making  it.  He  could  not  hare 
made  a  quotation  more  apposite  for  my 
purpose,  for  I  pointed  out,  it  seems,  that 
we  must  consider  not  merely  the  amount, 
but  the  character,  purpose,  source,  and 
oldest  of  crime.  What  is  the  character, 
purpose,  Bouroe,  and  object  of  crime 
now-»take  it  at  its  very  worst  ?  It  is  to 
obtain  certain  reductions  of  rent.  [Ow* 
o/"No,  no!"]  It  is  what  your  own 
witnesses  say.  It  is  to  obtain  certain 
reductions  of  rent — it  is  not  a  movement 
against  rent  in  general.  I  think,  in  say- 
ing that,  I  carry  the  assent  even  of  that 
side  of  the  House.  Is  it  a  movement 
against  rent  in  general  ?  Let  me  hear 
the  man  who  argues  that — let  me  see 
what  is  his  knowledge,  what  is  his  ex- 
perience,  what  is  his  authority.  I  con- 
tend this — that  every  fair  man  would 
admit  and  allege  that  it  is  an  attempt 
to  obtain  reductions  of  rent  which  are 
beyond  what  equity  requires.  That  is 
the  allegation  which  will  be  made  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  I  should  like 
to  hear  the  man  on  the  front  Bench 
opposite  who  would  rise  and  say  this  is 
a  morement  in  Ireland  against  rent  as  a 
whole.  Ton  may  find  a  speech  of  some 
indiridual  possibly,  but  I  speak  of  the 
evidence  which  is  upon  the  Table ;  and 
upon  that  enormous  mass  of  testimony 
you  have  raised,  I  say  the  Aindamental 
distinction  between  this  period — besides 
the  amount  of  crime — and  1881  is  this : 
that  whereas  now  the  demand  of  the 
people  has  been  almost  universfJly  re- 
stricted to  a  demand  for  just  abatements 
— as  can  be  proved  from  the  evidence 
you  yourselves  have  laid  before  us — in 
1881  there  was  a  movement  in  progress 
which  was  growing  to  be,  ana  a  few 
months  after  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Foreter  was  avowed  and  declared  to  be, 
a  movement  against  the  payment  of  rent 
altogether.  Therefore,  the  quality,  as 
well  as  the  quantity,  of  crime  ehows 
that  there  was  no  analogy  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  quote 
the  proceedings  of  1 881  as  a  justification 
for  the  present  proceedings.  Even  these 
are  not  all  the  differences.   There  are 
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othors  of  tlie  fi;reatestffraTity  wHch  are 
inTolved  in  this  case.  Uahappily,  Sir,  the 
eridence  and  the  information  derivable 
from  the  hietonr  of  ooerctTe  or  represuTO 
measures  in  this  House  Is  but  too  abun- 
dant. There  is  one  feature — there  are  two 
features  which  have  accompanied  them 
all  along,  and  which  have,  at  least,  miti- 
gated the  case.  The  first  of  them  was 
this — that  from  whatever  cause — and 
into  that  question  I  will  not  now  eAer 
— coeroire  measures  hare  never  on  any 
of  those  occasions  been  resisted  by  a 
majority  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  1x9- 
land.  Never  on  a  single  oooauon — not 
when  Mr.  O'Oonnell  opposed  the  fiercest 
of  all  these  coercive  measures — was  he 
supported  by  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members ;  but  now  yon  know  very  well 
that  the  protest  a^mst  this  coercion  is 
made  by  a  majority,  and  by  an  over- 
whelming majority,  of  the  Jjish  Mem- 
bers. XOM  have  to  nut  it  to  yourselves 
^yon  have  to  face  this  question — ^whe- 
ther it  is  your  intention  to  invite  Par- 
liament, deliberately  and  systematically, 
under  a  representative  system  and  in  a 
free  country,  to  govern  Ireland  in  defi- 
ance of  the  sentiments  of  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  those  whom  she  sends  to  repre- 
sent her  f  At  the  time  when  we  were 
painfully  engaged — whether  wisely  or 
not — in  the  passing  of  that  measure  of 
1881,  Iwas  accustomed  to  observe  to  my 
Oolleagues — 

**  For  QB,  at  leart,  u  a  Liberal  Government, 
it  voald  be  totally  imposaible,  even  in  the  teeth 
of  the  nusll  namerical  redstanoe  ve  receive, 
to  perriit  in  and  to  carry  throng^  this  measure 
were  we  not  inppcoied  by  the  practical  unani- 
mity ol  the  other  portions  of  tne  Brttiah  Em- 
pire— by  the  whole  of  Great  Britain." 

Sir,  is  that  the  cose  now  ?  You  know 
perfectly  well  the  condition  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party.  You  know  how  reduced  in 
numbers  are  those  with  whom  I  have 
the  honour  to  think,  to  feel,  and  to  act ; 
but,  Sir,  reduced  as  we  are,  yet  still  the 
minority  which  will  oppose  your  measure 
is  a  minority  which,  perhaps,  may  amount 
to  three- sevenths  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  you  deliberately  think  that 
you  can,  as  a  system,  make  this  a  rule 
of  your  policy,  to  throw  aside  for  a  time 
the  remedial  measures  upon  the  evidence 
contained  m  this  Book — Lcvd  Oowpn's 
Xtepoit — as  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and 
upon  the  evidence  contained  in  tiiose 
returns  of  crime  which  you  are  far  from 
willing  on  your  own  responribility  to 
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produce,  end  you  think  you  can  do  all 
this  in  the  teeth  of  five-uxtha  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Irdand,and  in  l^e 
teeth  of  three-sevenths  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Oommons.  Well,  Sir, 
I  think  I  may  say  that  I  have  shown, 
not  that  your  Bill  is  wrong ;  but  at  iMst 
that  in  every  point  your  proceedings 
stand  in  glaring  contradiction  to  the 
precedents  which  you  have  quoted  as 
your  sole  justification,  and  that  those 
who  are  to  speak  for  the  GK)vemment 
must  set  about  to  search  for  some  other 
pleas  to  justify  the  astonishing  proposal 
that  is  now  before  us — that  the  House 
should  silence  itself  anew  for  weeks  and 
probably  for  months.  I  must  now  say 
something  on  the  other  part  ot  the  mb- 
jeot— namely,  that  which  concerns  the 
actual  oondition  of  !b«land.  "When  Par- 
liament met  in  the  autumn  of  last  year 
we  were  anxious  to  press  that  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Qovemment  for  handling 
Ireland  should  be  produced  as  speedily 
as  possible.  We  did  not  go  the  length 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oenue- 
man  the  Attorney  (General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes),  who,  when  we  asked  for 
a  few  weeks  to  prepare  our  measures, 
deliberately  made  a  Motion  to  stop  the 
Supplies,  which  Motion  was  supported 
byliis  Party.  That  was  the  idea  wUch 
the  head  of  the  Legal  Profesaion  in  Ire- 
land had  as  to  the  propriety  of  Parliap 
mentary  proceedings.  We  did  not  go 
that  length  at  all ;  but  we  requested 
that  as  soon  as  the  Government  oould 
make  up  their  minds,  and,  as  we  hoped, 
before  tne  winter  and  beftHte  tiie  season 
of  coming  evictions  was  faced,  thej 
should  tell  pe  what  they  meant  to  do. 
They  sheltered  themselves  behind  two 
propositions.  One  was  that  they  had 
sent  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  to  restore  order 
in  the  most  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland ; 
and  the  other  was  that  they  had  ap- 
pointed a  Oommission  to  ^  to  the  root 
of  the  evils  connected  with  Uie  Irish 
land  system.  Sir,  those  pleas  were 
very  effective.  It  was  felt,  I  think, 
very  generally  in  the  House,  when  once 
we  understood  that  the  mission  at  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller  was  a  purely  civU  mis- 
sion, that  the  choice  made  of  the  man 
to  deal  with  the  peculiar  (nronmstances 
was  a  choice  to  wnioh  no  exception  cotdd 
possibly  be  taken.  But  that  gmtleman 
had  attracted  tohimselftheutmost  degree 
of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  confidence,  apparency, 
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was  afterwards  renewed  and  heig^btened; 
for,  when  they  had  most  unwisely,  as  I 
think,  dismissed  from  the  Permanent 
Under  Secretaryship  at  Duhliu  Castie 
that  most  distinguished  public  servant, 
Sir  Kobert  Hamifton,  for  no  other  offence 
than  the  offence  committed  by  Lord 
Oamarron — whom  when  he  retired  from 
Office  the  (}oTemment  he  belonged  to 
declared  themselves  most  anzioas  to  re- 
tain in  Offico'-at  any  rate,  they  did 
what  they  could  to  repair  that  error  by 
the  ohoice  of  Sir  iKobert  Hamilton's 
Buccessor,  and  showed  their  supreme 
oonfldence  in  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  by 
making  him  the  head  of  the  whole  per- 
manent Oivil  Service  in  Ireland.  Sir 
Sedvers  Buller,  as  far  as  the  executive 
and  administrative  action  was  coooemed, 
was  the  shield  of  the  Government.  As 
far  as  legislation  was  concerned,  the 
Commission  was  the  shield  of  the  Go- 
▼emment.  But  how.  Sir,  do  we  stand 
now?  The  evidence  of  Sir  Hedvers 
BdJn  is  utterly  thrown  over  by  the 
Government,  He  is  their  witness — he 
is  their  chosen  witness — and  he  eiy'oys 
their  confidence  as  much  as  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland— as  much,  at  any 
rate,  as  it  is  possible  to  exhibit  in  any 
avil  servaot  under  bot  circumstances 
whatever ;  but  now,  Sir,  we  are  told 
that  Aere  is  a  great  oombination — ^we 
are  told  by  the  cheers  of  inarticulate 
Members  that  there  is  a  great  combina- 
tion— against  the  payment  of  rent  in 
Ireland,  and  we  are  invited,  it  appears, 
for  the  87th  time  to  pass  a  measure  to 
put  down  agitation.  There  is  agitation 
in  Ireland.  There  is,  you  say,  intimi- 
dation in  Ireland.  Within  certain  limits 
I  shall  admit  that ;  but  you  propose  to 
us  to  pass  a  measure  to  put  down  agita- 
tion. [An  hon.  Mshbbs:  Not  at 
all.]  I  must  say  that  your  explana- 
tions have  been  so  imperfect,  and  that 

nhave  so  delibmitafy  kept  us  in  the 
:,  that  we  can  only  infer  from  your 
▼ague  general  annoancement  we  have 
'before  us  what  you  are  going  to  do. 
["  Hear,  hear !  "J  But  we  have  before 
us — and  you  may  "  Hear,  hear  "  this  if 
you  like  —the  main  remedial  propoutions 
which  you  are  now  prepared  to  mnke. 
My  point  is  this.  If  these  remedial  pro- 
positions are,  from  your  point  of  view, 
the  legitimate  method  of  acting  against 
Irish  agitation,  is  it  a  mode  of  action 
that  your  own  witness — Sir  Bedvers 
Boiler  —  recommends?    Does  he  say 


that  agitation  is  fo.be  put  down;  that 
intimidation  is  to  be  cured ;  that  the 
law-abiding  man  is  to  be  guaranteed, 
under  all  circumstances,  tiie  full  use  of 
his  freedom  of  action— does  be  say  that 
these  aims  are  to  be  gained  by  repressive 
legislation  ?  Short  as  is  the  evidence 
of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  it  is  most  impor- 
tant, and  I  will  take,  without  flinch* 
ing,  what  I  believe  to  be  the  main 
poHlia  which  it  contains.  Some  time 
ago  it  was  faintly  signified— or  at  least 
it  was  Mgnified  not  quite  in  the  strcmg 
manner  so  usual  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House — that  there  was  a  general  non- 
payment of  rent  in  Ireland,  and  a  gene- 
ral movement  against  the  p^ment  of  all 
rent  in  Ireland.  When  I  stated  the 
contrary  I  was  saluted  by  a  rather  con- 
siderable torrent,  a  current  of  contrary 
assertion,  in  a  brief  and  succinct  form. 
Now,  what  does  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  say 
on  that  subject?  He  is  asked  in  Ques- 
tion  16,456,  and  at  page  500  of  the  Re- 
port— "Therefore,  in  spite  of  the  op- 
position of  the  League,  they  are  willing 
to  pay?"  Be  it  remembered  that  is 
in  the  worst  part  of  Ireland.  My  right 
hon.  IViend  has  said — and  his  statement 
has  not  hwo.  contested — that  seven- 
eighths  of  Ireland  are  free  from  dis- 
turbsnce  or  difficulty ;  but  where  diffi- 
culty exists  even  there  this  general 
movement  against  the  payment  of  rent 
in  Ireland  does  not  exist.  What  does 
General  Bedvers  Buller  say  in  answer 
to  the  question  ? — 

*'I  believe  that  the  great  m^ority  ihroa^h 
those  counties — that  the  great  majority  of  those 
who  have  not  paid  are  anxious  to  pay." 

Mr.  Neligan,  as  if  to  emphasize  the  an- 
swer, asked,  "  Anxious  to  pay  ?  "  which 
again  called  the  attention  of  the  witness, 
who  replied — "Yes,  are  anxions  to 
pay."  There  is  not  a  general  movement 
against  the  payment  of  rent.  Do  not 
suppose  that  I  am  dealing  with  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller's  evidence  as  if  I  ima- 
gined that  that  would  dispose  of  the 
whole  case.  But  I  am  showing  that  he 
is  your  witness,  whose  evidence  and 
whose  recommendations  yon  are  going 
entirely  to  disregard  ;  and  bis  first  point 
is,  that  his  rej^iee  do  not  indicate  a 
general  unwillingness  to  pay  rent,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  a  general  desire  to  pay 
rent.  What  does  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  say 
is  the  condition  of  peace  in  Ireland? 
You  say  that  the  condition  of  peace  is 
that  we  shall  pass  some  r^resaive  Bill 
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of  which  we  do  not  yet  know  the  nature. 
Is  that  his  opinion  ?  No.  His  distinct 
declaration  is  this — 

'*  I  think  thia,  and  I  feel  it  very  atrongly, 
ibat  in  this  part  of  the  oonntry  " — the  worst 
part  of  the  country,  remember—"  yon  will 
never  have  peace  ualess  yon  create  some  legal 
eqaipoise,  or  legal  equivalent,  that  will  supply 
the  want  of  freedom  of  contract  now  eziating 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant*' 

Those  are  his^ewB  as  to  the  condition 
of  peace ;  hut  that  is  not  the  proposition 
on  which  you  are  about  to  act.  You 
are,  on  the  contrary,  about  to  favour 
us  with  a  Bill  directed  to  the  increased 
stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  and 
with  the  very  measures  of  procedure 
that  Sir  Bedrere  BuUer  condemns. 
Well,  Sir,  what  is  the  state  of  the  law 
now  in  Ireland  ?  Is  the  law  that  which 
it  ought  to  be — a  fair  arbiter  between 
man  and  man — and  is  the  law,  as  it  is 
administered,  as  it  has  been  generally 
administered  in  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Bedvers  BuUer — a  law  in  which  the 
mass  of  the  population  reposes  con- 
fidence, or  ought  to  repose  confidence  ? 
What  does  he  say  f  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
Bays — 

"  You  have  got  a  very  ignorant  and  poor 
people,  and  the  uw  should  look  after  tbenit  in- 
stead of  whioh  it  has  <mly  looked  after  the 
rich.  That,  atleast,  vppoKn  to  me  to  be  tlie 
case.*' 

Is  there  a  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  who  will  deny  that  when  you 
have  introduced,  pressed,  and  passed 
your  Bill  the  Irish  people — who  now 
believe  the  law  to  be  on  the  side  of  the 
rich  and  against  the  poor — will  still  be- 
lieve it,  wUl  believe  it  more  firmly  than 
ever,  sustained  as  they  will  be  by  the 
authority  of  Sir  Redvers  Buller  ?  Well, 
then,  it  is  admitted — of  course  it  ia  ad- 
mitted— that  we  have  got  classes  of  un- 
satisfactory persons  to  deal  with  in  Ire- 
land. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  Ibr  Ireland  represented 
the  case  of  Ireland  with  reference  to  rents 
as  the  same  as  every  where  else.  "There 
are,"  he  said,  "  rents  too  high  and  rents 
too  low."  Yes ;  but  in  Ireland  the 
Land  Court,  the  judicial  tribunal,  finds 
178,000  rents  too  high,  while  the  pro- 
portion of  rents  found  to  be  too  low  ia 
so  insignificant  and  infinitesimal  that 
your  Land  Oommission  in  its  Beport 
does  not  think  it  worth  while,  or  per- 
haps thinks  that  it  would  be  ii^urious, 
to  quote  the  oaae«  in  which  rents  have 
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been  increased.  This  new  law  is  to  he 
a  law  for  pressure  on  tbe  tenant  class. 
Is  there  any  doubt  about  that  ?  Is  the  , 
tenaut  class  the  class  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  your  own  witness,  Sir  Bed  vers  Buller, 
require  pressure  to  be  applied  to  them  7 
Some  of  the  tenants  do  require  pressure, 
no  doubt,  but  these  things  are  compara- 
tive ;  and  if  you  ask  what  pressure,  in 
the  view  of  Sir  Bedrers  BuUer,  is  re- 
quired upon  the  tenants,  you  must  also 
ask  what  pressure  does  he  is  re- 
quired upon  the  landlords.  Ix  ia  not 
upon  the  landlords  that  you  are  going 
to  exercise  coercion ;  you  are  going  to 
make  it  easier  for  the  landlords  to 
enforce  the  rent,  whether  it  be  a  good 
rent  or  a  bad  rent.  Is  this  the  opinion 
of  your  witness  ?  What  does  Sir  Bedvm 
Buller  say  ? — 

'  ■  What  we  want  ia  a  Court  that  would  have  a 
certain  amount  of  coercive  power  over  a  bad 
tenant,  and  a  very  strong  coercive  power  over 
had  landlords." 

A  very  good  recommendation — "  a  yerj 
strong  coercive  power  over  the  bad  land- 
lord."  His  view  is  that  in  the  case  of 
the  bad  tenant  something  is  required,  a 
certain  amount  of  coercive  power :  but 
his  view  of  the  bad  landlord  is  that  a 
ver^  strong  coercive  power  is  required 
against  him.  But  what  are  yon  doing  ? 
On  your  own  showing  you  are  proposing 
to  introduce  a  Bill  forexercisinga  certain 
power  against  bad  tenants,  but  a  strong 
coercive  power  against  the  bad  landlords 
does  not  enter  into  your  views.  Unless 
your  friends  in  the  Press  and  elsewhere 
have  totally  misrepresented  you,  the 
views  of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  are  diame- 
trically opposed  to  yours.  A  complaint 
was  made  yesterday  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government  that  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House — who  had  quoted  from 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller's  evidence — had  re- 
frained from  quoting  what  he  said  about 
intimidation,  and  it  was  urged  that  his 
evidence  does  show  that  there  is  intimi- 
dation in  Ireland.  Ko  doubt  Sir  Redvers 
Buller  does  say  that  there  is  intimidation 
in  Ireland.  I  will  not  dwell  on  the 
different  constructions  of  the  term.  Some 
of  the  witnesses  call  it  the  disfavour  in 
which  people  are  regarded  who  pursue 
a  course  different  from  that  which  is 
desired  by  the  mass  of  tbe  community. 
Some  of  them  refer  to  Boycotting,  and 
say  that  the  Irish  people  in  certain  cases 
are  rather  apt  to  follow  the  example 
which  in  Ireland,  and  even  elaewhwe^ 
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is  pretty  constantly  afforded  by  their 
betters — apt  to  try  what  they  can  make 
out  of  a  system  of  exclusive  dealing. 
But  beyond  that,  no  doubt,  there  are 
oases  of  intimidation  proper.  Well,  Sir, 
you  are  going  to  deal  with  this  intimi- 
dation; you  are  going  to  pursue  the  old 
system  of  dealing  with  symptoms  and 
neglecting  causes.  There  is  much  mis- 
chief in  the  condition  of  Ireland  in 
Bereral  counties.  What  is  the  root  of 
that  mischief?  You  hare  appointed  a, 
CTommission  to  goto  the  root  of  it.  Why 
do  you  dwell  simply  on  the  surface? 
What  is  the  opinion  of  Sir  Bedvers 
Bnller  as  to  the  source  of  this  intimida- 
tion ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say — 
"  We  know  the  source  of  it ;  it  is  these 
mischievous  agitators ;  if  we  can  only 

fet  rid  of  them  by  some  diepensation  of 
arliament,  or  some  dispensation  of  Fro- 
videnoe,  then  Ireland  would  be  happy, 
tranquil,  and  content."  Yes ;  but  that 
is  not  the  opinion  of  your  own  witness — 
the  man  who  pre-eminently  enjoys  your 
confidence.  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  is  asked 
— "  What  is  the  cause  of  the  mischief 
tiiat  prevails  ?  "  And  he  answers  with- 
out hesitation — "  The  rents  are  too 
high."  He  explains  his  meaning  in  this 
way — 

"I  think  it  was  the  preasure  of  a  high  rent 
which  produced  the  agitation  and  consequent 
intimidaUon  as  to  the  payment  of  ro&t" 

Now,  Sir,  I  ask,  how  is  it  possible  we 
can  hope  for  any  state  of  things  other 
than  that  which  actually  subsists,  and 
how  is  it  possible  you  can  dream  that 
you  wiU  do  anything  except  aggravate 
that  state  of  things,  and  increase  it  in- 
tensely, by  the  proposals  you  are  about 
to  make  ?  I  will  take  them  in  kind  such 
as  we  know  they  are  to  be,  so  far  aa  we 
know  their  general  purport.  They  find 
that  all  agree,  though  to  some  extent,  in 
the  case  of  indiTiduals  who  ma^  wish  to 
pay  rent  which  is  even  an  unjust  rent, 
yet  for  their  own  peace  and  comfort  they 
would  wish  to  pay^  it.  But  the  opinion 
of  the  commanity  in  which  they  live  is 
inflexibly  set  ^rainst  it.  And  that  opi- 
nion may  manifest  itself  in  just  or  nn- 
just  metibods.  But  what  is  the  root  of 
the  mischief,  according  to  your  own  wit- 
ness ?  He  says  that  it  is  not  agitation 
which  produced  the  intimidation,  nor 
was  the  immediate  cause  of  it,  but  that 
it  is  the  high  rent  which  produced  the 
agitation,  and  which  is  the  source  and 
Jottntain-head  of  the  whole  mischief.  I 


came  now  to  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  of  tho  National  League.  That 
League  has  been  treated  by  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  as  if  it  were  virtually 
identical  with  the  Land  League  of  I88I. 
My  opinion  is  quite  different;  but  I  do 
not  intend  to  dwell  upon  that  point  now. 
For  the  present  we  will  assume  anything 
you  like  about  the  National  League. 
Now,  what  was  the  answer  of  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller,  your  witness,  to  a  ques- 
tion referring  to  the  National  Xieagne? 
He  was  asked — "  Is  there  any  general 
sympathy  with  the  action  of  the  League 
amonff  the  people?"  And  fae  an- 
swered— "Yes ;  I  think  there  u  sym- 
pathy, beoaose  they  think  that  it  haa 
been  their  salvation." 

CoLOSEL  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
be  good  enough  to  read  Question  SO:i  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  If  the 
House  is  willing  I  will  read  the  Ques- 
tion, and  indeed  I  would  read  the  whole 
of  it  if  my  eyes  were  better,  because  it 
would  evidently  be  conducire  to  the  pur- 
pose I  have  in  view.  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is 
highly  inconvenient  to  be  interrupted 
unless  he  can  show  that  I  am  reading 
something  which  destroys  the  effect  m 
what  I  have  previously  said.  If  he  can 
show  that  then  I  will  not  say  that  there 
is  anything  wrong  in  interrupting  me. 
X  BOO  that  at  Question  503  the  witness 
says  that  a  man  was  murdered  the  other 
day,  but  I  do  not  see  what  rdation  that 
has  — ■ 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON:  Be  good 
enough  to  read  the  Question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not 
deny  that  there  is  intimidation  ;  I  do  not 
denythatinIreland,asinoth6rpartsofthe 
world,  there  is  a  certain  amountof  crime, 
although  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  that  amount  of  crime  is  small  and 
insignificant  in  comparison  with  other 
parts  of  the  £ingdom,  and  in  oonudera- 
tion  of  the  justification.  But  I  am  now 
speaking  of  the  action  of  the  League, 
and  not  of  the  action  of  the  League  as  it 
is  estimated  by  the  witness — Sir  Bedvers 
Buller— who  is  your  chosen  officer  and 
agent ;  and  I  am  showing  that  he  begins 
by  saying  that  the  peoplehave  sympathy 
with  and  supported  the  League  because 
they  think  it  has  been  their  salvation. 
Well,  Sir,  but  we  are  told  they  are  a 
poor  and  ignorant  people  in  that  part  of 
Ird^d.  Frahaps  you  will  say — "Oh,  he 
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does  not  say  that  their  opinion  is  cor- 
rect ; "  but  we  have  got  a  sentence  on 
that  subject,  and  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
GenUenun  (Colonel  Saunderson)  has 
recommendea  me  to  read  Question  503, 
I  will  now  reoommend  him  to  Question 
494.  The  QueBtion  is—"  It  has  been 
their  salvation?"  When  I  read  that 
Question  I  thought  I  knew  by  whom  it 
waa  put.  On  looking  at  it,  I  saw  it  was 
put  by  the  inoTitable  Gentleman  who 
alone  could  put  a  Question  in  that  form — 
namely,  Lord  MiUtown.  The  answer 
is — 

"  The  bulk  of  tiie  tenants  in  thia  part  of  Ire- 
land tell  of  rents  that  baTe  been  reduced  and 
eTiotioiu  that  have  been  atayed  vbidi  are  di> 
reotly  due  to  the  operations  tA  the  Leagofl* 
They  beUere  Uiat,  wnaterer  tmUi  tliere  m  in 
if* 

And  after  dealing  with  th^  belief  he 
goes  on  to  say  something  for  himself; 
and  what  does  he  say  forhimself  ? — 

"Nobody  did  an^thingr  for  the  tenants  until 
the  League  waa  establuhed,  and  when  the 
landlordi  oonld  not  let  tibeir  farms,  then  they 
were  forced  to  ooninder  tiie  question  of  redne- 
tlon  of  rent." 

There  is  your  own  witness ;  thwe  is  the 
opinion  of  the  gentleman  whose  ap< 
pointment  stood  you  in  such  good  stead 
in  September  last ;  there  is  the  opinion 
of  a  gentleman  who,  before  you  ap- 
pointed him,  had  earned  in  the  serrice 
of  Her  Majesty  the  very  highest  reputa- 
tion, and  I  belioTe  has  since  done  no- 
thing to  compromise,  but  much  to  in- 
crease and  establish,  his  fame.    Sir,  ~ 
have  now,  I  beliere,  read  every  point 
materifU  to  the  oase  in  the  evidence  of 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  who  admits  and 
asserts  tiiere  is  intimidation,  but  points 
to  the  root  of  that  intimidation,  and  says 
the  root  Is  not  in  citation  but  in  rent. 
This  is  the  testimony  of  your  own  chosen 
witness  and  jwa  bulwark,  during  tiie 
first  months  of  your  existence  him  and 
his  autiiority  you  utterly  reject  and  cast 
aside.    The  other  plea  put  before  us 
last  September  for  delay  was  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Hoyal  Commission ; 
and  how  do  you  deal  with  that  Commis- 
sion P   Ton  deal  with  it  in  a  manner,  if 
possible,  still  less  ceremonious ;  because 
the  Commission  has  been  invested  by 
you  with  express  authority  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  working  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  there  is  one  reoommendation 
which  overshadows  and  absorbs  all  the 
rest— that  is,  the  necessity,  owingto  the 
change  of  ciroumstaiujes  that  has  oo- 


curred,  of  re-opening  tho  judicial  rent 
fixed  by  law  under  the  15  years'  con- 
tract.  That  is  their  diief  recommenda- 
tion.   That  recommendation,  we  know 
from  the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Geu* 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
tho  Government  mean  to  cast  aside. 
Then  their  position  is  this.  Ther  diose 
men  to  examine  deliberately  on  the  spot 
the  enls  of  Ireland  connected  with  the 
land  and  the  rents,  and  to  go  to  the  root 
of  the  matter.    These  men  executed 
their  task,  and  made  their  recommenda- 
tions, and  their  main  recommendatioa 
the  Government  mean  to  oast  aside, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  ask  us  for  a 
Bill  to  give  increased  stringency  to  the 
Criminal  Law — whether  for  the  purpose 
of  antation  or  not,  I  know  not — but 
certainly  for  the  purpose  of  putting  the 
law  in  a  position  still  more  offensive  to 
the  general  sense  of  the  Irish  people. 
What  I  have  now  to  say  is,  I  think,  the 
most  curious  portion  of  the  whole  case. 
Why  is  it  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners  cannot  be  adopted  ?  We 
have  been  here  ftiUy  enlightraed  by  die 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Irelondf  who  rose  to  the  great 
reputation  of  ms  rhetoric  in  two  parts 
of  his  cose — one  when  he  was  reproach- 
ing us,  and  the  other  when  he  was  de- 
scribing the  acts  which  the  Gt>vemment 
knew  how  to  perform.  The  reason.  Sir, 
why  this  recommendation  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  adopted  is  because  it  would  in- 
volve a  breach  of  contract.    The  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
undoubtedly  a  perfectly  intelligible  one. 
He  says  you  must  not  break  a  contract, 
and  he  warns  and  threatens  you  that  if 
you  break  any  one  contract  you  never 
can  be  sure  of  holding  any  other. 

Tbb  CHIEF  SECBETABY  ron 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauoto)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  I  desire  to  correct  that 
statement.  I  said  that  to  break  np  a 
contract  solemnly  engaged  in  by  Far^ 
liament  would  be  wrong. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  correction 
which  does  not,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
affect  what  I  am  about  to  say.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  deny  that 
he  did  say  that  if  one  contract  were 
broken  you  would  lose  the  authority  by 
which  you  attempt  to  hold  another.  He 
does  not  question  that? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  do  not  wish 
to  iAtermpt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
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nor  do  I  recollect  the  precise  words  of 
my  speech;  but  my  point  was— my  argu- 
ment was — that  solemn  Parliamentary 
engagements  should  not  be  broken  up. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Qentlaman  forgets 
his  own  speech,  for  be  went  beyond  that, 
and  he  introduced  into  this  debate,  I 
think  for  the  first  time,  the  question  of 
Local  Gorernment  for  Ireland,  and  he 
first  said — you  are  perfectly  mad.  We 
liAve  no  objection  to  his  saying  that— 
we  are  muoh  obliged  to  him  wt  saying 
that— for  mooh  worse  things  than  that 
have  been  said  about  us.  ^at  is  rather 
a  moderate  metiiod  of  dealing  with  us, 
all  things  considered.  He  then  quali- 
fied his  language  by  saying  we  were 
singularly  unwise ;  and  when  he  used 
these  words— words  almost  as  gentle  as 
if  they  had  come  from  the  Leader  of  the 
House— he  objected  to  Home  Bole  for 
Ireland,  because,  he  said — 

Do  what  yoa  wiU  with  Home  Role  for  Ir»> 
land,  it  miut  rest  Qpon  a  land  of  contract  be- 
tween the  CO  an  tries,  and  when  yoa  have  broken 
the  contract  onder  the  Land  Act,  yon  will  not 
be  able  to  maintain  the  oontraot  under  the  Act 
oonititnting  Iriah  Qorenunent." 

This  is  his  doctrine — ^hi^h  doctrine  which 
I  am  not  disposed  to  criticise  in  a  severe 
or  hostile  spirit.  I  think  the  mainte- 
nance  of  contract  is  one  of  the  prime 
duties  of  Parliament,  and  rare  and 
strange  indeed  must  be  the  circum- 
stances which  would  justify  inteiference 
with  it ;  but  in  what  condition  is  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  who  propounds 
this  doctrine  ?  Is  he  ^iag  to  break  no 
contract?  He  is  going  to  break  the 
oontraot  of  130,000  leaseholders,  every 
one  of  whom  is  bound  to  par  a  rent 
which  fihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
going  to  allow  him  to  get  reduced  if  he 
can.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tiiink  that  he  mil  escape  1^  saying  that 
that  is  not  the  subject  of  a  Parliamen- 
ts settlement  ?  It  was  the  sabjeot  of 
a  Parliamentary  settlement.  There  are 
those  sitting  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House  who  remember  it — there  are  not 
many  here  who  followed  the  details  of 
the  Land  Bill  of  1881,  but  there  are 
men  here  who  went  through  it  with  a 
patience  and  a  skill  and  a  perseverance 
that  stamp  them— if  they  had  nothing 
else  to  stand  upon — as  men  of  high 
talent  and  capacity  to  serve  their  coun- 
try. Sir,  I  admit  to  you  that  there  is 
this  differeoce  between  the  IS  years*  con- 
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tract  and  the  leaseholders'  contract. 
The  15  years'  contract  sprang  out  of  the 
Land  Act;  but  the  leaseholders'  contract 
was  reconsidered,  modified,  and  sanc- 
tioned afresh  by  that  Land  Act.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  BALFOua  dissented.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head.  What 
does  he  know  of  the  details  of  the  Land 
Act?  Am  I  to  understand  by  the 
shaking  of  the  head  that  the  case  of  the 
leaseholderB  was  not  discussed  and  de- 
bated ?  Yes  it  was,  and  upon  every  point, 
as  I  can  tell  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  likes — ^Cor  pray  recollect  the  most 
effective  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  on  Tuesday  night  was  that 
in  which  he  declaimed  with  fervid  indig- 
nation about  our  deadness  to  the  claims 
of  the  leaseholders,  and  insinuated — 
"  There  you  sat  a  set  of  dummies."  That 
was  the  substance,  undoubtedly,  of  his 
charge.  I  must  own  that  in  our  weak- 
ness we  had  considerable  difficulties  on 
that  subject,  and  I  expressed  those  diffi- 
culties. I  am  now  proving  that  the  oase 
of  the  leaseholders  was  considered,  AiUy 
debated,  and  adjusted  by  serious  changes 
of  law  by  the  Act  of  1881  just  as  much 
as  the  oase  of  the  IS  years'  contract  was. 
A  proposal  was  made  that  the  lease- 
holders should  be  permitted  to  enter  the 
Oourts  and  to  obtain  judicial  rente.  I 
made  a  speech  on  the  port  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  answra  to  that  proposal, 
from  which  I  shall  quote  a  very  few 
words.   I  said — 

"In  my  opinion  it  would  be  impoeaUe  to 
itrike  more  directly  at  the  very  root  of  contract 
iteeU,  as  it  is  understood  in  Irdaod,  than  to 
give  relief  in  that  form." 

That  speech  was  the  result  of  long  and 
careful  consideration  between  the  then 
Attorney  Gen«ml  (Mr.  Gibson)  —  after- 
wards usaA.  Ghuicellor  of  Ireland— and 
myself,  with  the  able  assistance  of  Lord 
Hsrsdiell,  and  we  determined  that  the 
Irish  leases  with  which  we  were  then 
dealing  had,  and  must  have,  all  the 
solemnity  of  Parliamentary  contracts. 
This  question  was  not  only  not  passed 
over  in  silence;  it  was  carefully  dealt 
with,  and  we  introduced  most  important 
changes  in  the  law.  We  iotroduced  a 
change  in  the  law  by  providing  that  if  a 
leaseholder  could  show  that  he  had  been 
led  to  accept  the  lease  by  intimidation  or 
fraud  he  might  get  his  lease  quashed — 
compulsorily  quashed  in  Court.  That 
was  in  1870.  That  was  under  the  Act 
that  we  introduced.  But  we  introduced 
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a  more  important  change  titan  that— a 
much  larger  alteration.  This  change 
was  that  whereas  by  law  in  Ireland  up 
to  that  date  the  whole  interest  in  the 
leasee  terminated  upon  the  expiry  of  bis 
lease,  wo  introduced  the  most  important 
provision  that  at  the  expiry  of  his  lease 
ne  should  pass  into  the  position  of  a 
yearly  tenant,  with  all  the  rights  which 
the  Act  conferred  upon  a  yearly  tenant ; 
and  not  only  was  this  oontraot  oon- 
sidered,  but  all  its  oondittona  were  re- 
adjusted ;  and  those  conditions  which 
remained  have  the  Parliamentary  stamp 
upon  them,  just  as  much  as  the  condi- 
tions of  any  contract.  I  should  like  to 
show  how  this  change  came  about.  At 
that  time,  when  we  proposed  that  on  the 
expiry  of  the  lease  the  man  should  take 
the  position  of  a  yearly  tenant,  Mr. 
Gibson  gave  his  opinion  on  the  subject. 
He  said,  with  regard  to  that  amendment 
of  the  law,  on  the  19tb  July,  1881 — 

"  Never  was  there  a  more  disttnot  aod  flaunt 
violation  of  contract  than  is  proposed  hy  this 
Amendment,  irhtch  would  set  aside  the  most 
solemn  covenants  and  the  most  delibesate  en- 
gagements aa  hetweeen  man  and  man." — 
[3  Bantard,  (363}  1298.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  said  this 
is  now  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  which 
proposes  deliberately  to  invade  the  rights 
of  every  leas^older,  and  not  only  ao, . 
but  at  the  same  time  that  it  does  mis  it 
throws  over  the  Beport  of  its  own  Oom- 
xnission,  and  its  most  important  reoom- 
mendation  because,  forsooth,  as  they 
say,  it  would  be  a  violation  of  contract. 
Tet  these  Gentlemen  themselves  propose, 
at  the  same  time,  to  trample  130,000 
contracts  under  foot.  I  must  say  Uiat, 
having  regard  to  the  total  inadequacy 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government,  and 
to  the  absolute  fallacy  of  the  precedents 
they  have  ciuoted,  and  after  two  months 
at  Parliamentary  eileoce— I  may  almost 
say  Parliamentary  extinction— I  think 
the  proposal  of  the  Goverament  an  ab- 
solutely unpreoedented  proposaL  I  have 
paid  enough,  I  think,  for  the  present. 
This  debate  is  only  the  infarodnction  to 
other  debates,  an  epitome — I  will  not 
say  a  miniature,  for  that  might  cause 
alarm;  but  undoubtedly  these  are  sub- 
jects of  the  gravest  character  which  are 
coming  before  us ;  and,  for  my  part,  I 
shall  now  say  no  more  except  that  I 
heartily  and  fervently  agree  with  the 
views  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jolu 
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Morley).  We  shall  record  our  vote  in 
opposition  to  this  policy  and  this  oourse 
of  procedure ;  and  I  do  not  see  how  we 
can  forbear  to  continue  that  opposition 
at  each  step  which  the  Government  may 
make  in  the  prosecution  of  so  nnhappy 
a  poller.  We  can  do  nothing  but  reurt 
it;  and  whether  we  are  in  a  majority,  w 
whether  we  are  in  a  minority,  it  is  very 
important,  in  my  opinion,  that  the 
people  <d  England  should  see  that  we 
have  done  our  duty  in  a  matter  of  so 
great  difficulty.  That  duty,  I  trust,  we 
shall  do  to  the  last  stage  of  this  ill- 
omened  measure,  whidi  is  now,  as  it 
were,  flapping  its  wings  over  us,  until 
the  very  last  stage  of  it,  when  the  voice 
of  numbers  shall — with  full  Parliamen- 
tary authority — drown  what  we  think  to 
be  the  voice  of  reason  and  of  justice; 
when  another  false  step,  after  the  warn- 
ings which  86  years  have  given,  and 
given  in  vain,  shall  be  taken,  and  a  fur- 
ther blow  shall  be  struck,  under  tho 
name  of  a  Parliamentary  Statute— a 
fresh  blow  shall  have  been  struck — alike 
at  the  happiness,  at  the  prcmperity,  and 
at  the  contentment  of  Ir^dand  and  at  the 
Union  of  the  Empire. 
After  a  pause, 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.),  rose. 
He  said  that  owing  to  the  extraordi- 
nary and  ill-omened  silence  of  the 
Qt>vernment  and  their  supporters,  who 
desired  by  their  numbers,  ifnot  by  their 
arguments,  to  pass  that  Motion,  and 
the  silence  of  hon.  Members  who  called 
themselves  Liberals,  the  task  had  been 
thrown  on  the  Irish  Members  to  continue 
the  debate.  He  was  not  snr^sed  at 
the  silence  of  right  hon.  GenUemen  op- 
posite, who  were  now  fitce  to  face 
with  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  of 
their  own  choosing.  From  the  evidence 
of  hostile  witnesses  they  had  a  complete 
justification  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  Government  had  given  them  no  m- 
formation  upon  that  subject,  or  upon 
the  subject  of  crime  in  Ireland.  They 
had  been  told  that  juries  had  refused  to 
convict.  Upon  that  point  also  they  had 
declined  to  lay  any  information  before 
the  House.  They  had  refused  to  convict, 
but  where?  In  Belfast.  Yet  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  coerce  and  punish, 
by  Constitutional  and  lawM  tribunals, 
the  starving  peasantry  of  Kerry  and 
Clare,  while  they  postponed  to  a  later 
date  dealing  with  the  ease  of  the  proe- 
perouB  Apd  well-fed  riotera  of  BeUast 
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The  eridenoe  of  all  the  hostile  witnesses 
before  the  Land  Oommission  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  people  of  Ireland — the 
poor  people  of  the  South — were  willing, 
above  all  things,  to  lire  peaceably  and 

anietly  in  their  own  country,  -and  that 
le  eombination  was  due  altogether  to 
exoessive  rent.  There  were  two  courses 
open  to  the  GoTemment.  One  was  to 
establish  a  despotism  in  Ireland,  and 
the  other  was  to  gOTem  in  a  Oonatitu- 
tional  manner.  Since  Her  Majesty's 
Goreniment  had  absolutely  declined  to 
carry  out  a  Oonstitutional  method  of 
gOTemment,  and  since  ther  were  8up- 
ported  in  that  determination  by  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  who  called  them- 
aelves  Liberals,  the  altematiTe  of  des- 
potism was  the  only  one  they  could 
possibly  adopt.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
it  had  been  one  of  the  fundamental 
principles  of  Liberalism  that  the  will  of 
the  people  should  govern  a  country,  and 
that  where  the  Goremment  goTemed 
against  the  will  ai  the  people  the  Re- 
presentatives  of  the  people  should  take 
the  verdict  of  the  country  upon  their 
acts.  But  die  Liberal  Unionists  had  not 
adopted  that  principle.  They  bad  de- 
oland  their  intention  at  supporting  the 
Qovemment  whether  th^  were  right  or 
wrong,  in  order  that  they  might  not  go  to 
the  country,  and  that  ue  verdict  of  the 
oountty  might  not  be  pronounced  upon 
them.  Those  Gentlemen  were,  there- 
fore, neither  Liberals  nor  even  Oonstitu- 
tional Conservatives,  but  simply  despots. 
He  was  happy  to  think  that  those  Gen- 
tiemen  who  had  gone  to  the  country  at 
the  last  Election  against  Home  Rule, 
and  who  had  contended  that  Ireland 
oonld  be  governed  Constitutionally  with- 
out Home  Bule,  had  now  abandoned 
tiiat  position,  and  he  believed  that  the 
next  time  the  verdict  of  the  country  was 
pronounced  upon  them  they  would  re- 
ceive their  poLitioal  annihilatitm.  He 
wanted  the  Ckvemment  that  no  palter- 
ing or  partial  meamre  of  coercion  could* 
possibly  suooeed.  The  Government  had 
better  dispense  with  the  last  remnants 
of  the  Bntish  Constitution  which  were 
dangled  over  the  heads  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  go  in  for  absolute  des- 
potism, and  we  Booner  they  did  that 
the  better. 

Mb.  ADDISON  fAshton-under-Lyne) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  majority  <k 
people  in  the  country  would  differ  from 
the  views  of  the  h<m.  Member  who  had 


just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chance)  with  regard 
to  the  Liberal  Unionists,  many  of  whom 
had  given  up  honour  and  profit  in  order 
to  give  effect  to  their  views.  They  had 
listened  that  evening  to  a  very  eloquent 
speech  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone),  a  speech  well  appreciated 
by  the  Nationalist  Members;  but,  for 
his  (Mr.  Addison's)  own  par^  he  was 
astonished  at  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Genneman,  or  that  it  was 
possible,  by  any  form  of  language  that 
existed,  so  to  misrepresent  wluit  had 
been  going  on  in  that  House  during  the 
last  two  months.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
Uemau  had  gravely  reproved  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  waste  of  time  that  had 
taken  place,  and  had  said  that  private 
Members  had  been  given  no  chance. 
But  why  was  that  so  ?  Simply  because 
matters,  which  might  have  been  disposed 
of  in  a  night  or  two,  had  been  debated 
at  very  great  length  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  might  be  considered  as 
followers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  whom  he  might  have  told  to  allow 
Business  to  get  on  quickly.  He  should 
have  imagined,  listening  to  the  ri^ht 
hon.  (Jenueman,  that  there  was  nocnme 
in  that  oonntry ;  but,  supposing  that  in 
seven-eighths  of  Ireland  there  was  no 
crime,  what  harm  would  be  done  by 
passing  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
Government  affecting  such  a  small  pro- 
portion of  the  country?  Hon.  Members 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House 
had  as  strong  a  desire  as  Nationalist 
Members  could  possibly  have  not  to  in- 
fringe on  the  liberties  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  more  than  was  necessary;  but 
they  maintained  that  crime  must  be 
punished  whether  in  England,  Scotland, 
or  Ireland,  and  when  oraer  was  restored 
in  Ireland  they  were  desirous  of  doing 
all  that  legislation  could  do  to  give 
happiness  to  the  Iri^  peopl^  always 
bearing  in  mind  that  they  had  no 
stronger  claim  on  the  consideration  of 
Parliament  than  had  the  people  of  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  In  this 
country  they  had  had  special  legislation 
from  time  to  time  when  any  particular 
crime  had  become  rife,  such,  for  instance, 
as  garotting,  offences  against  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Ac^  and,  more  reoentiy,  crimes 
against  women  and  children;  which  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act;  but  it  had  never 
entered  into  the  head  of  any  sensible 
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man  in  th«  oonntry  to  denonnoe  sadi 
meaanres  as  ooerdon,  and  why  was  Ire* 
land  to  be  the  only  oouatry  in  the  ravi- 
lized  world  where  those  who  committed 
orime  were  not  to  be  coerced — if  compel- 
ling jpeople  to  obey  the  law  was  coercion? 
Against  whom  was  coercion  directed? 
It  was  against  those  who  wished  to  com- 
mit crime.  He  thought  that  an  attempt 
was  being  made  to  confuse  the  English 
mind  between  what  was  called  coercion 
for  Ireland  and  that  coercion  which 
existed  in  foreign  countries;  which  was 
directed  against  the  freedom  of  political 
opinion,  the  freedom  of  meetings,  and 
matters  of  that  kind  affecting  the  liberty 
of  the  people.  In  England  the  passing 
of  measures  directed  against  crime  bad 
been  going  on  as  long  as  they  oouM 
remember.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, told  them  that  ooercuon  had  been 
tried  for  86  years  in  Ireland  and  had 
done  no  good.  Why,  the  result  of 
coercion  was  that  Ireland  at  least 
existed,  and  was,  to  some  extent,  a 
civilized  country ;  what  it  would  have 
been  if  no  coercive  measures  had  been 
passed  he  did  not  know,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  say.  But  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  sure  that  there  was  no 
orime  in  Ireland?  He  (Mr.  Addison)  had 
read  in  1^  Ttnw  newspaper  an  address 
of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  who  he  believed 
was  a  Oatbolic,  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Kerry,  no  later  than  on  the  10th  of 
March,  in  which  that  Judge  had  regretted 
that  he  could  not  announce  any  improve- 
ment in  the  extratnrdinary  and  unaatia- 
factory  state  of  afihirs  wlubh  existed, 
amounting  to  a  state  of  open  war,  with 
all  forms  of  authority  and  even  with  the 
necessary  institutions  oi  civilised  life; 
the  law  was  defeated,  or  rather  had 
ceased  to  exist;  person  and  life  were 
assailed ;  an  increased  confidence  in  im- 
punity existed ;  menace  had  given  place 
to  the  deed ;  and  terror  and  lawlessness 
existed  everywhere.  Those  were  the 
words  of  a  i>erson  speaking  with  autho- 
rity, and  weighing  his  words,  and  if 
such  a  state  of  things  existed,  surely 
some  sort  of  remedy  must  be  found. 
It  was  no  satisfaction  to  those  who 
sat  on  the  Goremment  side  of  the 
House,  as  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  seemed  to  think,  to  be 
told  that  the  jury  syston  had  practi- 
cally broken  down ;  but  it  was  remark- 
able that,  wen  in  the  case  of  the 
Huhux  Park  murders,  although  the 


jury  had  been  summoned  partly  from 
the  county  and  partly  from  the  taty, 
it  had  been  necessary  to  make  50 
them  stand  amde  in  order  to  get  a  jury 
who  wonld  hare  the  courage  to  do  their 
duty.  Then,  to  secure  life  and  liberty, 
it  was  surely  necessary  that  the  existing 
law  should  have  some  respect  shown  to 
it.  The  very  foundation  and  meaning 
of  paasiog  a  law  was  that,  when  it  was 

Massed,  it  should  be  treated  with  respect, 
f  that  were  so,  surely  hon.  Members 
opposite  could  not  complain  if  it  were 
desired  that  some  amendment  of  the 
Oriminal  Law  in  Ireland  should  be 
passed  which  should  secure  some  kind 
of  respect  for  ^e  law  there.    With  le- 
gard  to  what  had  been  said  as  to  eric* 
lions,  no  man  with  a  heart  could  fail  to 
be  distressed  at  hearing  of  any  poor 
family  being  turned  out  of  their  home 
on  to  the  roadside,  perhaps  with  young 
children  and  women ;  but  what  was  the 
meaning  of  those  evictions,  and  how 
was  it  possible  to  avoid  them  ?    He  re- 
gretted that  the  efforts  which  hod  beea 
made  over  and  over  again  by  the  late 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  in  this  direction  had  only 
been  made  the  gravest  subject  of  re- 
proach against  the  Government  by  the 
National  Xica^ne.    Scenes  occurred  in 
this  country  in  cases  of  eviction  and 
of  distress  for  rent  which  rivalled  in 
wretchedness  and  misery  anything  that 
passed  in  Ireland.   But  they  were,  to  a 
certain  extent,  inevitable  as  long  as 
people  without  capital  sought  to  draw  a 
precarious  living  from  the  land.  It  had 
been  found  necessary  in  this  country  to 
consolidate  holdings  in  order  tibat  the 
occupier  should  be  able  to  pay  his  way. 
The  doctrineput  forward  by  therighthon. 
Member  for  Mid  liOthian,  if  carried  to 
its  legitimate  extent,  would  prevent  any 
rent  from  being  obtained  in  respect  of 
small  holdings,  either  in  Ireland  or  in 
this  country.    He  should  like  to  see  any 
Land  Bill  whatever  produced  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  which  would  be  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  property. 
Irish  Members  now  said  that  the  judicial 
rents  could  not  be  paid ;  but  in  that  case 
what  would  have  become  of  the  security 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  .for  Mid 
Lothian  proposed  in  his  Bill  of  last  year 
to  offer  for  the  advance  by  this  country 
of  £150,000,000  ?   In  his  opinion,  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  do  well  if  they 
accepted  the  Oriminal  Law  Amendmwt 
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Bill  which  was  about  to  be  introduced 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  It  vas  believed 
that  its  application,  would  extend  only  to 
those  districts  in  whioh  crime  and  out- 
rage prevailed,  and,  haviDg  regard  to 
the  restoration  of  peace  and  happiness 
among  the  Irish  population,  he  con- 
■iderA  that  was  the  honest  and  juat 
course  for  the  Nationalist  Bepresenta- 
tires  to  poisae.  They  should  turn  their 
attontioa  to  assisting  the  OonserratiTe 
Party  to  restore  peace,  order,  and  pros- 
perity to  their  country. 

Mb.  MENZIES  (Perthshire,  E.):  I 
shall  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
while  we  are  on  the  very  threshold  of 
this  important  question,  in  order  to  state 
briefly  my  reasons  for  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Horley),  and  resisting  the  proposals  of 
the  OoTemment.  Unfortunately,  Sir, 
demands  for  the  urgency  of  coercion  are 
so  little  of  a  novelty  in  this  House,  that 
ika  argaments  both  for  and  against  them 
.  are  almost  as  familiar  to  hon.  Members 
as  those  of  certain  annual  discussions  on 
oar  Totes  of  Supply,  or  hereditary  legis- 
lators, or  any  other  continually  recurring 
sabjeot  of  debate.  It  is,  thwefore,  quite 
unnecessary  to  go  into  them  at  any 
length.  But,  Sir,  there  is  this  amount 
of  novelty  in  the  present  proposals  of 
the  Government — I  mean  as  compared 
with  other  coercive  proposals — they  have 
the  unfortunate  distinction,  as  has  been 
proved  over  and  over  again  in  this  de- 
bate, of  being  the  most  unnecessary  and 
inexcusable  instance  of  coercion  which 
Parliament  has  ever  been  called  upon  to 
support — coercion  with  least  crime  to 
suppress,  and  with  most  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  dealing  with  tbe  difficulties 
which,  do  exist  by  other  and  more 
humane  methods.  With  reference  to 
those  other  methods,  we  have  been  told, 
Sir,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  remedial  measures  will  not  of  them- 
Belvee  restore  order.  No,  Sir;  I  dare 
say  they  will  not.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  chance,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  of 
those  remedial  measures  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his  mind  pro- 
ducing anything  like  such  a  beneficial 
result.  But,  Sir,  are  there  no  other 
remedial  measures  than  those  which  the 
present  Government  are  likely  to  pro- 
pose ?  I  believe  that  there  are  some — 

YOL.  COOXn.    [XHIBD  SBRIIB.] 


the  very  hope,  the  mere  introduction 
of  which  into  the  last  House  of  Clom> 
moas,  though  defeated  by  a  majority, 
exercised  the  most  powerful  tendency  in 
favourof  diminishing  the  amount  of  crime 
and  the  number  of  outrages  throughout 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  We  were  told, 
Sir,  in  somewhat  vague  and  inadequate 
language,  considering  the  magnitude  of 
the  issue,  that  Ireland  is  in  a  state  of 
disorganization,  although  it  seems  im- 
possible to  apply  that  remark  with  any- 
thing like  accuracy  tu  mxae  than  a  por- 
tion of  the  country,  containing  about 
one-eighth  of  the  whole  population  of 
Ireland.  I  would  like  to  adc  how  Scot- 
land would  have  stood  the  application 
of  similar  reasoning  to  her  own  case  ? 
Would  it  have  entered  into  the  wildest 
heads  of  the  most  uncompromising  sup- 
porters of  coercion  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  to  have  described  Scotland 
as  being  in  a  state  of  disorganization, 
because  the  crofter  counties,  containing 
about  one-ninth  of  the  total  population 
of  Scotland,  were  described  as  being 
disturbed  by  an  agrarian  agitation.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  in  March 
last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretanr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  said  timt — 

"  He  doubted  whether  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
you  could  exceed  the  lawloMness,  although  you 
might  exceed  the  violeace,  which  now  prevailed 
on  some  portiooflofthd  Western  Coast.  Nothing 
but  the  moat  courageous  exercise  of  the  powers 
of  the  Executive  Government  could  posubly 
restore  those  elements  of  social  order  without 
which  prosperity  could  not  be  re-introduced." 

And  when  it  was  a  question  of  remedial, 
and  not  of  criminal  legislation,  which  is 
far  worse,  was  not  the  whole  drift  of 
argument  which  came  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  towards  limiting  the 
area  to  which  the  Bill  should  apply.  I 
am  aware  that  it  may  be  replied  that  we 
are  as  yet  ignorant  as  to  how  far  the 
Gtovemment  proposals  are  limited.  But 
tluit  is  not  the  question.  Hon.  Members 
seem  to  forget  that  we  are  now  dealing 
wi^  the  question  of  the  urgency  of 
coercion  over  remedial  measures.  The 
whole  of  Ireland— every  single  Irishman 
— is  necessarily  affected  by  precedence 
being  given  to  coercion,  and  the  delay 
of  those  remedial  measures  for  which 
the  whole  country  is  calling.  Because 
one-eighth  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
may  be  said  to  be  disturbed,  all  Ireland 
must  go  on  in  rapidly- increasing  misery, 
and  the  "door  of  hope"  be  shut  to 
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every  Irisbmau.  And  what,  Sir,  ia  the 
chief  plea  upon  whioh  the  Goremment 
are  bailing  their  extraordinary  policy? 
We  are  told  that  it  goes  back  to  the 
simple  duty  of  every  Government,  which 
is  to  maintain  the  law  and  secure  the 
liberties  of  the  people.  What  law,  I 
ask,  and  what  liberties?  It  seems  to 
me  almost  an  abuse  of  language  to  make 
it  your  excuse  for  giving  urgency  to 
ooennon  over  remedial  measures,  and 
preferring  a  policy  of  resistance  to  the 
uonBtitutional  and  reuonable  demands 
of  the  Irish  people  to  a  policy  of  oon- 
dliation,  that  you  are  seounog  their 
liberties  and  maintaining  their  law. 
It  is  on  this  ground  that  I  think  the 
question  is  one  which  goes  to  the  very 
root  of  civil  liberty  and  the  pro^r 
respect  for  th&  law.  For  the  law  which 
you  are  asking  us  to  support  by  coer- 
cion, is  not  law  which  has  been  made 
sacred — or  even  respectable—  by  the 
fact  that  it  has  been  made  by  the 
people  themselves  whom  it  affects.  And, 
Sir,  when  we  are  asked  to  support, 
by  coercion,  what  is  called  the  stability 
of  Governmmt,  let  us  at  least  be  certain 
what  that  phrase  really  means.  Let  us 
remember,  at  all  events,  that  in  the  eyes 
of  the  vast  majority  of  Irishmen,  uis 
phrase  —  the  stability  of  QoTemment 
— ^meass,  under  present  circumstances, 
the  stability  of  a  foreign  Government ; 
and  that  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order 
means  in  their  sight,  however  much  we 
may  deplore  it,  the  maintenance  of  land- 
lords' law  and  land  agents'  order.  I 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  was  right  when 
he  said  that  the  real  hypothesis  on  which 
the  Government  proposals  are  based 
is  that  the  Irish,  as  a  people,  are  in- 
corrigible. And  this,  Sir,  seems  to  me 
to  be  the  guiding  and  impelling  idea  in 
many  jeiy  sincere  minds,  and  not  only 
on  one  aide  of  the  House — an  unnatural, 
an  unhappy  idea,  but  one  which  has 
taken  violent  possession  of  many  men 
and  many  newroapers,  and  which  it  may 
possibly  be  dimonlt  to  eradicate  except 
a  process  more  in  the  nature  of  a 
miraeulons  illnmination  than  an  or- 
dinary process  of  reasoning.  Against 
snoh  an  argument,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
useless  to  fight.  But  the  one  thing 
which  ought  to  be  dear  to  all  hon. 
Members  is  the  impossibility  of  sustain- 
ing sueh  a  policy  as  the  Government  are 
now  entering  on,  even  for  a  moderate 


length  of  time.  Hon.  Members  should 
remember  that  they  have  to  reckon  in 
future,  not  only  with  Irishmen,  but  with 
the  electors  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Wales.  How  long  are  they  going  to 
support  you  ?  May  not  they  vety  shortly 
become  incorrigible  too  ?  Yes,  Sir, 
coercion  may  be  an  intelligible  policy ; 
but  there  is  one  great  condition  of  suc- 
cess that  it  ignores.  There  is  the  heart 
and  conscience  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain,  wluch  you  cannot  force  to  sleep 
for  20  ^ean,  or  guarantee  against  an 
awakening,  compared  witii  whidi  the 
Liberal  reaction  of  1880  would  seem 
almost  a  feather  in  the  cap  of  the  Tory 
Party. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 
N.) :  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  some  of 
the  Ulster  Members  should  say  a  fev 
words  in  reply  to  the  accusations  which 
have  been  levelled  against  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  tor  Newcastle  (Mr. 
l£»rley)  and  other  speakers  who  have 
followed  him.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quoted  from  the  Blue  Book 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Boyal 
Oommission  by  Mr.  Dickson,  who,  ss 
hon.  Members  know,  was  at  one  time 
a  Member  of  this  House ;  but  I  ahoold 
like  to  know  what  weight  the  statements 
of  that  gentleman  oan  carry  on  this 
question,  Bering  that,  although  tor  a 
long  time  he  has  been  very  hostile  to 
the  landlords  of  Ulster,  he  was  not  suc- 
cessful, at  the  last  Election,  in  inducing 
a  single  agrioultnral  oonatituencfy  in 
Ulster  to  return  him  as  their  Repre- 
sentative.   Other  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment have  quoted  extracts  from  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Oom- 
missioners  which  happened   to  bear 
specially  on  their  side  of  the  case ;  but. 
Sir,  I  venture  to  say  tiiat  I  do  not  think 
this  is  a  very  proper  way  of  putting  the 
case  fairly  before  the  House.    I  have 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  here,  and 
I  oonld,  myself,  quote  any  number  of 
statements  in  support  of  the  landlords, 
and  in  exaotiy  the  opposite  direotion  to 
tiie  statements  quoted  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men op^o^te.   r  think  that  the  House, 
in  studying  the  evidence,  will  be  rather 
inclined  to  balance  the  evidence  of  the 
landlord  par^  and  those  who  repre- 
sent the  landlords  as  against  the  evi- 
dence of  the  farmers  and  those  who  are 
specially  the  supporters  of  that  olaro; 
and  that  they  will  attach  the  greatest 
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weight  to  persons  who  are  obvloualy 
impartial  in  the  matter.  Probably,  the 
evideQce  which  will  carry  most  weight 
with  it  is  that  of  the  Head  Commis- 
Bioners~Mr.  Justice  O'Hagaa  and  Mr. 
Litton — and  I  will  trouble  the  House 
with  a  short  extract  from  it.  Hr. 
Justice  O'Hagan,  speaking  of  the  in- 
creased reductions  which  have  been 
made  in  recent  years,  says— 

"  I  think  ths  flgarea  of  the  change  which  we 
made,  instead  of  averaging  on  the  whole  about 
1  per  cent  above  dei^oai  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
■ionen,  o&me  to  2  or  3  per  cent  below  Uiein." 

So  that  the  whole  effect  of  the  recent 
reductions  was  to  reduce  the  rents  3  per 
cent  more  than  they  had  been  reduced 
under  the  earlier  operation  of  the  in- 
quiry. Mr.  Iiittooi  who  is  the  other 
Head  Oommissiouerf  was  asked  this 
question — 

"  Does  thi^  in  year  opinion  tend  to  jostify 
an  alteration  in  the  jadioial  rents." 

His  reply  was— 

'*  I  cannot  conceive  anything  to  jos^y  legis- 
lative ioterfarenoe  with  the  rests  fixed  under 
the  aothority  of  the  Act,  if  thw«  ia  to  he  any 
fiaality,  or  if  there  is  to  be  any  trust  in  tlio 
liCgiaUture." 

Again,  in  respect  to  a  produce  rent,  the 
same  Oommisuoner  sua — 

"If  a  podooa  rent  is  to  be  adopted,  I  would 
not  apj^y  it  to  jodidal  rents  already  fixed  until 
the  tonn  hi^  run  out.** 

In  oonsideritt^  this  question  of  the  fair- 
ness  or  unfairness  of  the  judicial  rents, 
it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  purely  an 
economic  question,  and  that  it  should 
therefore  be  tested  more  by  reference  to 
the  statistics  which  bear  on  the  subject 
than  by  the  evidence  of  individuals  who 
have  not  studied  the  subject.  I  notice 
that  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  in 
the  debate  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment have  kept  very  dear  from  statistics. 
I  have  not  been  surprised  at  it ;  bnt  I 
have  never  yet  seen  any  statistics  which, 
in  any  way,  will  support  them  in  their 
ocmtention.  They  say  that  the  statistics 
in  re^wl  to  agrioultural  produce  show 
a  considerable  fall  in  prices  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years ;  bat  what  we 
complain  of  is  that  in  regard  to  this 
question  of  agricultural  prices,  hon. 
Members,  and,  indeed,  some  of  the 
Commissioners,  have  only  dealt  with 
five  or  six  years  previous  to  the  time  of 
inquiry.  Surely,  it  would  have  been 
very  much  fairer  if  they  had  considered 
the  average  of  prices  during  a  very 
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much  loDger  period  than  that.  If  we 
compare  the  condition  of  the  farmer  20 
or  30  years  ago  with  his  condition  at  the 
present  time,  we  shall  find  broadly  that 
the  prices  at  the  present  time  are  from 
some  20  to  40  per  cent  higher  now  than 
they  were  at  that  period ;  notwithstand- 
ing which  fact  the  rents  have  been 
reduced  20  per  cent  by  the  ope- 
ration  of  the  Xand  Courts.  In  tui- 
tion to  this  question  of  the  prioes  of 
agricultural  produce,  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  evidence,  oollected  in  tables 
and  in  the  Beport  of  the  Commission, 
to  show  that  ue  value  of  the  tenant's 
interest  in  the  farm  has  been  kept  up 
even  down  to  the  present  date.  In  fact, 
especially  in  Ulster,  it  is  a  well-known 
fact  that,  on  the  average,  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  is  at  the  present  day  fully 
equal  in  value  to  the  interest  of  the 
landlord.  I  do  not  think  that  a  fact  like 
that  tends  to  show  that  the  existing 
rents  are  either  exorbitant  or  rack  rents. 
Take,  again,  the  bank  deposits;  they 
have  increased  during  the  last  45  years 
from  £8,000,000  to  £34,000,000,  and 
hon.  Members  will  admit  that  a  large 
amount  of  these  deposits  is  the  property 
of  the  tenant  farmers.  Then,  again,  there 
is  the  case  of  the  Bright  purchasers — 
those  who  have  purchued  farms  under 
the  Act  of  1S70.  I  omitend  that  their 
case  ia  really  a  hard  one,  and  I  have 
already  brought  it  under  the  notice  of 
the  Government.  Indeed,  I  am  sanguine 
enough  to  hope  that  the  Government 
will  take  the  case  of  those  purchasers  into 
their  serious  consideration,  with  a  view 
of  giving  them  some  relief.  The  point 
I  wish  to  make  is,  that  these  purchasers 
have  been  paying  instalments  which  are 
equivalent  to  a  rent  very  much  higher 
—  30,  40,  and  SO  ^er  cent  higher 
than  the  level  of  the  judicial  rents.  I 
regard  that  as  a  very  strong  proof  in- 
deed that  the  general  condition  of  the 
rents  of  Ulster  is  not  too  high.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  altogether  surprising 
that,  taking  these  matters  into  con- 
sideration, the  landlords  of  Ulster  have 
not  been  making  a  general  reduction  of 
the  judicial  rents.  Another  argument 
which  has,  no  doubt,  influenced  them  is 
this — that  while  the  landlords  in  Ire- 
land have  given  reductions,  either  from 
generosity,  or,  what  I  think  has  more 
often  been  the  case,  because  they  were 
too  poor  to  fight  Uie  matter,  and  were 
obliged  to  take  what  they  could  get, 

2  T  3  imrd  Niskt,-] 


{Maboh  24,  1887) 


Digitized  by 


13ti3 


Businm  of 


{COMMONS}  the  Swt».  ISM 


that  fact  has  been  brought  forward  as 
an  argument  that  the  rents  were  ex- 
orbitant. When  a  landlord  reduces  his 
rents  in  certain  years,  it  is  often  brought 
against  him  in  succeeding  years  that 
because  he  made  the  reductions  the 
rents  were  exorbitant.  There  is  one 
point  more,  and  I  think  it  has  an  im- 
portant bearia^  upon  the  question — 
namely,  the  position  of  the  labourers  in 
Ireland.  I  can  speak  spedall^  from  my 
own  knowledge  of  the  condition  of  the 
labourers  in  my  own  constituency,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  regara  the 
proposals  for  new  land  legislation. 
I  may  inform  the  House  that  the 
labourers  do  not  look  with  any  degree 
of  satisfaction  upon  the  proposal  to 
confer  new  benefits  upon  the  farmers. 
They  are  of  opinion,  and  I  think  to  a 
large  extent  tnat  opinion  is  justified, 
that  the  Legislature  has  already  con- 
ferred a  sufficient  number  of  boons  and 
benefits  upon  the  farmers  at  the  expense 
of  the  landlords.  They  think  it  is  quite 
time  that  if  further  legislation  is  to  be 
introduced  in  regard  to  ^e  land  of  Ire- 
land, it  should  be  in  their  favour.  What 
they  want  is  to  have  a  decent  house 
and  holf-an-acre  of  land  at  a  fhir  and 
reasoDable  rmt.  They  know,  too,  that 
the  landlords  are  their  best  friends; 
that  they  give  them  the  best  employ- 
ment, and  that  they  treat  their  labourers 
much  better  than  the  farmers.  They 
look  forward  with  dread  to  the  time 
when  the  landlords  will  be  swept  out  of 
the  country,  and  when  they  will  be  left 
entirely  to  the  tender  mercy  of  the  far- 
mers. Under  these  circumstances  it  is 
not  surprising  that  they  are  opposed  to 
any  sweeping  transfer  of  proper^  from 
the  laodiords  to  the  tenants.  1  believe 
the  other  ITIster  Members  will  bear  me 
out  in  saying  that  they  are  not  now  in 
f aronr,  nor  are  they  likely  to  be  in  future, 
of  any  sweeping  or  drastic  land  lepsla- 
tion.  What  Lreland  wants  is  peace  and 
repose;  that  the  jpindiog  and  oruel 
coercion  of  the  Kattonal  League  shonld 
be  put  an  end  to ;  and  when  this  result 
has  been  attained,  when  law  and  order 
are  restored,  when  the  country  is  in  a 
condition  to  receive  remedial  legisla- 
tion, I  hope  that  this  House  and  the 
€h>vemment  will  not  relax  their  efforts, 
but  will  use  British  credit  to  encourage 
the  industries  of  the  country,  and  to  pro- 
vide that  employment  for  the  Irish 
people  which  is  vy  much  needed.  If 


that  be  done,  I  believe  that  before  man; 
years  are  passed  we  may  hope  to  see 
our  country  on  a  fair  road  to  prosperity 
and  contentment. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  that  nothing  but  the 
most  overwhelming  necessity  could  have 
justified  the  Oovemment  in  the  mon- 
strous proposition  they  had  mode  for 
what  really  amounted  to  an  appropria- 
tion of  the  whole  time  of  the  Hooae  for 
the  renudnder  of  the  Sesrion.  If  Uie 
Government  devoted  thwnselvea  to  ooer- 
oion  in  that  wa^,  Parliament  woold 
cease  to  be  Impenal,  and  would  beooms 
a  Legislature  for  the  transaction  of  Irish 
Business  by  a  m^ority  composed  of  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Members.  Looking  to  the 
vast  amount  of  opposition  this  measure 
was  likely  to  encounter — an  oppoaitioQ 
very  different  both  in  extent  and  cha- 
racter from  that  which  any  other  Ooer* 
cion  Bill  had  met  with — it  was  certain 
that  the  matter  would  oooupy  a  con- 
siderable time ;  indeed,  he  oonid  not  i 
help  thinking  that  possibly  Whitsuntide  I 
or  even  the  months  of  July  and  Angost 
would  still  find  them  squabbling  otar 
this  measure.  What,  then,  wna  to  be- 
come of  the  Uinistwial  programme  f 
This  was  rather  a  heavy  bnrden  to  lay 
on  a  new  House  of  Oommons  in,  practi- 
cally, its  first  Session,  when  a  large 
number  of  Members  had  come  up  frooi 
the  country  anxious  to  bring  forward 
questions  of  great  importance  to  their 
constituents  and  the  country  generally. 
It  was  especially  hard  when  they  re- 
membered that  the  Government  had 
asked  for  and  obtained  every  minute  up 
to  the  present  time.  The  Honse  had 
now  sat  for  two  months,  and  of  that 
period  independent  Members  had  not 
obtained  a  single  day.  Not  a  month 
ago,  the  First  Lord  of  the  *Lntmxj 
asked  that  priority  should  be  given  to 
the  Rules  of  Procedure,  on  the  gnmad 
that  they  were  intended  to  restore  the 
dignity  and  efflciency  of  the  Hooae.  He 
( Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  aooepted  the  state- 
ment in  perfect  good  faith,  and  did  fais 
best  to  help  the  Government  to  pass  thf 
First  Rule.  But  within  a  few  boon  of 
passing  the  Rule,  they  threw  the  dignity 
and  efflciency  of  the  House  to  the  vmds, 
and  asked  bon.  Members  to  give  freah 
urgency  to  a  new  measure,  ^e  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  let  the  eat  oat  of  tiw 
bag,  and  had  shown  that  the  real  motive 
of  tbo  Qovernment  in  passing  the  Cloaox* 
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Bule  was  not  to  insure  the  effioienoy  and 
dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  to 
enable  them  to  pass  a  severe  Coercion 
Bill  for  Ireland,  for  which  there  was 
nothing  but  the  most  flimsy  pretext. 
What  was  to  become  of  the  other  Rules 
of  Procedure,  some  of  which  were  far 
more  important  than  the  one  which  had 
been  adopted?  What  had  become  of 
the  Bule  relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the 
House,  and  to  the  devolution  of  the 
Bunnees  of  Parliament  ?  What  was  to 
become  of  the  meararespromised  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  if  this  Bill  was  to  take 
np  the  reminder  of  the  Session  ?  Why, 
tnety  would  vanuh  into  thin  air,  uid  be- 
come "such  staff  as  dreams  are  made 
o£."  TTrgenoy  was  nerer  before  de- 
manded upon  such  fiimsy  grounds  and 
Buch  inadequate  information  as  the  Go- 
Temment  had  put  forward  in  this  case. 
There  oould  be  no  comparison  between 
the  state  of  things  in  1881-2,  when 
urgency  was  granted,  and  that  exist- 
ing at  the  present  time.  Grimes  and 
outrages  were  now  comparatiTely  few 
and  light.  On  the  previous  occasion, 
facts  and  statistics  were  placed  before 
the  House  to  justify  the  action  it  took; 
but  now  hon.  Uembers  were  called 

.upon  to  vote  with  their  eyes  shut.  He 
iniiBted,  therefore^  that  the  Oorranment 

■were  bound  to  show  some  more  solid 
grounds  than  they  had  done  for  the  de- 
mand they  made.  They  ought  to  have 
stated  some  facts,  data,  and  statistics 
before,  and  not  after,  making  tbeir  de- 
mand for  urgency.    The  urgency  now 

.asked  was  sought  not  to  restore 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  but  to  main- 
tain high  rents ;  not  to  protect  life  and 
property,  bat  to  protect  the  pockets 
of  the  landlords,  and  to  enable  them 
collect  rents  which,  in  a  great  majority 
of  oases,  were  higher  than  the  tenants 
could  possibly  pay.  The  evidence  of 
the  Land  Oommission  showed  that  the 
whole  land  ^traa  of  Ireland  was  rotten 
to  the  core.  As  a  proof  of  it,  he  would 
refler  hon.  Hemben  to  the  account  given 
in  that  day's  nempap^s  of  the  evictions 
carried  out  on  the  Xaasdowne  estate, 
which  resembled  the  deaoiiption  of  a 
storming  party  in  the  Peninsular  War. 
A  body  of  100  constables,  under  the  com- 
mand of  a  Besident  Magistrate,  were  told 
off  with  scaling  ladders,  shields  of  corru- 
gated iron,  and  crowbars,  in  order  to 
evict  SO  wretched  old  men,  womra,  and 
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children.  How  long,  he  aeked,  was  it 
poseiblo  for  those  things  to  go  on  ?  The 
sooner  they  were  altered  the  better  it 
would  be  for  the  Government,  and  the 
peace  and  happiness  of  the  long  mis- 
goveraed  Sister  Country.  A  Bill,  they 
were  told,  was  to  be'introduced  in  "  an- 
other place"  to  deal  with  the  Irish  I^and 
Question.  He  did  not  like  the  domicile 
of  origin  of  that  Bill,  He  knew  what 
the  House  of  Lords  had  done  in  regard 
to  rents  in  the  case  of  previous  Bills,  and 
he  had  not  much  faith  in  anything  that 
came  from  them  on  that  suojeot  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  an  able  man — he  was  an  honest 
man — but,  however  able  and  honest,  he 
could  not  accomplish  impossibilities — 
he  could  not  govern  Ireland  in  the  way 
he  had  proposed.  Did  he  expect  to  suc- 
ceed where  Lord  Spencerand  Mr.  Forster 
and  Sir  George  l^evelyan  had  failed  ? 
They  might  gag  the  Press,  imprison 
priests,  stop  public  meetings,  and  evict 
old  men,  women,  and  children  from  their 
miserable  homes ;  they  might  put  on  the 
closure  in  the  strictest  form,  and  drag 
unfortunate  Members  out  of  bed  to  en- 
force it ;  but  the  weapon  they  had 
formed  would  break  in  their  hands,  for 
they  would  still  have  to  deal  with  85 
Irishmen  who  had  been  sent  to  that 
House  to  ventilate  the  wronga  of  Ui«t 
country,  and  who  would,  if  he  mistook 
not,  continue  to  do  so.  He  bdieved 
that  the  democracy  of  England  were 
getting  sick  of  those  Coercion  Bills,  and 
longing  to  find  out  a  better  way  to  deal 
with  Ireland,  and  evidence  of  that  was 
famished  by  the  recent  bye- elections, 
and  would,  he  believed,  be  furnished  by 
another  bye-elecUon  which  was  going  on 
that  day.  lif  the  Government  really 
preferred  a  policy  of  buckshot  let  them 
openly  say  so.  As  Cavour  said— ' '  Any- 
body can  govern  by  military  law."  That 
was  what  it  would  come  to ;  bat  in 
Heaven's  name  let  them  get  rid  of  that 
half-and-half  policy— that  sham  free- 
dom— that  attempt  to  combine  the  des- 
potism of  Busua  with  the  democratio 
system  of  England.  He  was  not  sony 
the  Government  had  shown  their  hand. 
Every  day  of  that  debate  would  bring 
them  nearer  and  nearer  to  the  only  way  of 
solving  the  Irish  problem,  and,  possibly, 
before  long  Lord  Salisbury  might  wake 
up  from  that  nightmare  which  he  con- 
fessed he  had  been  suffering  from,  and 
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would  find  out  that  the  only  true  way  of 
governing  Ireland  was  to  let  Ireland 
govern  herself. 

OoLONEL  SAITNDGRSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  considerable 
length,  not  because  he  did  not  attach 
immense  importance  to  the  subject  under 
discussion,  but  because  inevitably  during 
the  next  week  or  two  that  same  suhjeot 
would  be  disoussed  again  and  again; 
and  the  great  inoonvenienoe  of  the  de- 
bate in  which  the  House  was  now  en- 
gaged consisted  in  the  fact  that  it  was  a 
partial  debate  on  a  queetion  that  would 
be  completely  debated  in  the  course  of 
a  very  few  days.  No  doubt,  however, 
hon.  Members  below  the  Qangway  op- 
posite would  expect  himself  and  his 
Colleagues  connected  with  land  in  Ire- 
land to  Bay  a  few  words  in  oonneotion 
with  the  question  of  rent.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  tor 
Newoastle-upoQ-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
was  not  an  Amendment  which  simply 
dealt  with  rent,  but  it  was  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Oonfidence  in  the  Government; 
and  he  thought  he  knew  the  consti- 
tuency which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present too  well  not  to  know  that,  how- 
ever tempting  it  might  be — and  un- 
doubtedly it  would  be  very  tempting — 
for  the  tenants  to  have  their  rents  re- 
duced, they  would  think  it  a  gain  too 
dearly  bought  by  re^dacing  the  Govern- 
ment now  occupying  the  Treasury  Bench 
by  a  Home  Rule  Government  led  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 

2[t.  W.  £.  Gladstone).  The  right  hon. 
ember  for  Newcastle,  in  moving  his 
Amendment,  ai^mrently  had  two  tasks 
to  Ailfil.  First  of  all,  he  had  to  try  and 
saddle  the  Gbvemment  with  the  charge 
of  backing  np  Irish  landlordism ;  snd, 
secondly,  he  bad  to  wbitewa^  his  pre- 
sent staunch  allies  the  Irish  National 
LeaKue.  He  had  taken  down  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and,  in 
speaking  of  the  National  League  which 
it  was  his  business  to  whitewash,  as  his 
remedy  for  Irish  Bills  was  to  commit  the 
destinies  of  Ireland  to  that  organiza- 
tioUi  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  sud— 

Ton  are  acting  against  a  eombinaticni  to 
protect  the  tenanta  against  renta  which  yon 
youTBelves  will  admit— will  be  compelled  to 
admit— to  he  excessive  and  ezorlritaDt,  and 
against  which  these  comhinatiaiB  are  the  only 
existing  safegaards." 

Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  was 
Mr.  Othornt  Vorgan 


usually  very  calm  and  academic  in  his 
style ;  but  when  he  attacked  the  Irish 
landlords  he  raised  his  hand  and  ^inted 
across  at  the  class  which  he  desired  to  i 
crumple  up  and  destroy ;  and,  happen- 
ing himscdf  to  be  the  Irish  Uncord  , 
nearest  him  at  the  moment,  he  felt 
almost  alarmed  at  the  angw  and  fniy 
displayed  by  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentieman 
in  pointing  to  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
dass  worthy  only  of  abhorrence  and  de- 
testation. But,  a  littie  further  on  in 
his  speech,  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
said— 

'*  I  do  not  wish  to  leave  off  with  any  parti- 
oolarly  bsd  laognsge  against  the  Iriu  Isndc 

lords.  • 

Well,  he  then  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  pull  in  the 
reins  and  say,  at  least,  a  few  kind  words 
of  the  landlords ;  but,  however,  he  went 
on  and  compared  them  very  disadvan- 
tagaously  with  Irish  Moonlighters.  The 
ri^t  hon.  Gentiemui  said— 

"  Anxious  as  I  am  to  do  that,  still  I  am  Issi 
anxioos  to  secure  vengeance  on  100  or  200 
ruffians  than  to  secure  righteous  and  homaae 
treatment  for  thousands  of  poor  tenants  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  that  is  the  difference  between  hon. 
Uentlflfflen  qppoaiteand  those  who  dt  apon  this 
side  of  the  Hoose." 

Well,  what  did  that  mean  f  He  ima- 
^ned  it  meant  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  landlords,  in  their 
extortion  practised  on  the  tenants,  com- 

Eared  unfavourably  with  the  Moon- 
ffhters  who  carried  out  the  behests 
of  the  National  League  in  Ireland. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean, 
what  he  said  ?   The  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man had  hem  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  had  been  in  tiiat  country  for 
three  weeks,  and  had  therefore  had  a 
considerable  knowledge  of  the  afibirs.  If 
during  those  three  weeks  he  made  a 
oaref  lu  examination  of  the  condition  of 
the  country,  many  instances  must  have 
occurred  to  him  in  which  the  National 
Lewue,  which  he  now  tried  to  white- 
wash, bad  proved  that  it  was  the 
greatest  tyrant  that  ever  exercised  its 
baneful  influence  over  the  Irish  people. 
He  could  give  numerous  instances  of 
how  the  Viational  Lei^e  had  helped 
Lridi  tenants.  In  the  Oounty  of  Bim- 
common,  about  a  year  and  a-half  ago,  a 
man  named  Brennan  had  the  audacity 
to  pay  his  rent  after  he  had  been  ordered 
not  to  do  so ;  he  was  furnished  by  his 
brother  with  the  money  to  pa^  it,  and 
he  paid  it ;  and  that  night, 
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his  bedside,  he  vas  shot  dead  through 
the  windovr.  This  was  an  instance  of 
the  beneficent  action  of  the  National 
League  —  the  only  organization  that 
benefited  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  While 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
was  Gnief  Secretary,  in  the  County  of 
Boscommon  the  League  Boycotted  some 
gprass  lands  belonging  to  two  landlords 
— ^Lord  Kingston  and  Mr.  MoDermott 
Boe— and  issued  orders  that  no  one  was 
to  take  the  lands,  simply  because  they 
belonged  to  gentlemen  against  whom 
the  League  had  a  grudge.  They  were, 
however,  ofiFeted  at  ao  low  a  prioe  that 
ux  farmers  determined  to  take  tbe  risk, 
and  Uxik  portions  of  the  lands.  Imme- 
diately there  were  placed  upon  the  tele- 
graph posts  by  the  roadside  wamioga 
from  the  local  League,  of  which  the 
pariah  priest  was  president  and  his 
curates  vice-presidents,  that  these  ten- 
ants were  to  be  treated  as  land-grabbers. 
This  had  such  an  e£Fect  that  one  tenant 

fave  up  the  land  and  paid  a  forfeit  of 
75.  The  others  continued  to  hold  what 
they  had  taken,  and  the  next  day  the 
cattle  on  the  lands  disappeared.  It  was 
afterwards  disoovored  that  the  cattle 
had  been  driyen  to  a  coal-pit,  and  hurled 
over  the  ec^e,  and  their  dead  and  muti- 
lated remains  were  found  at  the  bottom. 
They  were  brought  to  the  surface  and 
identified ;  and  those  dead  and  mutilated 
cattle  identified  the  charactw  and  nature 
of  the  National  League.  [An  hon.  Mbm- 
BBB :  How  about  General  BuUer  ?]  Oh, 
I  will  deal  withOeneral  BuUer  presently. 
So  far  from  its  being  the  main  object  of 
the  proposed  Bill  to  subject  the  Irish 
tenants  to  a  galling  yoke,  it  was  to  set 
them  free  from  a  yoke  that  was  crush- 
ing all  progress  and  enterprise,  driving 
capital  away,  and  depriving  the  country 
of  its  life's  blood.  He  could  multiply 
instances  in  which  the  League  had  done 
injury  to  the  Irish  people.  He  had  a 
letter  from  a  small  Irish  Boman  Oatholio 
tenant,  whose  name  he  could  not  give, 
because  if  it  were  published  his  life 
would  not  be  worth  six  days'  purchase. 
This  man,  whose  letter  he  held  in  bis 
hand~«nd  which  he  would  have  no 
objection  in  showing  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)— had  committed  a  crime  which 
was  unpardonable  in  Ireland.  He  dis- 
obeyed the  behests  of  a  Court  which 
suffered  no  contempt  to  go  unpunished 
—be  paid  his  rent,  walking  14  miles 


into  Uie  town  of  Tipperary  to  do  it  in 
the  hope  that  the  League  might  hear 
nothing  about  it.  But,  somehow,  the 
fact  got  wind,  presumably  from  an  offi- 
cial of  the  bank  ;  and  the  next  night  his 
farm  was  visited,  the  cattle  were  mas- 
sacred in  the  fields,  the  ploughs  and 
agricultural  implements  were  broken 
up.  The  tenant  had  to  fly  from  his 
house,  and  he  dared  not  return  for  some 
months  for  fear  of  bein^  murdered.  This 
man  was  perfectly  willing  to  pay  his 
rent.  He  said — 

"  I  have  sold  my  horw ;  I  hsve  got  the 
maaey ;  I  am  raady  to  pay  whon  the  rest  is 
paid;  bat  as  I  was  Boycotted  last  year,  I  am 
afraid  to  do  it'ontU  they  get  leave." 

And  he  wound  up  with  the  remark — 

"I  do  not  know  what  is  becoming  of  this 
cotmtry  that  a  man  won*t  be  let  do  as  ne  wants 

todo.'*^ 

This  remark  was  entirely  apposite ;  and 
the  writer  added — 

''  We  hare  a  quare  Parliameot  ^that  don't 
put  down  Buoh  work  at  once."  ^ 

Well,  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  believed 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  House  and 
of  the  QoTemment  to  put  this  down  at 
once.  The  right  hon.  Members  for  New- 
castle and  Mid  Lothian  were  prejudiced 
critics — they  were  'opposed  to .  the.  plan 
which  the  Government  intended  to  pur- 
sue, because  th^  had  a  cure  of  their 
own  for  the  wrongs  and  woes  of  Ireland ; 
and  no  matter  what  proposals  the  pre- 
sent Government  might  bring  forward, 
they  would  be  oppcHied  by  uiose  right 
hon.  Gentlemen.  They  all  knew  wat 
doctors,  when  they  had  prescribed  for  a 
patient,  and  were  supei-seded  by  another 
medical*  man,  always  said — "Oh,  you 
will  yet  be  very  glad  to  come  back  to 
my  pills."  The  remedy  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  was  to  force  Ireland 
from  the  control  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  quite  true,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  remarked  that  evenings 
that  the  present  statejof  things  in  Ire- 
land was  different  to  what  it  was  in  the 
year  1881.  That  was  true;  because  the 
Party  of  S^wration  was  now  led  hy  the 
right  hon.  llembm  for  Mid  Lothian, 
whereas  it  was  formerly  led  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Paruell).  He 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  admitted  at  once 
that  there  was  not  much  crime  in  Ire- 
land; but  he  held  that  the  first  duty  of 
the  Government  was  not  only  to  punish 
crime,  but  also  to  prevent  the  oommiaaion 
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uf  crime ;  and  Irisli  Bociety  was  now  ripe 
for  the  production  of  crime  in  its  worst 
form.  The  greater  part  of  the  Island 
was  absolutely  subject  to  the  National 
League.  There  was  no  need  now  for 
crime.  If  they  went  into  the  details  of 
the  crime  of  1880,  1881,  and  1882,  they 
would  find  that  that  was  mainly  directed 
to  one  purpose — namely,  laying  the 
foundation  (n  Uie  anthority  of  the  Na- 
tional League  everywhere,  and  to  enable 
it  to  terrorize  over  the  Irish  people. 
That  had  been  effectually  done;  the 
National  League  had  ouatod  the  law  of 
the  land;  and  it  vaa  superior  to  the 
Law  Courts  in  all  parts  of  Jj«laad.  The 
right  faon.  Member  for  Newcastle  and 
his  Colleagues  had  swallowed  that  state 
of  aff!airs  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  hoped  the  nauseous  mixture  would 
be  swallowed  by  the  Government,  be- 
cause they  would  not  follow  their  ex- 
ample. But  the  QoTernment,  and  the 
Unionist  Party  who  had  placed  them  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  showed  no  inclina- 
tion to  tahe  the  nauseous  doee.  There 
were  only  two  policies  submitted  to  the 
electors  last  July— surrender  to  the  Na- 
tional League,  and  the  maintenance  of 
the  law  of  the  Crown  and  the  unity  of 
the  Empire.  The  great  majority  of  the 
country  decided  that  the  latter  policy 
should  preTail,  and  the  OoTemment  in- 
tended to  carry  it  into  effect.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  quoted 
the  evidence  of  0eaeral  BuUer.  He 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  interrupted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — ^he  was  afraid 
somewhat  rudely — but  he  knew  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  averse 
to  saying  anything  inaccurate  in  his 
^eeches,  and  he  asked  him  to  read  on. 
The  rig;ht  hon.  Gentleman  was  trying  to 
show  that  General  Buller  had  stated  that 
the  National  League  had  nothing  to  do 
with  crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  went  on  to 
accuse  Sir  Bedvers  Bailer,  and  he  (Co- 
lonel Saunderson)  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  ^1  obliged  to 
him  for  calling  attention  to  another  ques- 
tion which  would  throw  some  light  on 
the  subject  under  discussion.  The  right 
hon.  Oentieman  went  on  to  read  the 
Answer  to  Question  16,50S,  but  only 
read  a  part  of  it,  and  then  thought  he 
had  snaffed  him  out.  But  the  whole 
answer  showed  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
Sir  Redvers  Buller,  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland,  at  any  rate,  the  National  League 

<^1m»l  BaunSerwn 


was  directly  responsible  for  crime,  out- 
rage, and  intimidation.  The  Question 
was  whether,  owing  to  the  organization 
of  the  League,  the  enforcement  of  legal 
obligations  had  not,  in  that  distriot,  be- 
come impossible?  And  SirSedvers  Buller 
replied — 

"  Qute  so ;  yea  cannot  collect  a  shop  debt. 
There  was  a  man  murdered  the  other  day  on 
acconnt  of  a  shop  debt,  od  the  other  mde  of 
Tralee ;  and  the  cropB  of  a  farmer  having  been 
seized  for  a  shop  debt,  a  man  who  came  to  out 
them  was  shot  we  same  evening." 

That  is  General  Buller'sopinion  of  the  ac- 
tion of  the  League  in  that  part  of  bdUind. 
He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  oonld  not  con- 
ceive any  answer  more  direct,  or  to  the 
purpose.  The  right  hon.  Qentiienian  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  appeared  to 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment 
looked  upon,  and  intended  to  deal 
with,  the  Irish  people  as  if  they  were 
the  most  lawless  and  criminal  popula- 
tion in  Europe.  He  absolutely  denied 
it,  and  believed  that,  if  they  had 
the  chance,  the  Irish  people  would  be 
as  law-abiding  as  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  They  would  all  ad- 
mit that  the  most  mvilized  and  exem- 
plary part  of  the  British  Islands  was 
that  part  of  them  north  of  the  Tweed. 
If  they  had  in  Ireland  a  law  as  stringent 
and  severe  as  had  always  prevailed  in 
Scotland,  they  would  not  want  a  Ooer- 
cion  Bill.  What  the  great  majority  of 
the  English  people  expected  was  that 
the  Qorernment  would  bring  in  a  Bill 
strong  enough  to  crush  the  National 
League  and  enable  law-abiding  Irish- 
men, whatever  their  class  or  creed,  to  go 
about  their  business  as  they  pleased  and 
to  fulfil  all  the  duties  of  citizens.  Th^ 
expected  the  Bill  to  be  a  permanent  one. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  asked — *'Do  you  expect  to  suc- 
ceed when  Forster  and  Spencer  failed  ?  " 
They  failed  because  their  measures 
were  temporary.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Bill  would  be  permanent,  and 
not  confined  to  iadatra.  parts  <A  tbe 
country,  because  he  defied  anyho^  to 
bring  forward  an  instance  where  a  Coer- 
cion Act,  while  in  force,  had  intwfwed 
with  any  law-abiding  man.  There  was 
not  a  county  in  Ireland  which  oonld 
hold  up  its  hands  against  that  meuure. 
When  such  a  measure  as  he  referred  to 
had  been  passed  and  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  was  established,  the  remedial 
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measures  Her  Majesty's  QoTernment 
inteaded  to  bring  in  would  have  some 
chance  of  success.  No  Land  Bill,  the 
most  generous  that  could  be  conceived 
— eren  one  that  would  turn  the  land- 
lords adrift  and  make  a  present  of  the 
Luid  to  the  tenants— would  succeed 
in  pacifying  Ireland  so  long  as  thej 
were  trodden  under  the  foot  of  an 
organization  which  originated  in  crime 
and  outrage;  and  whose  ultimate 
object  was  to  separate  Ireland  from 
England  and  to  destroy  the  just 
rights  of  the  Orown.  Fot  that  reason 
he  hoped  the  Qoremment  and  the  House 
would  reject  the  Amendment,  stand  by 
tiie  law  and  coerce,  not  the  tenants,  but 
the  agitators  who  had  erer  been  the 
curse  of  Ireland.  Then  Ireland  might 
become  what  they  had  a  right  to  expect 
she  ought  to  be — a  source  of  strength 
and  woolth  to  the  British  Smpire. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  (East  Fife)  said,  he 
would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  he  stated  the  reasons  that  induced 
him  as  an  Englishman  who  represented 
a  Scottish  constituency,  in  the  interests  of 
Great  Britain  no  less  than  in  the  interests 
of  Inland,  to  support  the  Amendment. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Gh)Temment 
Were  inviting  them  to  a  display  of  trust- 
fulness, not  to  say  of  oreduUty,  which 
might  well  tax  uie  faith  of  the  most 
docile  and  the  best-disoiidined  majority. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Xreland  had 
darklj  hinted  that  when  the  time  came 
for  turn  to  introduce  his  Bill,  he  would  be 
able  to  unfold  a  terrible  tale  of  anarchy 
and  disorder.  But  up  to  this  mommit, 
after  three  nights'  hot  debate,  not  a 
single  responsible  Minister  had  con- 
descended to  a  single  specific  statement 
in  support  of  the  proposal  of  the  Govem- 
tneut.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
contented  himself  first  with  general  de- 
clamation as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  next  by  appealing  to  the  precedent 
of  1881.  Now  that  appeal  to  precedent 
rested  on  two  assumptions — firsts  that 
the  state  of  things  now  was  similar  to 
the  state  of  things  existing  then — a 
hypothesis  which  had  been  effectually 
demolished  by  the-  li^t  hon.  Member 
for  Hid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  experiment  of 
1881,  repeated  in  1882,  was  so  well 
justified  oy  experience,  so  brilliantly 
fruitful  of  good  results,  that  at  this 
distance  of  time — 1887— they  were 
1>ound  to  follow  it  as  a  precedent,  blindly, 


implicitly,  without  question  and  almost 
without  argument.  He  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  aesumption. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
duty  of  the  Executive  Government  to 
enforce  the  law.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  that  proposition.  In  his  judgment 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Executive  not  to 
inquire  whether  the  law  was  good  or  bad, 
just  or  unjust,  but  to  enforce  it  in  all 
places,  and  at  all  times,  without  distino- 
tionof  persons,  without  discrimination  of 
cases,  with  undeviating  uniformity,  and 
with  irresistible  strong^.  [^Minuterial 
ohetri.']  Hon.  Genueman  opposite 
cheered  that  statement,  but  he  would  aak 
them,  when,  in  oar  tim^  had  that  view 
of  the  duty  of  the  Executive  been  re- 
cognized and  acted  uxton  in  Ireland? 
Once  certainly,  and  once  only,  and  that 
was  during  Lord  Spencer's  adminis- 
tration. Lord  Spencer  s  hand  was  heavy, 
but  its  pressure  was  even.  Wherever 
he  enooimtered  lawlessness  —  among 
Oatholios  or  Protestants,  the  Moon- 
lighters  of  the  South  or  the  turbulent 
Orange  rabble  of  the  North— he  dealt 
with  it  in  one  fashion,  firmly,  impartially, 
and  effectively.  But  there  was  not  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  sitting  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite,  with  two  excep- 
tions— namely,  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who,  whatever  might  be  the 
case  now,  was  then  a  Member  of  the 
Idboral  Party,  and  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  had  not  tiien  oome  to  the  olose  of  that 
period  of  hibernation  which  separated 
the  two  stages  of  his  remarkable  political 
career — with  those  two  exceptions  there 
was  not  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
Gabinet  rank  who  was  not  a  party, 
either  as  principal  or  accessory,  to  the 
most  envenomed  end  bitter  attacks  upon 
Lord  Spencer's  administration.  He 
would  quote  for  that  statement  the 
authority  of  Lord  Salisbury  himself,  who 
said  that  under  Lord  Spencer's  adminie- 
tration  the  Nationalist  League  had  grown 
into  power  and  spread  its  branches 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  country. 
Next  he  said  that  the  practice  of  Boy- 
cotting, which  np  to  that  time  had  been 
oomparatiTely  rare,  had  established 
itself  throughoat  the  country,  and,  as 
Lord  Salisbury  pointed  out,  that  was  a 
practice  with  which  no  law,  however 
stringenl^  could  deal  and  which  no  Ad- 
ministration, however  zealous,  could  put 
down.  He,  for  one,  did  not  believe  in  the 
plenary  inf  aUibility  of  Liberal  Govern- 
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meats,  and  he  did  not  think  the  proudest 
period  in  the  history  of  the  Liberal  Party 
had  been  that  in  which  it  had  fritt-ered 
away  in  Office  pledges  which  had  been 
given  when  in  Opposition ;  and,  there- 
fore, loyal  though  he  was  to  his  Party 
and  his  Leader,  ne  did  not  think  the  fact 
that  in  1881  the  Liberal  Gtoremment 
oommitted  what  he  considered  a  colossal 
and  disastrous  mistake  was  any  reason 
whatever  why«  in  1887,  th^  shouldi  in 
obedienoe  to  a  OonaerratiTe  Ministry, 
repeat  that  blunder.  It  was  admitted 
that,  looking  at  Ireland  as  a  whole,  there 
bad  been  during  the  last  six  months  less 
serious  crime,  whether  open  or  secret, 
than  in  almost  any  corresponding  period 
of  her  troubled  histcny.  What  crime 
there  had  been  was  confined  to  a  com- 
paratively limited  area  in  a  few  counties 
in  the  South  and  West.  In  those 
counties  they^  found  another  phenome- 
non. It  was  in  those  counties  that  abate- 
ments of  rent  had  been  most  generally 
refused.  It  was  in  those  counties  that 
evictions  had  been  most  ezoeptionally 
frequent  in  number,  and  most  grave  and 
cruel  in  their  character.  It  was  in  those 
counties  that  tfaeetandard  of  rents,  nidged 
by  the  reductions  made  by  theLandOom- 
misrioners  in  the  course  of  the  last  few 
months,  had  been  abnormally  high.  As 
to  the  prevalence  of  crime,  having  regard 
to  these  admitted  facts,  he  said  deliber- 
ately that  this  was  a  manufactured  crisis. 
They  knew  by  experience  how  a  case 
for  coercion  was  made  out.  The  panic- 
mongers  of  the  Press— ^ntlemeo  to 
whom  every  political  oumbiuation  was  a 
conspiracy,  and  to  whom  every  patriot 
was  a  rebel — were  the  first  in  the  field. 
They  had  been  most  e£Pectively  assisted 
on  the  present  occasion  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Channel  by  the  purveyors  of  loyal 
fictions  and  patriotic  hysterics  wholesale, 
retail,  and  for  exportation.  The  tooth, 
whatever  truth  there  was  in  the  stories, 
was  deliberately  distorted  and  exag^fo- 
rated.  Atrocities  were  fkbricated  to  nwet 
therequirementsof  the  market  with  punc- 
tuality and  despatch;  and  whoi  the  home 
supply  failed,  me  imagination  of  the  in- 
Tentive  journalist  winged  its  flight  across 
the  Atlantic,  and  he  set  to  work  to  piece 
together  the  stale  gossip  of  the  drinking 
saloooa  of  New  York  and  Ohicago,  and 
eked  it  out  with  cuttings  from  the  obsoure 
organs  of  the  dynamite  Press.  And  thus 
it  was  that,  oftw  six  mouths  of  compara- 
tively little  crime,  we  found  ourselves  in 
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the  preseooe  of  this  artificial  crisis,  and 
confronted  once  again  with  proposals  for 
coercion.  They  were  told— and  It  was 
true — that  there  were  certain  grave 
symptoms  in  the  existing  condition  of 
Ireland.  The  Nataonal  Lei^^ue  was  as- 
serting its  authority  throughout  Uie 
country.  In  many  quarters  the  practice 
of  Boycotting  was  carried  on  to  an  ex- 
tent that  was  inconsistent  with  the  main- 
tsnanoe  of  Uw  and  good  order.  Then 
was  a  dispontion  on  the  part  of  juries 
not  to  oonviot  persons  who  ought  to  be 

Eunished.    He  made  these  admissions ; 
ut  he  asked  hon.  Members  to  consider 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  facts.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Invov 
ness  Burghs  (Mr.  Finlay)  declared  the 
other  night  that  he  was  going  to  support 
the  measures  of  the  Government  because 
they  were  measures,  not  of  ooeroi(m,  but 
of  emancipation— measures  to  enfran- 
chise the  suffering  Irish  tenant  from  the 
tyranny  of  secret  societies.  What  secret 
societies  ?   His  hon.  Friend  did  not  at* 
tempt  to  answer  that  question;  but  it 
appeared  that  he  was  referring  to  the 
National  League.   Well,  that  was  no 
more  a  secret  society  than  was  the  Prim- 
rose League.  It  was  an  open  assooatioo, 
and  reports  of  the  ^rooeeainn  of  all  its 
branches  appeared  every  week  in  VniUi 
Irtiand.  There  had  been  in  Ireland  and 
elsewhere  secret  societies  such  as  the 
Fenian  Brotherhood,  the  Oarbonari  in 
Italy,  the  Ku-KIux-£lan  in  theSouUiem 
States  of  America,  and  the  Nihilkts  iu 
Bussia ;  but  these  secret  societies  had 
been  called  into  existence  by  measures 
such  as  that  to  be  submitted  to  the 
House.    They  had  drawn  the  vitality 
which  enabled  them  to  tyrranize  over 
and  terrorize  the  people  by  sudh  a  policy 
as  the  Qovemment  were  now  asking  the 
House  to  adopt,  and  in  favour  of  wbidi 
the  Oovemment  were  asking  the  House 
to  devote  the  whole  of  its  time,  to  the 
postponemMit  of  all  the  real  Business  of 
the  nation.   Once  suspend  the  guann* 
tees  of  the  Oonstitatton,  and  take 
away  from  the  people  the  privilege 
of  free  criticism  and  of  legitimate 
political  a^tation.  and  the  consequence 
was  to  drive  them  to  those  sinister 
and  subterranean  methods,  which  were 
destructive  of  peace  and  prosperity  in 
every  country  in  which  they  should  exist. 
The  really  grave  symptoms  in  Ireland 
were  the  existence  of  B<^w>tting  and 
the  indicposition  of  joriee  to  oonviefe  ^* 
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aoDers.  No  ooercive  leeielation  could 
have  the  least  effect  in  aimiDishinc;  or 
removing  either  of  those  evils.  With 
regard  to  Boycotting,  he  was  content 
with  the  testimony  of  Lord  Salisbury. 
It  was  one  of  those  impalpable  things 
which  legislation  could  not  reach,  and 
the  only  remedy  for  it  was  altering  the 
conditions  out  of  which  it  sprang.  The 
indispositioa  of  juries  to  convict  de- 
pended, firstly,  on  the  rooted  anUpathy 
and  hostility  of  the  class  from  which 
the  joiorB  were  drawn  to  the  system 
of  law  l^t  they  were  called  upon  to 
administer.  In  the  n«t  plaoe»  it  de- 
pended on  the  nnwilliognesB  of  men  to 
give  evidence  against  those  whom  they 
believed  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
aspirations  of  the  masses  of  the  com- 
munity. He  would  Ulustrate  this  by 
the  case  of  the  Curtin  family.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  treatment  to 
which  that  family  had  been  exposed 
was  a  disgrace  to  Ireland  and  a  scandal 
to  humanity.  But  while  they  should 
lose  no  opportunity  of  denouncing  the 
cruelty  of  which  the  Ourtiu  family  had 
been  t]ie  victims,  yet,  when  they  came 
to  practical  legislation,  they  must  eon- 
uder  the  real  meaning  of  what  had  oc- 
curred. What  was  the  crime  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people  which  tiie  Oortin 
famiW  were  expiating  by  this  terrible 
eooiai  08tra(^m?  It  was  not  that 
the  head  of  the  family  shot  and  killed 
the  leader  of  the  band  of  marauders 
who  invaded  his  house  by  night  It 
was  because  the  sons  and  daughters 
went  to  Cork  Assizes  and  gave  evidence 
against  the  persons  concerned  in  that 
crime.  He  was  not  defending  or  pallia- 
ting that  course  of  conduct,  but  they 
were  sitting  there  as  legislators,  and 
not  as  moral  censors.  They  had  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  result  of 
their  legislation.  From  actual  violence 
and  outage,  and  even  from  open  insult, 
the  Onrtin  family  had  long  sioce  been 
protected.  ["No,  no!"]  Eto  was  speak- 
ing of  facts  which  he  had  personally  in- 
VMtigated.  Did  bon.  Members  imagine 
that  by  the  legislation  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  going  to  pro- 
pose, they  would  be  able  to  transmute 
the  social  atmosphere  in  which  those 
people  lived  and  which  rendered  such 
treatment  of  them  possible  ?  Suppose 
they  enlarged  the  powers  of  the  magis- 
trates ;  suppose  they  deprived  the  j  urors 
-  of  their  share  in  the  administration 


the  law;  suppose  they  made  punish- 
ments more  severe ;  did  they  imagine 
that  in  that  way  they  would  increase 
the  disposition  of  the  peasantry  of  Ireland 
to  come  forward  and  give  evidence?  Not 
even  a  drum-head  court-martial  could 
convict  without  testimony  proving  the 
guilt  of  the  accused.  The  difficulty 
which  they  had  to  provide  for  was  the 
difficulty  which  arose  from  the  fact  that 
the  great  mass  of  the  population  in  Ire- 
lana  were  alienated  from  the  law,  and 
had  no  imnpathy  with  its  administra- 
tion. "We  were  sot  imfamiliftp  in  this 
oountty  with  the  Tenr  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  Iruand.  There  was 
nothing  novel  in  the  symptoms.  They 
had  been  witnessed  in  every  country 
whenever  the  state  of  the  law  had  not 
been  in  harmony  with  the  wishes  of  the 
people.  In  the  early  part  of  the  present 
century,  in  the  days  when  it  was  the 
custom  for  the  Attorn^  Qeneral  to  file, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  informations  for 
seditious  libel  against  political  oppo- 
nents, in  vain  md  the  Judges  direct 
that  juries  had  no  alternative  bat  to 
convict.  In  the  teeth  of  the  evidence, 
and  in  the  face  of  the  direction  of  the 
Judge,  the  jury  acquitted  the  pri- 
soner. It  was  truly  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  at  this  time  of  day  the  Go- 
vernment, dealing  with  a  well-known 
form  of  80<nal  and  politioal  disease, 
shonld  come  to  the  House  and  repeat 
the  oaich-words  of  the  Mettemichs  and 
Castlereaghs  as  if  they  were  the  latest 
discoveries  of  political  science.  They 
were  told  that,  after  passing  this  Ooer- 
cion  Bill,  the  Government  were  going 
to  give  the  Irish  people  a  dose  of  reme- 
dial I^slation.  The  procedure  of  the 
Government  reminded  htm  greatly  of 
that  enterprising  speculator  in  the  days 
of  the  South  Sea  Bubble  who  invited 
the  public  to  subscribe  thmr  money 
in  support  of  a  scheme,  the  particulars 
of  which  were  to  be  disclosed  subse- 
quently. History  did  not  zeeord  that 
any  dividends  were  ever  pud  on  the 
capital  so  subscribed.  Me  did  not 
wish  to  impugn  the  good  faith  of  the 
Gbvemment,  and  he  dared  say  that  they 
believed  in  the  efficacy  of  the  Land 
Bill  which  they  were  to  introduce.  At 
present,  however,  very  little  was  known 
about  that  Bill.  They  knew  that  it  was 
to  provide  for  the  extension  to  lease- 
holders of  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act. 
That  was  a  provision  borrowed  from  the 
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hon.  Member  fur  Oork(&fr.  Parnell).  It 
waa  further  believed  that  the  Bill  would 
provide  for  the  application  of  some  of 
the  eqnitable  pronsionB  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  to  the  oases  of  a  certain  class 
of  tenanto.  The  road  to  prosperity  for 
these  tenants  was  in  some  way  or  other 
to  lie  through  the  portals  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court — in  truth  a  very  encourag- 
ing prospect.  Then  they  knew  that 
this  remedial  legislation  was  in  the  first 
instance  to  make  its  appearance  in 
**  another  place."  That  was  a  very 
significant  fact.  He  was  far  from  being 
disposed  to  intrust  the  Qovemment  with 
exceptional  powers  for  the  enforcement 
of  the  law  on  the  chanoe,  the  very  re- 
mote chance,  that  some  day  or  other, 
this  year  or  next,  or  on  the  advent  of  the 
Greek  kalends,  that  august  Assembly, 
which  in  the  last  50  years  had  mangled 
and  mutilated  every  proposal  for  the 
remedy  of  the  grievances  of  beland, 
might  be  coerrad  or  persuaded  into 
acquiescing  in  an  equitable  solution  of 
the  Irish  ^rarian  question.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  not  long  ago, 
with  what  was  then  his  habitual  caution, 
declined  to  give  a  blank  cheque  to  Lord 
-Salisbury.  He  thought  that  they  might 
profit  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
example ;  and  the  liberties  of  a  nation 
being  at  stake,  reasonably  decline  to 
honour  this  very  serious  draft  upon  thmr 
political  credulity.  He  quite  understood 
that  there  were  hon.  Members  near  him 
who  took  a  very  different  view  of  the 
matter.  Those  hon.  Members  were 
■eompelled  by  the  drcumstances  of  their 
position  to  an  exercise  of  ^th  which 
a  vary  short  tame  a^  th^  would  have 
been  the  first  to  ridicule  and  condemn. 
It  was,  perhaps,  excusable  in  them,  that 
under  the  stress  of  compromimng  memo- 
ries— ^memories  of  the  day  when  they 
were  wont  to  declare  "that  force  was 
no  remedy," — ^memories  of  the  days  still 
-more  recent  when  they  denounced  the 
wickedness  of  Irish  landlords,  and 
the  more  than  Polish  abominations  of 
Castle  rule — it  was,  perhaps,  excusable 
in  them  that  they  should  dutch  at  any 
pretext,  however  desperate,  which  might 
seem  to  reconcile  their  present  with  their 
past.  He  did  not  know  who  was  the 
casuist  of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party. 
In  that  compact  and  complete  organiza- 
tion he  felt  sure  that  a  place  must  have 
been  found  for  a  director  of  oonsoiencea. 
Whoever  he  waa,  his  time  must  just  now 
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be  pretty  well  occupied.  But  as  for 
the  poor  Separatista  "the  intellectual 
scum  of  what  was  onoe  the  Liberal 
Party,"  they  might  be  thankful  that 
they  bad  not  to  exercise  thmr  humble 
faculties  in  the  attempt  to  explain  how 
they  could  vote  for  a  Ooeroion  Bill  in 
the  hope  that  some  day  or  other,  in  some 
way  or  other,  remediu  measures  might 
be  introduced.  In  the  course  which  tiie 
Party  opposite  were  about  to  take,  were 
they  not  either  going  too  far  or  not 
going  nearly  far  enough  7  Let  them 
consider  what  would  be  the  position  of 
Ireland,  the  condition  of  government  in 
that  country  under  the  system  which 
they  were  about  to  introduce— repre- 
sentative institutions  upon  Uie  terms 
that  the  voice  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  Bepreaentatives  of  the  people  ahould 
be  aystematioally  ignored  and  over- 
ridden; the  right  of  puUic  meeting 
tempered  by  viceregal  proclamation; 
trial  by  jury  with  a  doctored  and  mani- 

Eulated  panel ;  a  free  Press  subject  to 
e  muzzled  at  the  caprice  of  an  official 
censorship ;  Judges  and  magistrates  in 
theory  independent  of  the  Crown,  but, 
in  fact,  by  the  tradition  and  practice 
of  their  office  inextricably  mixed  up 
with  the  daily  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive. What  conceivable  advantage 
could  there  be  either  to  Ireland  or 
Great  Britain  from  the  continuance  of 
this  grotesque  caricature  of  the  British 
Constitution?  There  waa  much  virtue 
in  government  of  the  peo^,  by  the 
people,  for  the  people.  There  was  much 
also  to  be  said  for  a  powerful  and  well- 
equipped  autocracy.  But,  brtween  the 
two  there  was  no  l(^;ical  or  atatesmuiUke 
haldng-place.  For  the  hybrid  iyst«n 
which  the  Government  were  about  to  set 
up — a  system  which  pretended  to  be  that 
which  it  was  not,  and  was  not  that  whioh 
it  pretended  to  be— a  system  which  could, 
not  be  either  resolutely  repressive  or 
firankly  popular — ^for  this  ludf-hearted 
oompromise  there  was  reserved  the  in- 
exorable sentence  which  history  had  in 
store  for  every  form  of  political  impos- 
ture. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (BiHqmg- 
ham,  W.):  I  do  not  know  whether^e 
speech  to  whitdi  we  have  just  listenedV' 
the  maiden  speech  of  my  hon.  Fris  m 
(Mr.  Asqaitk) ;  but,  wheUier  itW^  «ust. 
I  think  that  all  who  have  heard  hJF«^d 

re  with  me  that  his  speech  is  a  faV 
auguty  of  tixe  position  wluch  h< 
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likely  to  fill  in  our  Parliameotary  oon- 
i  tests.  I  will  not  say  more  about  his 
speech  at  this  moment,  except  to  con- 
gratulate my  hott.  Friend  upon  the  posi- 
tion which  he  occupies,  and  which  he 
regards  with  so  much  satisfaction — that 
of  a  Member  of  a  Party  which  is  free 
fnm  all  compromidng  memories,  and 
whiob,  as  he  says,  possesses  the  inesti- 
mable advantage— I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain whether  I  understood  him  correctly 
— the  ineatimable  advanti^  of  having 
no  direotora  or  having  no  conaoienoe.  In 
what  I  have  to  s^  upon  the  question 
beiisre  the  House,  i  hope  that  I  may  not 
have  to  treapan  at  ai^  length  upon  its 
attention,  and  I  hope  also  that  I  may 
be  able  to  avoid  wounding  the  legiti- 
mate susceptibilities  of  any  of  those 
from  whom  I  have  to  differ.  Although 
I  may  differ  from  some  of  their  conclu- 
sions, I  find  myself  in  general  agree- 
ment with  most  of  the  arguments  and 
all  the  statements  of  fact  which  have 
been  made  in  the  course  of  this  debate. 
The  issue  which  we  have  to  decide  is, 
prootioally  speaking,  a  very  limited  one. 
We  are  not  discussing  the  terms  of  a 
Bill  for  amending  the  Oriminal  Law. 
We  do  not  know  what  the  proposals  of 
iha  Government  are  to  be.  [**  Oh,  oh !" 
frpm  (A*  Iritk  Mmibert.']  Well,  I  do  not 
icoow.  Hon.  Gentlemen  b^ow  the 
Gangway  may  be  more  fortunate.  At 
present  Z  only  know  that  the  provisions 
of  that  Bill  may  be  so  stringent  that 
some  of  us  may  find  ourselves  unable 
to  support  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  may  be  so  moderate  and  reasonable 
that  some  of  us  are  already  pledged,  by 
our  public  declarations,  to  give  our 
assent  to  them ;  but  that  is  not  the 
question  before  us.  The  question  be- 
fore us  is,  whether,  before  we  have 
heud  the  case  of  the  Government — 
whether,  before  we  know  the  nature  of 
the  proposals  whioh  they  are  about  to 
make — ^we  are  so  certain  that  any  Bill 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
whether  it  he  a  great  Bill  or  a  small 
Bill,  whether  it  be  a  stringent  BiU  or  a 
moderate  BiU,  is  unnecesaaiy  tiiat  we 
are  resolved  to  refuse  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  facilities  for  its  discussion 
for  whioh  they  are  asking.  Now,  what 
do  they  ask  from  the  House  ?  What 
they  ask  from  the  House  is,  that  the 
House  shall  agree  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment control  over  those  two  nights  in 
tiie  W9^  on  which,  private  Uembers 
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would  otherwise  have  a  right  to  discuss 
their  Motions  or  their  Bills.  Well,  I  do 
not  think  a  proposal  of  that  kind  can 
fairly  be  described,  as  it  is  in  this 
Amendment,  as"  setting  aside  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  nation."  I  must  say  that, 
in  my  experience,  I  have  generally  found 
that  very  little  indeed  of  the  "  Business 
of  the  nation  "  is  ever  transacted  on 
nights  devoted  to  private  Members.  We 
are  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gratleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstrae) — and  it  is  perfectly  true — 
that  this  demand  is  unpreeedoited,  in 
the  sense  that  it  has  never  befora  been 
made  with  a  prospect  of  its  being  in 
operation  for  so  lengthened  a  period. 
That  is  quite  true  ;  but  then,  the  circum- 
stances are  unprecedented.  Who  is  it 
that  has  told  us  that  "Ireland  blocks 
the  way  ?  "  I  do  not  dispute  that  asser- 
tion. Ireland,  or  a  combination  of  cir- 
cumstances which  it  is  not  my  business 
now  to  discuss,  does  undoubtedly  block 
the  way ;  and  it  is  impossible  that  any 
practical  progress  should  be  made  in 
any  social  or  political  reform  until  the 
business  of  Ireland  has  been  disposed 
of,  and  therefore  there  is  no  question 
before  the  House  as  to  urgenoy  in  rela* 
tion  to  questions  affecting  Irdand.  That 
most  be  granted  by  the  nature  of  tiie 
situation.  The  only  question  is  as  to  the 
order  in  which  the  various  branches  of 
the  Irish  Question  shall  be  oonsidered^ 
whether  we  will  g^ve  priority  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law,  or 
to  remedial  legislation.  Well,  Sir,  I 
venture  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment, 
no  one  can  consistently  vote  for  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  unless  he 
is  determined  that,  under  no  ciroum- 
stanoes,  will  he  at  present  be  willing  to 
support  any  amendment  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland — [  Cries  of  "  No,  no ! "] 
— until  at  all  events  the  remedial  legis- 
lation whioh  he  thinks  to  be  necessary 
has  been  dealt  with  by  the  House.  I 
hear  some  Gentlemen  say  '*No,  no!  " 
I  hope  those  are  the  voices  of  Gentlemen 
who  are  unable  to  anpport  this  Amend- 
ment ;  but  it  has  been  adopted  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Bepresentative^— 
those  who  call  themselves  NationalistBe- 
presentatives,  and  by  many  Liberal  Mem- 
bers, on  this  ground — the  majority  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  and  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Bepreaentatives,  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  in  future,  they  will  not 
assent  to  any  measure  in  the  nature  of  a 
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Coercion  Bill  for  any  amendment  of  the 
Orimiaal  Law  in  Ireland,  until,  at  all 
events,  the  remedial  legislation  which 
they  desire  haa  been  successfully  passed 
through  the  House.  They  found  this 
determination — which  I  remark,  in  pass- 
ing, is  a  new  determination  with  regard 
to  many  of  them—they  found  that  de- 
termination on  two  propositions;  in  the 
first  place,  on  the  proposition  that 
coercion  has  always  failed  to  secure  the 
objects  for  which  it  haa  been  passed ; 
in  the  second  place,  that  remedial  legis- 
lation is  an  alternative  to  ooercion  which 
may  be  relied  upon  to  secure  those  ob- 
jects, and  to  bring  back  peace  and  order 
to  Ireland.  Kow,  I  ask  the  House  whe- 
ther experience  warrants  tkese  two  as- 
sumptions ?  I  am  not  going  back  a  long 
timo  ;  I  am  going  to  deal  only  with  the 
time  which  is  within  my  own  experience, 
and  with  that  legislation  for  which  I 
was  in  part  responsible  in  the  period 
which  was  covered  by  the  Government 
that  lasted  from  1880  to  1886.  We  de- 
voted a  large  share  of  our  time  and  the 
time  of  the  House  of  Oommons  to  reme- 
dial legislation.  I  remember  well  the 
hopes  and  the  expectations  and  the  pro- 
mises which  heralded  the  land  legisla- 
tion of  1881.  I  supported  that  legisla- 
tion with  my  whole  heart;  and  again 
and  again,  while  it  was  under  conside- 
ration iu  the  country  and  in  this  House, 
I  put  forward  my  own  opinion  and 
the  opinion  of  my  Ck^eagues,  that  by 
this  legislation  we  shonld  restore  peace 
and  contentment  to  Ireland ;  that  while, 
as  regarded  the  landlords,  we  should 
diminish — and  rightly  diminish — their 
income,  we  would,  at  the  same  time, 
secure  to  them  the  remnant  that  was 
left;  that,  as  regarded  the  tenants,  we 
woxUd  give  them  just  rente  and  fixity  of 
tenure,  which  we  believed  would  induce 
them  to  peaceful  enterprizes  and  in- 
dustry ;  and  that,  under  these  circum- 
stanoes,  the  real  material  grievances  of 
Ireland  would  cease.  W^l,  but,  Sir, 
how  have  these  prognostications,  how 
have  these  sanguine  anticipations,  been 
fulfilled  ?  Can  anyone  deny  that  the  land 
legislation  of  1881  has  conspicuously 
fauedf  Haa  it  brought  peace  and  pro- 
aperitj  to  Ireland?  Lethon.  Membere 
below  the  Ganjgway  bear  witness.  Has  it 
brought  security  to  the  landlords  7  Why, 
the  Mndlords  are  in  worse  plight  than 
ever.  I  have  never  been  accused  of  much 
sympathy  with  landlords;  but  really 
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they  are  now  objects  for  the  pitiful  con- 
sideration of  every  Member  of  the  House 
of  Oommons.  The  Hoyal  Commission 
condemns  them;  the  Opposition  con- 
demns them ;  and  even  the  Government 
does  not  defend  them.  But  what  is  the 
position  of  the  tenants  7  This  Amend- 
ment we  are  now  considering  is  a  con- 
fession that  the  main  object  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  or  of  its  promoters,  has  not 
been  accomplished ;  that  we  have  not 
secured  a  fair  rent  for  the  tenants  of 
Ireland ;  and  that  even  now,  protected 
as  they  are  by  that  Act,  they  are  still 
subject  to  the  possibility  of  exactions  of 
excessive  and  exorbitant  rents  hy  bad 
landlords.  [An  Irish  Mbhbbb  :  That  is 
your  care.]  Well,  but  it  ought  to  be 
remembered  that  this  Act  of  1881,  al- 
though passed  b;  a  British  Parliament, 
was  not  an  English  Act;  it  was  not 
English  in  spirit.  It  was  an  Irish  Act, 
and  such  an  Act  as  might  have  been 
passed  by  an  Irish  ParHament.  [Mr. 
Dillon  (Mayo,  E.);  Certainly  notj  I 
do  not  accept  tho  contradiction  of^tbe 
hon.  Member.  I  say  that  that  Act  was 
opposed  to  all  the  prejudices  of  English- 
men. I  say  it  violated  all  the  cherished 
doctrines  of  political  economy — ^I  am  not 
speaking  for  myself— I  am  not  a  political 
economist;  but  I  am  speaking  for  the 
vast  majority  of  lahe  Members  of  this 
House.  I  say  it  was  recommended  to  the 
House,  and  passed  by  the  House,  be- 
cause it  was  modelled  upon  the  demands 
of  the  Insh  Members,  and  upon  Lrish 
sentiment.  In  spite  of  this,  the  Act  has 
conspicuously  failed,  and  now,  six  years 
after  its  passing,  we  have  to  consider  a 
state  of  things  which  is  as  bad  as,  or 
worse  than,  the  state  of  things  wtiich 
existed  at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed ; 
and  we  have  still  to  take  measures  by 
the  confession  of  every  Member  of  the 
House  to  protect  the  tenants  against  the 
excessive  rents  which  may  be  levied  by 
landlords  unmindful  of  their  duties.  But 
in  the  time  of  which  I  am  speaking  we 
did  not  confine  our  attention  to  remedial 
legislation.  I  was  a  party  during  those 
five  years  to  two  Coercion  Acts,  and  I 
should  have  been  a  party  to  a  third  if 
the  Government  of  which  I  was  a  Mem- 
ber had  not  remgned.  Were  these  Acta 
of  Coercion  which  we  passed  successful  ? 
I  think  the  answer  depends  upon  what 
you  understand  by  successful ;  by  what 
you  expect  &om  the  Acts  of  Coercion. 
If  there  wwe  any  people  foolish  enough 
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to  Bappose— and  my  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
Asquitb)  appears  to  believe  in  their 
continaed  existence — that  foroe  is  a 
remedj  for  national  discontent— they 
most  hare  been  grieroaaly  disappointed 
by  the  results  of  the  two  Acts  vhioh 
wen  passed  by  the  Goremment  of 
which  I  was  a  Member.  But  if  force 
is  only  intended  to  secure  the  tem- 
porary suppression  of  disordert  and 
an  outward  respect  to  the  law,  then  I 
say  that,  although,  in  my  opinion — I 
speak  only  for  myself — the  first  of  these 
Acts  which  involved  the  suspension  of 
Sahtai  CorpuM  was  an  entire  failure ;  the 
second  of  these  Acts,  the  Orimes  Act,  as 
it  was  administered  by  Lord  Spencer, 
was  a  success,  and  justified  the  expecta- 
tions of  its  promoters  in  this  limited 
sense  only— that  it  produced  peace  and 
order  in  the  country  and  outward  re- 
Bpect  for  the  law  of  the  land.  Well, 
then,  I  say  that  the  lesson  of  my  expe- 
rioice,  at  all  events— oUiera  may  not 
have  learnt  it  in  the  same  way— has 
been  that  we  ought  not  to  be  too  sui- 
gttine  as  to  oar  remedi^  legislation, 
although  we  ought  not,  on  that  aocount, 
to  despair ;  but  that  we  may  assume  that 
moderate  amendments  of  the  ordinary 
Oriminal  Law  will  enable  any  Govern- 
ment to  cope  successfully  with  active 
manifeetations  of  disorder.  What  is 
the  position  of  the  supporters  of  this 
Amendment?  I  understand  they  con- 
tend, in  the  first  place,  that  social  dis- 
order is  not  at  the  present  time  wide- 
spread in  Ireland ;  and  that  they  con- 
tend, in  the  second  place,  that  the 
manifestation  of  disorder  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  justify  any  coercive  legislation 
until,  at  all  events,  the  causes  of  dis- 
order have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Go- 
Tornment.  I  believe  that  is  a  fair  account 
of  the  position  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  fbr  Newoastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  and  those  who  support  his 
Amendment  In  attempting  to  deal 
with  this  contention,  I  am  prepared  to 
make  large  admissions — admissions  that 
I  think  will  justify  what  I  said  in  the 
opening  of  my  remarks — namely,  that  I 
am  able  to  agree  with  a  great  deal  that 
has  fallen  from  my  Friends  around  me. 
I  agree,  to  begin  with,  that  the  disorder 
in  Ireland  is  partial,  and  confined  to  a 
limited  area.  But  if  you  take  that  by 
its^,  it  is  really  a  reason  for  reeitnotiDg 
tiie  operation  of  any  Bill ;  but  it  is  no% 
a  reason  for  allowing  dieordvr  to  dod- 


tinue  unchecked,  even  in  that  limited 
area.  As  I  have  already  pointed  out, 
we  are  not  now  asked  to  approve  of  the 
Bill.  B^  the  Vote  which  we  shall  give 
upon  this  Amendment,  we  none  of  us 
pledge  ourselves,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
to  support  the  Bill  when,  it  is  brought 
forward.  All  that  we  are  asked  to  do 
is  to  admit  that  there  is  urgency— 
that  the  subject  should  be  discussed 
and  disposed  of  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment,  in  ordra  to  make  room 
for  other  Business,  and,  if  necessary 
for  another  Government.  I  admit, 
in  the  second  place,  that  the  num- 
ber of  serious  outrages  is  fortunately, 
much  less  than  it  was  on  many  previous 
occasions  when  coercion  was  proposed  ; 
but,  Sir,  there  is  a  reason  for  this,  which 
does  not  tell  in  favour  of  inaction.  I 
remember  a  meeting  being  held  in  Ire- 
land, which  was  addressM  by  an  Irish 
Member  who  told  his  hearers  that 
murder  was  unnecessary,  because  Boy- 
cotting was  very  much  more  effective, 
and  when  the  machinery  of  intimidation 
is  Iquite  perfsct,  as  it  nearly  is  at  the 
present  time  in  Eenr,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  outrages  will  oe  altogether  un- 
known. But  this  involves  a  state  of 
terrorism  which  is  just  as  repugnant  to 
true  liberty,  as  the  order  which  reigned 
at  Warsaw  under  a  tyrannical  despotism. 
Then,  Sir,  I  admit  also  the  main  facts 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  sought 
to  prove  from  the  evidence  in  the  Blue 
Book,  and  from  the  Seport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  I  admit  that  combinations 
for  resisting  legal  obligations  have  been 
facilitated  by  the  action  of  some  land- 
lords, who  have  refused  abatements  and 
who  have  exacted  rents  which  the  fall 
in  prices  has  made  exoessive.  I  admit 
that  to  the  full,  and  I  think  that  some 
remedy  is  neoessa^  far  the  state  of 
things  hernn  disdosed.  But  if  we  are 
to  accept,  as  oondusivo  i^ainst  the  land- 
lords, the  Beport  and  the  evidence  of  the 
BoyaJ  Oommission  which  tells  against 
them,  surely  we  should  pay  some  atten- 
tion to  this  evideuce  and  this  Beport 
when  it  appears  to  tell  against  the  orga- 
nization of  the  National  League.  I 
should  just  like  to  quote  from  the 
Report  of  the  CpmaiiBSioners.  Od  -p\t'j;e 
II,  there  is  thia  pfttagcaph,  in  whiuli 
they  say — 
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haT«  in  various  forms  eooUoued  to  tho  present  I 

time.  Outrago  was  at  first  made  nae  of  to  in- 
timidate parties  who  were  willing  to  pay  rents ; 
bat,  latterly,  the  methods  of  passing  resolutions 
at  NationAl  Leagne  meetings,  causing  their  pro- 
ceedings to  be  reported  in  local  newspapers, 
naming  ohnoxtoai  men,  and  then  Boycotting 
those  named  have  been  adopted.  Tenants  who 
had  paid  even  the  judicial  rents  bad  been  sum- 
moned to  appear  before  self-oonttitated  triba- 
nals,  and  if  they  failed  to  do  so,  or,  appearing, 
^led  to  satisfy  those  tribunals,  have  been  fined 
or  Boycotted.  The  people  are  more  afraid  of 
Boycotting,  which  aepends  for  its  success  on 
the  probability  of  outrage,  than  they  are  of  the 
judgmcnta  of  tiie  Courts  of  Justice.  This  un- 
written law  in  aome  diitricta  ia  anpceme.*' 

Then  on  the  next  page,  tlie  Oommis- 
flioners  further  say — 

"  The  evidence  shows  that  the  tenant  farmers 
who  join  many  of  these  combinations,  constitute 
themselves  the  sole  judges  of  what  is  an  equit- 
jible  rent.  Landlfnrds  in  many  districts,  no 
mattOT  how  moderate  thdr  rents  may  be,  are 
practically  unable  to  collect  them.  The  tenant  in 
arrear  of  rent  is  sometimes  prohibited  from  sell- 
ing his  holding,  and  if  the  landlord  ejects  him  for 
■non-payment,  no  matter  how  low  the  rent  or 
how  Lurge  the  arrears,  the  land  must  lie  idle  on 
the  owner's  hands,  as  bo  is  neither  allowed,  even 
if  he  haa  the  means,  to  work  it  himself,  the  land 
being  Btrictiy  Boycotted,  nor  dare  anyone  hire 
what  is  known  as  an  evicted  farm,  and  very 
lai^  tracts  are  now  in  coDSequence  waate. 
Ulna  the  recovery  of  rent  is  rendered  difficult, 
and  BometimeB  impossible." 

I  have  preferred  to  quote  from  the  con- 
cluaioae  of  the  GommisBioners  as  show- 
ing in  a  short  form,  what  passed  through 
tiieir  minds  as  the  effect  of  the  eTidmoe 
th^  had  heard.  I  say  that  is  the  con- 
.danon  to  which,  any  impartial  person 
would  arriTe  on  reading  the  whole 
Beport,  paying  equal  attention  to  all 
parts  of  it.  [An  hon.  Membbb:  Was 
Mr.  Eni^e  impartial  ?]  I  am  not  in  the 
habit  of  interrupting  hon.  Members,  and 
I  hope  they  will  permit  me  to  proceed 
.without  interruption.  The  conclusion  to 
which  I  have  arrived  on  reading  the 
whole  Beport  is,  that  a  double  duty  is 
thrown  upon  the  Executive  Government 
of  the  country.  On  the  one  band,  they 
have  to  provide  for  the  temporary 
auppreaeion  of  disorder;  but  on  the 
other,  they  have  the  still  more  arduous, 
ibe  still  more  serious  and  important 
duly,  that  of  attemptaug,  once  more,  un- 
deterred by  previous  faUare,  the  solution 
of  the  great  agrarian  problem,  which  is 
at  the  root,  and  which  ia  the  source,  of 
all  Irish  discontent.  I  will  say,  for  my 
part,  I  will  give  no  vote  to  any  Qovern- 
ment  which  does  not  recognize  this 
second— this  important  duty,  as  fully, 
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as  clearly,  and  as  completely,  and  doee 
not  press  forward  its  prosecution  as 
sincerely  as  it  is  inclined  to  do  the  other 
and  prior  claim  to  its  exertions.  Now, 
Sir,  I  cannot  help  glancing  at  one  infer* 
ence  which  I  am  inclined  to  draw  from 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  my  right 
hoQ.  Friend.  I  gather  from  that,  that 
it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Party,  or 
the  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party,  that 
the  most  urgent  and  pressing  duty  of 
any  Government  is  to  find  a  solution  of 
the  Land  Question.  Well,  I  agree  with 
that.  I  said  so  some  time  ago  at 
Birmingham,  and,  thereupon,  I  was 
peremptorilpr  told  by  the  oigans  of  the 
same  majority,  that  they  would  not  even 
enter  into  a  discussion  on  the  subject 
with  anyone  who  .was  not  at  the  same 
time  prepared  to  assent  to  their  ideas  of 
general  policy  on  the  subject  of  Home 
Bule.  I  am  glad  that  such  a  contro- 
versy is  past,  and  that  now,  at  all 
events,  we  are  agreed  that  the  most 
urgent  duty  of  the  Liberal  Party 'and  of 
this  House  is  to  deal  with  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland.  But,  Sir,  what 
does  the  Government  tell  us  on  thu 
matter  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith)  haa  a  con- 
stitutional distrust  of  Conservative  Qo- 
vemments,  which,  I  admit,  I  think  a 
vei^  proper  feeling  on  his  part,  and  one 
which  I  am  myauf  inclined  to  share. 
But  I  should  like  Ihe  House  to  bear  in 
mind  exactly  what  the  Government  doee 
tell  us,  and  then  to  pnt  their  own  con- 
struction npon  it  I  would  say  this — 
even  for  a  Oonservative  (Jovernment — 
that  I  think  they  have  been  unjustly 
accused  of  vagueness  with  regard  to 
their  agrarian  programme.  How  could 
it  be  expecced  that  a  Government  should 
give  a  first  or  second  reading  expositi<Ht 
of  two  important  Bills  on  the  Land 
Question  on  a  Motion  of  Urgency  with 
regard  to  a  subject  of  a  different  nature  ? 
But  they  have  drawn  aside  the  ourtain 
to  some  extent,  and  they  have  given  us 
indications  of  their  intentions  which  I 
myself  regard  as  promises,  and  in  that 
matter  I  am  more  iogenuons  and  less 
sceptical  than  my  hon.  Friend.  I  find 
that  the  Government  say,  or  I  under- 
etand  them  to  say— and  they  will  oon- 
tradict  me  if  I  am  wrong— that  they  pro- 
pose immediately  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
deal  with  a  matter  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance and  urgency.  I  understand  that 
they  intend  to  deal  with  the  case  of 
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leaseholders,  a  class  which  inolndss  fo 
less  than  160,000  tenants  in  Trelard. 
whose  case,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  a  LIb3ral 
Oovemmest  has  always  refused  to  recog- 
nize. I  am  glad  that  tbe  pressare  of 
circumstanoes  has  brought  home  oonvic- 
tion  to  the  right  hon.  Q  entleman  upposi  te. 
and  I  hare  no  doubt  some  of  the  same 
ciicamBtanoM  will  be  found  bIbo  to  have 
brou^i  oonviotion  home  to  my  right 
bon.  Friends  around  me.  Well,  but  the 
GoTemment  propose  to  do  something 
much  more  important  than  that.  If  thers 
is  one  scandal  worse  than  another  all  tlia 
present  time,  it  is  the  evictions  for  the 
enforcement  of  unjoat  rents.  I  under* 
stand  that  the  Government  propose  to 
deal  witli  these  evictions,  and  to  make 
it  impossible  for  a  landlord  to  evict  a 
tenant  upon  an  unjust  rent.  [^Inttrmp- 
tion,  and  erist  of  **  The  first  time  we  have 
heard  of  it ! "]  An  hon.  Member  says 
it  ia  the  first  time  he  has  heard  of  it. 
There  are  none  »  deaf  as  those  who  will 
not  hear.  I  understand  that  the  Go- 
Temment  propose  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  the  way  I  have  described.  1 
understand  that  they  propose  to  allow 
no  evictions  without  an  appeal  to  a  Gourt 
which  will  have  equitable  iurisdlotioa 
upon  it.  ["No,  no!"]  Let  the  Govern- 
ment contradict  me  if  I  am  wrong.  I 
understand  that  they  propose  there 
should  be  this  equitable  jurisdiction,  and 
that  if  it  is  proposed  to  evict  a  tenant, 
in  a  case  where  me  rent  is  shovn  to  be 
excessive  or  unfair,  or  where  the  arrears 
are  excessive  or  unfair,  the  Ooart  will 
hare  power  to  impose  a  oomposltioa 
upon  the  landlord.  If  I  have  rightly 
described  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  say  that  it  is  absurd— that  there 
is  no  exoose  for  saying  that  any  Bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law 
would  be  a  Bill  to  enable  unjust  land- 
lords to  evict  for  excessive  and  unfair 
rents.  The  rip-ht  hon.  Genlileman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  his  speech 
to-nigh^  saidthatthecrimeinlreland  was 
due  to  the  attempt  to  secure  a  reduct-on 
of  rent.  I  should  not  have  said  that 
myself.  I  should  have  said  that  crime 
in  Ireland  was  dne  to  the  attempt  to 
carry  oat  the  programme  of  the  Oon- 
Tention  of  Chicago,  to  make  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  by  a  British  Fai-iiameot 
impossible.  If  I  am  wrong,  if  it  be  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  says,  then  I  aaj 
that  uiis  Bill  which,  bb  I  understand, 
theGoverameab  latond  to  iotioducsi 
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cut  the  ground  from  under  the  feet  of 
tbe  Opposition,  and  make  it  impossible 
that  crime  should  exist  which  is  due  to 
the  attompt  to  secure  reduction  of  rent 
where  rent  is  excessive.  Bnt  the  Go- 
Ternment  propose  something  further 
than  that — oh,  I  understand  more.  [Mr. 
T.  M.  HsALT  (Lon^ord,  N.):  Bead!] 
I  find  all  that  I  understaJid  in  the  text. 
I  have  found  it  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  I  have  no  other 
au^ority,  and  I  unfortunately  did  not 
hear  his  speech ;  but  I  can  read,  and  I 
have  read  it  again  and  again,  and  I 
understand  from  that  speech  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  a  pledge 
to  the  House  that  this  Bill  will  be  intro- 
duced immediately  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  [Zauffhter.']  I  should  have 
thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
hare  been  glad  of  that  announcement. 
I  know  that,  in  my  experience  of 
agrarian  l^^atiou  lor  Ireland,  our 
difficulty  has  been  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  if  that  difflculiy  is  oreroome 
there  is  very  good  hope  that  no  ^fficnlty 
will  remain  in  this  House.  Sir,  the 
Government  have  pledged  themselves 
to  introduce  this  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  As  soon  as  that  has  been  done, 
we  shall  all  be  aware  of  its  provisions.  I 
hope  that  it  will  bo  pressed  forward 
there.  Ihopeaomethingelse — something 
that  I  hare  not  seen  in  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — I  hope 
that  when  it  comes  down  to  thU  House 
it  will  be  possible  to  press  it  here  to  a 
second  reading  before  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill  leaves  the  House.  But 
the  Government  have  said  something 
more  than  that.  I  really  feel  that  I  am 
working  a  mine  for  the  benefit  of  the 
House.  All  this  solid  gold  appears  to 
have  passed  unseen.  [Zot^A^.]  Oh, 
but  it  is  there !  From  the  same  speech 
I  nndnstand  that  the  Gbvernment  pro- 
pose as  soon  as  the  two  BiUs — the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  and  that 
dealing  with  leaseholders  and  other 
Amendments  of  the  Land  Act — have 
been  passed,  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
what  they  hope  may  be  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  Laud  Question.  They  do 
rot  toll  us  more  about  it  than  this — that 
it  will  be  a  Bill  for  abolishiug  the  dual 
ownership  of  land.    Thereupon  some 

of  my  aceptioal  Friends  

Ma.  W.  KEDMOND  (Fannaiiagh, 
~lp  m  not  yflur  friends  here. 
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ICb.  J.  OHAKBEBLAIN :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  much  too  hasty.  I  assure 
him  I  did  not  allude  to  him ;  but  some 
of  mj  hon.  Fnends  who  are  rather 
sceptical  have  said  with  regard  to  this 
statement,  that  thej  are  convinced  that 
no  Bill  can  be  introduced  for  doing  away 
with  the  dual  ownership  of  land  that  will 
not  put  a  tremendous  risk  upon  the 
British  taxpayer,  and  that  tney  are 
pledged  to  oppose.  Well,  so  am  I.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  if  this  Bill  which  is 
promised  us  oontains  any  undue  or  im- 
proper xisk  to  the  British  taxpayer,  my 
hon.  Friends  will  find  me  in  the  same 
Ijobby  with  them  in  opposition  to  it. 
But  I  do  not  believe  that  that  is  neces- 
sary, and  I  am  confirmed  in  my  opinion 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  who,  in  a  speech  which 
he  made  the  other  night  at  the  house  of 
an  hon.  Member,  said  himself  that  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  although 
hie  proposal,  which  in  the  opinion  of 
some  of  us  proposed  a  risk  to  the  British 
taxpayer,  would  have  been  perfectly 
safe,  yet  he  was  inclined  to  believe  that 
there  was  a  better  and  more  admirable 
way  by  which  that  risk  can  be  avoided. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  find  it,  and 
if  that  be  so,  then  I  hope  my  hon.  Friends 
who  now  hesitate  will  be  prepared  with 
me  to  give  it  their  heartiest  support.  I 
notice  that  my  hon.  Friends  do  not  cheer 
that  statement.  I  am  afraid  th^  are 
not  inclined  to  support  a  OonservatiTe 
Government,  even  in  proposals  which 
are  thoroughly  approved  aa  in  accordance 
with  Liberal  principles,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Liberal  programme  ?  That 
is  what  I  understand  to  be  the  state  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Gh)vemmentas  pre- 
sented to  us  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  discussions 
upon  the  two  first  Bills  to  which  I  have 
referred  occupy  only  areasonable space  of 
time,  in  my  opinion  there  ought  to  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  dealing  with  the 
whole  of  this  great  subject  during  the 
present  Session.  That  is  a  matter  which 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  might 
prevent  the  solution  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. I  am  not  protesting  against 
reasonable  dUoussion.  I  only  say  that 
if  the  discussion  is  lengthened  unreason- 
ably, the  responsibility  will  lie  with 
those  who  take  that  course.  Now,  I  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fife  whether, 
under  theseoiroumstances— if  the  Govern- 


ment accept  the  description  I  have  given 
of  their  policy — he  is  entitled  to  aslc  for 
more  at  this  stage,  even  from  a  Oonser- 
vative  Government  ?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcaatie  in 
introducing  his  Amendment,  based  his 
opposition  upon  the  precedent  which  he 
quoted  as  to  the  action  of  Lord  John 
Bussell  in  1846.   But,  surely,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  spoke  before  the  annoimce- 
ment  of  the  Government  was  made. 
Surely  he  will  admit  that  that  answer 
is  a  complete  aooeptanee  of  the  piindple 
that  Lora  John  Bussell  soudht  to  estab- 
lish.  What  did  Ijord  John  Bussell  pro- 
pose ?   He  proposed  to  refuse  urgency 
to  the  Govemmenl^  unless  they  wonU 
produce,  at  the  same  time,  their  remedial 
legislation.    Bnt  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  introduce  their  remedial 
measures.    I  say  that  it  is  an  unworthy 
quibble  to  deny  that  the  Government  are 
prepared  not  only  to  produce,  but  to 
carry  their  remedial  measure  at  the  same 
time  as  their  measure  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland. 
But  I  confess  that  I  should  prefer  to  rely 
upon  a  later  j^recedent ;  which  does  not 
commit  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
cause he  was  not  at  the  time  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  he  was  even  a  Member  of 
this  House.  Wo  have  heard  a  great  deal 
of  the  precedent  of  1881 ;  but  I  think 
myself  wat  that  of  1882  ia  mnch  more 
applicable  to  our  present  sitaation.  I 
quote  that  precedent,  not  in  support  of 
the  claim  for  urgency,  because  as  to 
that,  as  I  have  already  said,  urgency  for 
Irish  afi'airs  is  conceded  by  all — but  in 
regard  to  the  priority  or  order  of  our 
legislation.     In  1882,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  WilEiam  Har- 
court)  brought  in  hts  Bill  for  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crimes  in  Ireland;  and,  in 
doing  so,  he  said  that  he  founded  it,  not 
upon  the  then  recent  terrible  events — 
the  aisassination  in  Phoenix  Park,  or 
the  murder  of  Mrs.  Smythe,  or  other 
similar  outrages,  though  all  these  were 
in  the  mind  of  the  Government— -hut  on 
the  fact  of  the  existMBce  of  secret  soeietiea 
and  illegal  combinations  in  Ireland.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for       Fife  has  asked 
what  secret  societies  are  now  in  existence 
in  Ireland.   If  he  knew  all  about  those 
societies,  they  would  be  no  longer  secret. 
Anyone  who  is  in  communication  with 
the  Irish  police  will  know  that  a  great 
number  of  secret  aooteties  and  of  iUegcd 
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oombinations  are  still  ia  existenoe.  No 
one  will  deny  that  there  are  unlawful 
oombmations  in  Ireland ;  and,  therefore, 
the  case  now  is  the  same  as  the  case 
upon  which  my  right  hon.  Friends  in  the 
GoTemment  of  whioh  I  was  a  Member 
founded  their  claim  for  the  Bill  for  the 
Frerention  of  Crime.  But  the  parallel 
^068  much  farther  than  that.  At  that 
time  the  serious  grieranoe  in  Irdaod 
was  the  existence  of  lane  aneara  which 
had  not  been  dealt  with  by  the  late 
OoTcnunent.  It  was  admitted  by  the 
Goremmentf  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
tenants  were  threatened  with  eriotion 
from  their  holdings,  and  consequent 
destitution,  unless  an  Arrears  Bill  could 
be  passed.  That  was  admitted ;  and  yet 
the  Government  of  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  Member  brought  in 
the  Prevention  of  Grimes  Bill  first.  They 

Sroduced  the  Arrears  Bill  while  the 
rimes  Bill  was  going  on.  They  did 
not  introduce  it  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
for  the  Te^  ^ood  reason  that  they  had 
not  a  majority  in  that  House.  They 
refused  again  and  again,  in  answer  to 
repeated  demands,  to  proceed  with  it 

Siripattu  with  the  Fferenlion  of  Grimes 
ill,  and  th^  refused  to  interrupt  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  latter,  in  order 
to  pass  the  Arrears  Bill.  I  remember 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
appealing  again  and  again  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  to  limit  the 
discussion  upon  the  Prevention  of 
Crimes  Bill,  on  the  ground  that,  by 
carrying  it  to  great  length,  they  were 
delaying  the  passing  of  the  Arrears  Bill. 
I  say,  therefore,  that  the  circumstances 
of  tiie  case  are  precisely  parallel — only 
the  positions  are  reversed.  Then  we 
asked  the  Par^  oppcraite  to  give  us  an 
opportunity  of  passing  our  measures, 
and  now  they  ask  na  for  a  similar  op- 
portunity. The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Eut  Fife  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newoasue  were 
not  parties  to  the  request  made.  Ko 
one  can  accuse  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  of  inconsistency  in  this 
matter.  But  if  I  and  those  who  voted 
with  me  upon  that  occasion  were  to 
refuse  the  demand  of  right  hon.  Mem* 
bera  opposite,  we  should  be  inconsistent 
In  my  opinion,  we  ought  to  deal  out  to 
others  the  samn  measDre  as  was  dealt  ont 
to  ourMlTQS.   I  have  said  that  my  right 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
is  untrammelled  by  the  proceedings  of 
1883;  but  I  would  like  to  press  upon 
him  to  consider  further  another  portion 
of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
which  deals  with  the  question  of  the 
maintenance  of  order,  and  is  to  be  found 
on  page  18  of  the  Beport.  It  is  aa 
follows :  — 

"That,  vhilfltrecommendingeertainchaDgea 
in  the  lav  which  ciicnnutancei  have  readflred 
nwMHTT  for  the  presant  reliaf  of  the  tmants, 
it  ia  lieht  that  we  should  preu,  in  the  intorests 
of  all  (uasses,  the  maintenaiice  of  l&w  and  order, 
which  hai,  in  several  parts  of  the  country,  been 
g^eroaBlj  outraged.  In  the  absence  of  that 
Becarity,  which  ought  to  be  eojoyed  in  everr 
civilised  conunnnity,  capital  is  dfisoonraged  and 
enterprise  and  indiutoy  dieckod,  and  it  is  im- 
poeaible  that  any  country  can  thrive  or  any 
healiog  measure  be  devised  which  can  add  to  its 
prosperity." 

["Hear,  hear!"]  My  righthon.  Friend 
cheers  the  statement.  I  knew  he  would 
agree.  The  conclusion  I  draw  from  it, 
is  that  no  reform  and  no  remedial 
measures  we  can  propose,  or  this  House 
can  pass,  would  have  a  chance  of  success 
so  long  aa  the  National  League  is 
supreme,  so  long  as  the  unwritten  law 
is  superior  to  the  law  of  the  land.  Just 
again  let  us  see  what  are  the  lessons  of 
experience.  We  tried  conciliation ;  we 
tried  the  absence  of  any  restrictive  or 
exceptional  measures.  When  we  came 
into  OflBlce  in  1880,  we  were  pressed  to 
renew  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  but 
we  thought  it  better  to  rely  on  the 
generosity  and  good  sense  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  those  who  were  leading 
them.  We  refused  to  renew  that  Act. 
What  was  the  consequence  ?  In  a  few 
short  months  the  state  of  Ireland  got  so 
bad  that  the  Government  were  bound  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  inBnitely  more  stringent 
than  the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  and 
to  carry  it  through  and  put  it  into  opera- 
tion. And  when  it  came  to  putting  it 
into  operation,  we  hesitated  and  huted 
— and  I  think  rightly — ^to  put  that  Act 
into  operation  until  we  had  passed  a 
remedial  Act — which  I  now  admit  to  be 
a  failure,  but  which  was  then  heralded 
with  great  hopes,  and  which  was  looked 
upon  by  the  Irish  tenants  as  an  un- 

Earalleled  boon.  It  was  not  until  we 
ad  passed  that  Act — until  we  found  it 
would  be  a  dead  letter,  in  consequeuco 
of  the  action  of  the  advisers  of  the  Irish 
people — that  we  were  forced  to  take 
atTuug4?r  meaauroB,  and  it  would  never 
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have  had  a  fair  cbanoe  if  the  Land 
Lea^e  bad  not  been  prodaimed  and  its 
leaders  put  in  prison.  Tbat  is  history. 
I  am  not  commenting  upon  it;  it  is 
witbin  tbe  knowledge  of  all  those  Mem- 
bers of  tbe  House  who  were  in  the 
House  at  the  time  I  am  speaking  of. 
After  we  bad  put  that  Act  in  force,  no 
doubt  the  Laud  Act  bad  a  fair  trial. 
But  since  then,  two  Land  Purchase 
Acts  have  been  passed.  I  do  not  think 
they  are  good  Acts,  and  I  am  not  sorry 
they  have  failed.  I  obieot  to  them,  not 
because  ikey  an  not  nTonrable  to  the 
Irish  tanant»— for  they  are  more  farour- 
able  to  the  tenant  than  any  legislation 
passed  in  this,  or  any  other  oounfay — but 
they  are  unfarouTMle  to  tbe  Eng^sb 
taxpayer.  They  have  been  failures, 
chiefly  on  account  of  tbe  advice  given 
to  the  tenants,  and  especially  because  of 
the  interference  of  the  National  League. 
They  interposed  between  what  the 
tenants  would  have  wished  to  do  if  they 
had  been  free  men,  and  what  they  have 
actually  done.  And  that  is  proved  by 
tbe  fact  that  in  Ulster,  where  I  believe 
there  is  much  less  readiness  on  the  part 
of  tbe  landlords  to  sell,  the  number  of 
applications  to  purchase  on  tbe  part  of 
the  tenants  has  nearly  equalled  that 
from  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  Ireland. 
I  say,  then,  that  I  do  not  believe  any 
xemediallegtslation  which  tbe  Oovem- 
ment  can  propose  has  a  cbanoe,  unless 
tbe  authority  of  law  and  order  is  at  the 
same  time  restored.  And  I  say,  also, 
that  I  believe  the  Gk>vemment  will  not 
fulfil  its  duty  unless,  while  it  protects 
tbe  tenants,  as  it  is  bound  to  do,  and  as 
I  understand  it  intends  to  do,  it  also 
takes  measures  to  protect  honest  men 
against  the  tyranny  of  those  who  are 
dishonest.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that 
the  opinions  which  I  have  expressed  are 
rather  unpopular  with  tbe  majority  of 
tbe  Liberal  Party.  I  am  content  on 
this  occasion  to  be  in  the  minority.  It 
is  a  very  respectable  minority,  and  at 
one  time  or  another  it  has  included 
every  man  who  sits  on  the  Bench  beside 
me.  I  do  not  blame  them  in  tbe  least, 
if  they  think  that  oiroumstances  have 
arisen  which  justify  them  in  changing 
their  opinions.  I  hope  they  will  not 
blame  me  if  I  choose  to  stiok  to  mine. 
I  have  said  every  man  on  this  Bench — I 
believe  without  exception — — 

Ub.  JOHNHOBLBY:  I  do  not 
admit  it. 

JKr.  J,  Chmlirkm        -  •  ^ 


Hb.  J.OHAMBEBLAtN:  Uy  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
challenges  me.  It  wodld  take  too  long 
— I  shoold  exhaust  tbe  patience  of  tbe 
House — if  I  endeavoured  to  prove  my 
case  in  reference  to  every  one  of  my  Col- 
leagues. However,  I  will  accept  the 
challenge  of  my  right  hon.  Friend;  but, 
before  that.  I  want  to  deal  with  a  still 
more  piomiuent  Member  of  the  Party. 
I  want  to  quote  to  the  House  a  passage 
from  a  speech  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  a  passage  which 
I  take  not  in  the  least  with  the  object 
of  inferring  any  inconaistenciy  on  bit 
part,  but  because  I  believe  it  states  the 

frinciple  upon  which  hitherto  the  libcnl 
'artylias  always  acted,  and  to  which  I, 
at  all  events,  still  give  in  my  alleg^nce. 
Speaking  in  the  debate  on  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crimes  Bill  of  1882,  and  reply- 
ing to  an  appeal  made  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  then  sat  for  Sligo, 
but  who  now  represents  West  BeUkstj 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"I  was  coming  to  the  obaervationa  of  tha 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  to  the  effect  that  we 
ought  to  have  only  one  article  ia  oar  politioal 
creed,  and  that  article  shoold  he  ooocuiation ; 
and  he  went  on  to  q^eak  (rf  that  article  of  oon- 
cilia^<m  KB  rather  one  of  jnstioe.  Str^  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hoc.  Hember;  the  article  of 
justice  BaUsfies  ma  perfecUy;  bat  I  most  re- 
mind the  boD.  Member  that  it  means  jostina  to 
all  and  to  everyone.  Unfortunately,  this  in- 
cludes the  nse  of  force  for  the  ptuu^unent  of 
eril-doen,  and  the  jvaiaa  of  all  no  do  well.  If 
the  hon.  Qantlenuui  asks  me  whether  I  pLue 
my  reliance  chiefly  upon  force,  or  on  what  he 
has  termed  condition,  I  answer  him  that  I 
place  my  reliance  nndoubtadly  upon  the  re- 
moval of  the  causes  of  discontent  infinitely 
more  than  upon  mere  force.  But,  Sir,  this  is 
also  s  necessary  part  of  our  dofy  which  cannot 
be  overlooked.  The  hon.  Gentleman  aayt— and 
here  agtun  I  agree  with  him — we  must  show 
the  people  that  the  law  is  their  protector  and 
helper,  and  trust  to  our  showing  this  to  bring 
them  to  the  side  t>f  law.  I  agree ;  but  then  I 
must  show  that  to  all  sections  of  the  people,  and 
among  these  I  am  bound  not  least  to  show  it  to 
those  who,  during  the  last  autumn  and  winter 
espedally,  have  snffered  most  cruelly  for  not 
only  the  exercite  of  their  legal  rights,  but  for 
the  performance  of  tbdr  I^;al  and  personal 
duties." 

Sir,  I  agree  with  every  word  of  that.  I 
agree  now,  as  I  agreed  then,  with  what 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said,  and  I  rely,  as 
he  did,  chiefly  upon  remedial  legislation 
as  a  cure — as  the  only  cure — for  the  dia- 
oontent  of  Ireland.  Not  the  less  do  I 
hold  it  to  be  tbe  duty  of  any  Govem- 
ment,  as  it  WM  the  duty  of  our  GoTem* 
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meni,  to  ^^rotect  those  who  stand  in  need 
of  protection.  Protect  the  tenants  by  all 
means  agunst  the  rapacify  of  landlords 
and  agamst  the  exaction  of  exooseiTe 
rents ;  bat  protect  also  those  poor  men, 
the  Ourtins,  the  Byers,  and  the  Murphya, 
protect  them  also  against  the  assassioa- 
tion  and  outrage  with  which  they  are 
threatened  by  those  whose  unwritten 
law  is  superior  to  the  law  of  the  land. 
Ky  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  has  challenged  me.  X  have  a 
quotation  from  his  utteranoes  also,  and  I 
am  quite  sure  from  the  cheers — the  some- 
what derisive  cheers — with  which  he 
has  occasionally  gpreeted  me  during  my 
remarks,  that  he  wUl  not  back  one  iota 
from  the  deolarat'ons  .1  am  about  to 
read.  This  was  written  in  November, 
1881  

Hk.  JOHN  HOBLET:  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  this  was  an  article 
actually  written  by  me  ?  I  think  that  is 
only  reasonable. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  quite 
a^ree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
his  demand  is  extremely  reasonable.  I 
should  not  have  quoted  the  passage, 
which  appeared  in  The  Pall  Malt  Gazette, 
and  which  firom  internal  evidence  I 
should  myself  hare  been  inclined  to 
identify  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  it 
had  not  already  appeared  in  a  life  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  which  was 
published  by  Mr,  Steady  who  was  his 
colleague  and  sucoessor  in  the  adminis- 
*  tration  of  The  PaU  Mall  Gautte.  I  will 
read  it,  and  then  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  know  whether  he  will  accent  it. 
What  he  is  reported  to  have  said  is 
this— 

On  the  other  hand,  if  great  aocial  disorder 
has  spread  over  a  country  from  whatever  cause, 
every  Ooveniment,  exactly  because  it  is  a  Oo- 
Temment,  ia  hoaad  to  do  its  utmost  to  restore 
Order  temponuily,  eren  while  it  is  removing 
the  mote  pennanent  oaaaag  which  have  made 
disorder  natural  and  joitifiable." 

[Mr.  John  MoELEf :  Hear,  hear!]  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  I  see,  recognizes  and 
owns  the  passage,  and,  as  I  anticipated, 
he  does  not  go  back  one  jot  irom  his 
utterances  in  1881.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  ia  the  difference  between  the 
ooune  which  he  suggested  to  an  imagi- 
nary GoTomment  in  1881  and  the  coarse 
vhioh  the  present  GNiremmert  is  pur- 
suing ?  My  right  hon.  Frieud  went  on 
to  say — and  I  (»I1  pattioular  attention  to 
these  woxdflM" 
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[  *'  It  would  be  a  singular  confession  of  the  im- 
;  potency  of  Liberaliani  ad  a  practinal  theory  of 
politics,  if  it  were  found  te  forbid  its  professors 
to  deal  effectually  with  outbreaks  of  popular 
violence  and  opposition  to  the  ordinary  work  of 
police." 

I  call  special  attention  to  this  passage, 
because  I  hold  that  if  Liberalism  ever 
becomes  identified  with  lawlessness,  it 
will  lose  its  hold  on  the  popular  feeling. 
Since  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  we 
have  been  living  under  a  system  of  de- 
mocratic government.  I  think  I  read 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce^  said  the 
other  day  that  no  democratic  Govern- 
ment would  impose  coercion  on  a  demo- 
cratic nation.  I  do  not  know  what  he 
meant  by  a  democratic  nation ;  but  if 
he  meant  that  no  demoCTatio  Qovem- 
ment  wonld  nse  force  to  vindicate  the 
law,  then  I  differ  from  him  altogether. 
I  always  have  held  that  a  democratic 
Government  in  this  country,  as  in  other 
countries,  would  be  a  very  strong  Go- 
vernment, because  it  would  rest  on 
public  opinion,  and  would  not  depend 
upon  the  will  and  the  prejudices  of  in- 
dividuals or  of  classes;  and  I  believe 
that  the  masses  in  this  country  have  no 
sympathy  with  anarchy,  no  love  for 
disorder.  They  have  shown  in  other 
countri^,  and  notably  in  the  United 
States,  that  they  can  repress  it  with  a 
sternness  which  autocratic  Governments 
might  envy.  So  I  say^  in  conclu- 
sion, in  the  words  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle,  that 
if  social  disorder  prevails,  Government 
is  bound  to  do  its  utmost  temporarily 
to  restore  the  authority  of  the  law,  and 
if,  at  the  same  time,  it  produces  to  the 
country  and  presses  forward  to  the  ut- 
most of  its  power  its  remedial  legisla- 
tion, I  believe  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  will  support  and  approve  its  ac- 
tion. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Sir,  the  right  hop.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  delivered  a  speech 
founded  on  what  I  may  call  the  minor 
key,  doubtless  owing  to  the  great  secrets 
with  which  he  ie  chaiged.  A  great  re- 
sponsibility seems  to  rest  upon  him  as 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  Tory  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  now 
feel  himself  able  to  indulge,  with  the 
some  freedom,  in  that  rancour  wlnpZi^e 
was  formerly  aooustomod  to  fDAB^B*:  in 
— before  he  became  one  vt  lh«  Wme 
aMMMttw      a  ConaurvaUre  Adfatnls- 
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tration.  He  has  fold  us  of  some  very 
wonderful  secrets.  Everyone  says  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  gold  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Ofaief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
I  have  read  that  speech,  but  I  have 
found  no  gold  in  it  wbaterer ;  and  I 
hare  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain),  and  I 
find  gold  there,  but  with  a  slight  touch 
of  Brummagem  about  it,  because,  having 
the  curiosity  to  turn  to  the  speedi  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  I  find  in  it 
wonderful  things  which  are  amplified 
by  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  w  est  Birmingham  into  the  extra- 
ordinary promises  which  he  has  just 
made.  Here  is  an  extract  taken  from 
The  Timet  newspaper,  and  the  passage 
has  not  been  contradicted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — 

"  The  first  Bill  will  not  alter,  and  does  not 
VjoteaB  to  alter,  profoundly  the  system  estah- 
uahed  in  1881 ;  bat  we  think  it  Trill  make  the 
working  of  that  system  more  smooth,  more 
equitable,  and  more  beneficial  to  all  concerned 
in  Irish  UTionltnre.  The  Bill,  among  other 
things,  will  deal  with  leases,  and  gire  to  the 
tenant  some  e<iuitable  relief  sncli  as  was  given 
to  debtors  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham." 

That  is  to  say,  that  they  will  bring  in  a 
Land  Purchase  Bill.  That  is  the  entire 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. And  how  is  it  tiiat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, who  boasts  that  he  is  not  in 
the  secrets  of  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary, 
can  tell  us  exactly  what  it  is  the  Go- 
vernment are  going  to  produce  ?  We 
have  had  a  promise  to-night  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  speaks  as  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  Government — who  can 
easily  repudiate  what  he  says,  because 
they  are  not  bound  to  know  the  state- 
ments he  has  made  by  a  sort  of  officious 
authority — that  the  Gorernment  are 
going  to  pass  an  Act  which  will  be  in 
character  almost  the  same  as  the  Bill 
proposed  last  year  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell).  The  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Ctontleman  is  not  re- 

{»udiated  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
and,  and  we  do  not  see  the  eloquent 
and  Jore-like  nod  of  tike  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in 
denial— nodding  being  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  most  eloquent  attitude.  We 
have  not  had  tcom.  him  a  single  deuicU 

Mr.T.M.Sea^ 


'.  that  these  were  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
ment.  What  are  they?  In  the  first 
instance,  it  is  proposed  to  pass  into  law 
a  provision  enabling  tenants  to  claim 
equitable  consideration  of  the  Court 
when  in  arrear ;  and,  secondly,  tiiat  if  the 
Court  considers  the  rent  to  be  too  high, 
they  shall  not  be  evicted.  If  you  pro- 
pose to  enable  men's  rents  to  be  reduced 
when  the  only  remedy  for  the  non-pay* 
ment  of  rent  is  eviction — if  you  propose 
to  enable  the  Judge  to  say — "  Tha  rent 
shall  not  be  paid ;  I  will  give  you  equit- 
able relief;"  what  is  that  but  to  enn>rce 
by  a  side  wind  the  Act  of  18B1  ?  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Inland  that  question,  who 
interrupted  wiUi  so  mnoh  fervour  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  used  this  to  allure 
his  Badical  Unionist  Friends  across  the 
desert  of  Coercion,  stating,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  relied  on  the  precedent  of 
the  Act  of  1882,  and  not  on  the  Act  of 

1881.  I  will  take  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  his  word,  and  I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen above  the  Gangway  to  press  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  adhesion  to 
the  Act  of  1882.  His  speech  to-night 
was  a  very  wary  and  technical  one. 
What  was  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 

1882,  and  what  is  the  pinoiple  of  the 
Government  to-day?  The  oomplidnt 
is  that  we  refuse  them  the  whole 
time  of  the  House.  Yes;  bscaose  we 
do  not  know  what  the  proposals  of  the 
Gwemmeot  are.  Let  it  be  remembered 
that  the  Government  ask  for  the  time  of 
the  House  before  anyone  knows  what  is 
the  nature  of  their  proposals.  We  know 
that,  by  the  aid  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tho  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartin  g- 
ton),  and  others,  they  intend  to  pass  a 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland;  but  we  do  not 
know  that  they  have  it  in  their  power 
to  pass  either  here  or  in  the  House  of 
Lords  any  remedial  legislation.  What 
was  the  position  in  1882?  Everyone 
knows  the  dreadful  and  terrible  event 
which  gave  snch  a  momentum  to  the 
Government  to  pass  the  Crimea  Act  of 
that  year— the  unhappy  murder  of  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  and  Mr.  Burke,  in 
the  Fhcenix  Park,  on  the  6th  of  May. 
Well,  on  the  11th  of  May  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
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(Sir  William  Harooiirt)  brought  in  his 
Grimes  Bill.  No  time  of  the  House 
was  asked  for  before  that  Bill  was  in- 
troduced. The  Arrears  Bill  was  then 
introduced,  aud  the  Crimes  Bill  hav- 
ing been  read  the  first  time  on 
Thursday,  the  Arrears  Bill  was  read 
the  first  time  on  the  following  Uonday. 
And  when  did  the  Qovemment  ask  for 
the  full  time  of  the  House  and  urgency 
for  their  Bill  ?  Let  it  be  remembered 
that  on  the  Hth  and  Idth  of  May  the 
House  had  before  them  the  full  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  coercive  and 
Temedial.  It  was  not  until  both  Bills 
had  been  read  a  seoond  time,  and  re- 
ceived the  approral  of  the  House,  that 
the  foil  time  of  the  Hoase  was  aaked 
for  by  the  GoTemment,  and  they  did 
not  do  that  until  the  23i^  of  May ;  nor 
did  they  ask  then,  as  they  are  asking 
now,  that  the  House  should  discuss 
coercion  alone.  On  the  23rd  of  May 
the  Government  moved  that  urgency 
should  be  accorded  to  the  remaining 
stages  of  the  Orimes  Bill  and  the  Arrears 
Bill.  This  was  a  totally  different  state  of 
things  &om  that  relied  upon  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  ^^st 
Birmingham ;  so  that  when  the  Unionist 
Par^  was  asked  by  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman to  give  their  adhesion  to  these 
G^vemment  proposals  on  the  strength 
of  the  precedent  of  1882,  the  state  of 
facts  belonging  to  1882  was  carefully 
concealed  nom  them.  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  was 
extremely  adroi^  and,  for  him,  of  an 
extremely  moderate  character.  His 
position  was  this — you  must  restore  law 
and  order  before  you  attempt  anything 
like  remedial  legidation ;  and  one  of  his 

Si^at  arguments  in  favour  of  giving  the 
oremment  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
was  that  the  great  secret  societies  of  the 
last  few  years  are  still  in  active  exist- 
ence. If  all  the  great  secret  societies 
are  still  in  existence,  it  is  a  very  poor 
tribute  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  CK>er- 
oion  Acts  which  have  been  passed  for 
Indand.  If  it  be  true  that,  in  spite  of 
ike  87  Coercion  Acts  passed  in  this 
ooontiy,  and  in  spita  of  the  stringent 
measnre  passed  when  Lord  Spencer  was 
in  Ireland  in  1882,  all  the  great  secret 
soaieties  are  still  in  existence,  I  ask 
what  hope  have  you  that,  by  passing 
another  Coercion  Act,  you  can  put  down 
crime  and  agitation  and  secret  societies 
in  Izoland  in  tiie  f  utuze  7  We  have  had 
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put  into  tho  mouth  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham the  exact  intentions  of  the 
Government ;  and  all  the  speeches  that 
have  come  from  the  Government  side  of 
the  House  to-night  have  dealt  with 
crime  and  disorder  in  Ireland  as  the 
reason  for  granting  the  demand  of  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said — "You  cannot  have  peace  in 
Ireland  so  long  as  the  National  League 
maintains  uncontrolled  sway  in  Uiat 
country."  So  now  you  have  it  for 
the  first  time,  on  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this 
Bill  is  practically  aimed  at  the  Na- 
tional League.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  smipreasion  of  the  National 
League.  I  would  have  been  delighted 
last  autumn  if  the  Government  had  sup* 
pressed  it  then.  I  would  be  delighted 
if  the  first  thing  done,  if  this  BiU  be- 
comes law,  were  the  suppression  of  the 
National  League.  Its  suppression  will 
relieve  us  of  a  great  deal  of  responsi- 
bility. We  have  oeen  obliged  to  strain 
©very  nerve,  and  make  every  efibrt  to 
keep  that  extraordinary  organization 
within  the  strictest  limits  of  legality ; 
and,  although  United  Ireland  has  for 
months  published  in  the  fullest  manner 
every  resolution  of  the  National  League, 
touching  the  most  vital  matter  of  the 
lives  of  the  peasantry — although  those 
resolutions  have  been  published  week 
after  week,  not  one  of  them  has  been 
challenged  on  the  ground  of  illegality. 
Suppress  the  National  League,  and  we 
shall  no  lon^  be  responnble  for  what 
is  going  on  in  Ireland ;  and  we  shall  be 
no  lon^r  able  to  keep  the  people  them- 
selves in  check.  I  was  really  disap- 
pointed  and  regretful  that  the  first  step 
of  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  not  the  suppression  of  that  body ; 
and,  therefore,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham makes  his  attack  on  the  Na- 
tional League,  and  says  that  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  is  intended  to  deal  with  that 
organization,  I  say  that  I  rejoice  to  hear 
it.  I  say  that  I  rejoico  that  we  are  to 
be  relieved  of  tiie  responsibility  of  con- 
ducting the  agrarian  movement  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  let  me  tell  the  Government 
that  these  people  will  conduct  it  for 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  like  the  National  League  now, 
as  its  speaks  through  its  open  and  pub- 
lished resolutions,  but  he  will  like  it  still 
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less  when,  after  its  supprossion,  it  speaks 
in  a  very  different  tone,  and  when  tbe 
uncontrolled,  and  perhaps  uncontrollable 
peasants  of  Ireland,  suffering  under  the 
smart  of  e  notion,  oome  face  to  face  with 
the  calamities  in  which  they  belierethat 
this  Bill  will  involve  them.  I  say  it  is 
lamentable  that  this  House  should  be 
legislating  for  a  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land of  which  those  who  instigate  this 
lenslation  are  themselves  in  a  atate  of 
unhappy  and  deplorable  ignorance. 
Suppress  the  Kational  League,  and  vbo 
win  De  more  delighted  than  hon.  Ifem- 
bers  on  my  right  and  left?  Then,  Sir, 
yoii  will,  for  the  first  time,  be  dealing, 
not  with  politicians,  but  with  a  very 
different  class  of  persons,  and  those 
secret  organizations  which  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham tells  us  are  sdll  in  force,  not- 
withstanding Lord  Spencer's  Act,  not- 
withstanding the  Crimes  Act  and  the 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
will  be  augmented  in  a  way  of  which  he 
has  very  little  conception.  Tbe  right 
hon.  G^tiemon  does  not  know  where  he 
is  going;  our  words  aud  advice  were 
unheard  and  unheeded  in  1881  aDdl882, 
and  they  will  be  so  to-day.  Why  were 
the  secret  organizatioiu  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  are  still  in  exis- 
tence not  suppreued  ?  Because  yon  did 
not  deal  with  the  roots  of  the  dieorder ; 
th^  will  continue  to  spread,  and  our 
unfortunate  countiymen  will  be  preju- 
diced by  these  miserable  crimes,  but 
they  will  be  prejudiced  when  we  are  do 
longer  responsible  for  Order  in  Ireland, 
and  when  the  responsibility  of  all  the 
blood  spilt  will  rest  on  the  head  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  his  Col- 
leagues. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
dwelt  upon  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Eoyal  Commission,  and  be  mentioned 
that  Commission  as  if  it  were  a  body 
that  had  our  fullest  confidence.  He  did 
not  eren  mention  the  name  of  Mr. 
Knipe;  but  he  left  ua  to  nuderstand 
that  tiie  Commission  repcnrted  unani- 
mously. Before  1 1^  to  the  character  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  let  me  say  that  in 
my  opinion,  no  more  disgracefiU  attempt 
to  debauch  public  opinion  was  ever  made 
than  by  the  amtointment  of  that  Com- 
mission. It  did  not  possess  one  element 
of  authority,  so  far  as  its  Members  went. 
It  was  presided  over  by  Lord  Cowper, 
who  was  aaaooiated  with  Mr.  Fontn  in 
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signing  warrants  for  the  arrest  of  sus- 
pects; there  was  Lord  Milltown,  one  of 
the  most  malevolent  and  persistent  rack- 
renters  in  Ireland,  who  spends  his  time 
in  the  House  of  Lords  drafting  Amend- 
ments to  all  the  beneficial  measures  sent 
up  from  this  House  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land ;  there  were  Mr.  Neligan,  a  land- 
lord of  the  worst  type;  Sir  James 
Caird,  a  Scotch  gentleman  of  consider- 
able authority — perhaps  the  most  re- 
spectable element  of  the  Commis- 
sion— bendes  a  Brotestant  and  Idberal 
TJniottist,  who  opposed  the  return  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Dickson  when  he  stood  for  Mid 
Armagh.  So  that  we  had  not  a  mngle 
friend  on  that  Commission.  Of  wit- 
nesses summoned,  there  was  not  one  out 
of  20  on  the  popular  side;  and  if  yon 
read  the  evidence,  you  wLU  see  tiiat 
every  one  of  the  questions  addressed  to 
the  witnesses  was  that  of  a  packed  tri- 
bunal. The  evidence  taken  is  confined 
to  that  of  magistrates,  policemen,  and 
land-grabbers,  whose  nameti  are  not 
given,  and  men  connected  with  the  land- 
lord system  in  Ireland — ^land  agents  and 
landlords.  And  it  is  upon  the  evidence 
taken  by  that  Commission,  upon  the 
verdict  of  that  packed  jnipr,  which  is 
given  in  favour  of  the  Luh  tenants, 
that  the  Government  are  proceeding.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  relies  on  the  Re- 
port of  the  Cowper  Commiswon,  and  tbe 
evidence  taken  before  that  Commission, 
he  should  be  the  first  to  insist  on  the 
Beport  being  carried  out  in  its  entirety; 
and  the  first  thing  he  ought  to  do  is  to 
insist  on  the  reduction  of  the  term  of 
judicial  runts  from  15  years  to  five  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  says  he  will  not 
have  that ;  but  I  wonder  if  he  remem- 
bers what  he  said  on  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  ?  In  thatyear  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  said  that  15  years  was  too  long ; 
but  it  is  not  too  long  now.  On  the  2(Hh 
June,  as  will  be  seen  by  JLaum^  •nil. 
252,  p.  190,  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  favour  of  restricting  the 
term  to  10  years;  bnt  now,  even  upon 
the  recommendation  of  his  own  Commis- 
sion, he  will  not  assent  to  the  reduction 
of  the  term  to  five  years.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  is  not  in  favour  of 
the  reduction  of  the  term,  because  the 
real  remedy  lies  in  a  system  of  peasant 
proprietorship.  But  what  did  he  say 
about  tiiat  in  1881  ?  Aoooiding  to  Am* 
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tard,  page  1611,  be  said,  with  regard  to 

Seasant  proprietors,  that,  although  ho 
Ottbted  the  economio  advanti^es  of  the 
Bystem,  he  believed  it  woald  be  politi- 
cally adTantogeoaSj  on  the  principle  that 
if  legislation  was  to  be  earned  on  tmder 
mob  dictation  in  the  interests  of  jnstioe, 
it  was  well,  in  the  interests  of  the  nation, 
to  have  a  mob  on  both  sides.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
in  1881 ;  and  now  he  tells  us  that  the 
Bill  of  tho  GoTemment  is  not  u  Bill 
in  favour  of  the  landlords,  but  one 
for  restoring  law  and  order  iu  Ire- 
land. Sir  Bedvera  Buller  says  there  is 
-very  little  law  in  Ireland,  and  that  what 
there  is  is  on  the  side  of  the  rich.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
if  he  is  prepared,  under  this  Bill,  to  re- 
pay the  money  to  the  Irish  tenants  of 
which  they  have  been  robbed  for  many 
yean  past  according  to  the  derarions  <n 
the  l^al  tribunals.  Two  of  the  chief 
supporters  of  the  Bill  are  Gentlemen  who 
waited  on  Lord  Salisbury  the  other 
day ;  and  it  is  to  their  intervention 
that  we  are  told  a  ereat  deal  of  the 
stringency  of  the  Bill  is  owing.  The 
names  of  these  gentlemen  appear  in  the 
Betnm  of  rents  jadicially  reduced.  I 
find  on  the  estate  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Winchester  (Mr.  Tottenham)  that 
three  or  four  months  ago  there  were  the 
following  reductions  of  rent : — From  £8 
to  £3  15«.;  £7  8«.  to  £3  15«.;  £6  12«. 
to  £3 ;  £17  17«.  to  £6  10*. ;  £47  10«.  to 
£20.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
introduce  into  this  BUI  a  provision  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wmchester  shall 
give  back  to  his  nnfinrtnnato  tenants  the 
mouOT  of  which  he  has  been  robbing 
them?  Will  he  have  the  same  regard 
for  the  Macintyres,  the  Booneys,  and 
others,  as  he  has  for  the  Mnrphys,  the 
Byerses,  and  the  Onrtins  ?  Again,  one 
of  the  advisers  of  the  Government  whose 
name  appears  in  the  Return  is  a  gentle- 
man named  King-Harman,  with  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  will  go  into  the 
Ix>bbT  to-morrow  evening.  Woeful 
tears  have  been  wept  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  over  the  fate  of  Byers,  Our- 
tin,  and  Murphy,  and  no  one  condemns 
the  atrocious  crimes  perpetrated  in  their 
case  more  than  I  do,  but  let  me  toll  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  that  these  were 
onmes  committod  by  ignorant  peasants 
Invo  nerer  had  uw  advantage  of 
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listening  to  the  speeches  delivered  in 
this  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  they  are  men  who  have  not  had 
a  liberal  education  such  as  has  been 
enjoyed  by  the  two  Gentiemen  I  have 
named.  I  know  not  whence  these  pea- 
sants got  their  education;  they  may 
have  read  something  in  The  Timet  in 
praise  of  men  like  Stepniak,  Gallenga, 
and  Mazzini,  and  they  may  have  read 
that  the  liberty  of  nations  is  to  be 
worked  oat  with  knives  and  hatchets. 
But  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  will  shed  tears  over  the  fate  of  the 
men  who  have  been  robbed  by  these 
educated  dragoons  for  generations. 
Here  is  anotiier  list  of  reductions 
that  have  been  made :  —  Old  rent, 
£13,  judicial  rent,  £7  Be. ;  old  rent, 
£7  10«.,  judicial  rent,  £4  4«.;  old 
rent,  £18  9«.,  judicial  rent,  £10;  old 
rent,  £30,  judicaal  rent.  £16.  10«. ;  old 
rent,  £9  9«.  4(7.,  judicial  rent,  £4  10«. ; 
old  rent.  £12  10«.  8(f.,  judicial  renl 
£6;  old  rent,  £12  6«.  8(2.,  judicial 
rent,  £6  be.;  old  rent,  £13  14<.,  judi- 
cial rent,  £6 ;  old  rent,  £30,  judicial 
rent,  £16  lOi. ;  and  so  on  ad  infinitum. 
Well,  Sir,  I  hope  that  the  first  use 
these  Pat  Fords  and  others  make  of 
the  reduction  of  their  rents  will  not  be 
to  send  a  contribution  to  the  dynamite 
fund.  The  men  on  whose  estates  these 
reductions  hare  been  made  are  the  com- 
panions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham ;  these 
are  the  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  will 
co-operato  in  the  Lobby  in  promoting  a 
Bill  for  the  coercion  of  men  who,  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller  declares,  have  no  law 
on  their  side,  while  he  says,  at  the 
same  time,  that  such  law  as  there  is 
is  altogether  on  the  side  of  the  rich. 
This  (^mmisrion  has  made  proposals 
which  are  to  be  acted  upon.  It  has 
made  proposals  against  Boycotting  and 
intimidation ;  but  its  proposals  on  that 
point  are  not  unanimous,  because  the 
only  Member  who  can  profess  to  haVe 
anything  like  a  popular  character,  Mr. 
Enipe,  entirely  dissents  from  the  Beport. 
Mr.  Knipe  is  not  a  Nationalist ;  he  is 
an  TTlstor  man,  he  is  a  Presbyterian,  he 
is  a  Unionist,  he  is  a  disciple  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Membwfor 
West  Birmingham.  But  Mr.  Knipe  is 
an  Irishman.  Mr.  Knipe  knows  his 
country  just  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
knows  his.  We  do  not,  however,  j^mit, 
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Hoi  tke  right  hon.  GenUeman  knows 
own.  Mr.  Knipe  declares  that  any  Ooer- 
cion  Bills  you  may  pass  must  {ail ;  and 
he  dissents  from  tho  Beport  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Oommission.    He  dissents 
altogether  from  the  proposals  which 
hare  been  made  for  enforcing  coercive 
legislation.   Now,  on  what  leg  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  stand  ?   If  be  is  in 
favour  of  the  Oowper  Beport,  he  must 
be  in  favour  of  it  in  its  entirety.  liord 
Milltown,  a  Tory  Peer,  is  the  only  dis- 
sentient to  the  proposal  with  regard  to 
the  official  term.  I  ask  right  hon.  Gentle* 
men  what  is  the  use  ox  appointing  a 
Bc^al  Oommission  if  you  will  not  act 
upon  its  recommendations  ?  Last  August, 
you  refused  to  pass  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oork ;  but, 
in  the  words  of  the  noble  loM  the 
Member  for  SouUi  Faddington  (Imd 
Bandolph  OhurohiU),  after  immense  con- 
sideration, you  determined  to  appoint  a 
Boyal  CommiBsion.   What  is  the  good 
of  piling  up  evidence  and  getting  up 
Blue  Books,  if  you  will  not  act  upon 
what  the  Oommission  recommends  ?  It 
would  appear  that  all  you  desire  is  to 
find  employment  for  printers  and  short- 
hand writers.    It  is  absurd  for  the 
Government  to  appoint  a  Oommission 
in  August  and  when  it  reports  in  the 
February  following,  to  refuse  to  carry 
out  what  it  proposes.   I  venture  to  say 
that  the  refusal  of  the  Government  to 
put  in  force  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Oommission  had  much  more  to  do 
with  the  resignation  of  the  late  Irish 
Chief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  than  his  eyes,  which  I  hope  are 
better.   That  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  a  conmderaue  experience  of  Lreland, 
he  knows  the  necessities  of  the  country, 
he  found  it  necessary  to  delay  the 
making  of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.    The  Beport  was  delayed. 
It  was  decided  in  the  newspapers  that 
Lord  Oowper  had  several  interviews  of  a 
long  and  important  character  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  When  the  Com- 
missioners made  their  Beport,  it  was 
found  that  in  the  Cabinet  there  was  not 
unanimity  with  respect  to  the  proposals 
the  Commissioners  made.  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  that  should  be  the  case. 
There  are  some  Gentlemen  in  the  Cabi- 
net and  in  the  Government  who  have 
been  already  hard  hit  by  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.  Qjiere  is  the  Abezoom  family, 


for  instance,  and  I  certainly  am  not  sur- 
prised that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  ahoold 
refuse  to  give  his  consent  to  any  maor 
sure  which  would  involve  a  farther  dice 
o£F  the  rents  of  the  Abercom  property. 
Well.  Sir,  that  being  so,  unanimity  was 
found  impossible  in  the  Cabinet,  and 
therefore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  resigned.  Now,  what 
is  the  remedy  the  Government  suggest. 
They  discover,  for  the  first  time,  that  a 
great  want  of  Ireland  is  agrarian  legis- 
lation. The  Irish  people  have  been 
otying  in  the  wildomess  on  this  subject 
for  years  and  ^ears.  Ever  since  the 
Devon  Oommission  wd  have  been  telling 
you  this,  and  it  appears  that  now,  for 
the  first  time,  we  have  succeeded  in 
awakening  your  conscience.  As  I  under^ 
stand  him,  the  right  hon.  OwtLeman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  does  not 
believe  the  Ghivemment  can  pasa  their 
coercive  legislation,  but  he  will  support 
them  in  producing  it. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  In  the  pre- 
liminary step. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  expressed  no  hope  whatever 
that  they  would  be  able  to  pass  their 
coercion.  I  will  tell  him  why  they  will 
not.  I  think  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  "in  producing  it,"  and 
not  "  in  passing  it."  iHr.  J.  Ohakber- 
laih:  No.]  I  may  be  mistaken,  and, 
of  course,  I  accept  his  correction. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  appeals  to  me,  perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  pnt  him  right  at 
once.  What  I  said  was  that  I  noped 
and  believed  that  if  the  diBcosnon  ci 
these  two  Bills  were  confined  within 
reasonable  limits,  the  whole  of  the  sub* 
jeot,  including  the  Purchase  Bill,  would 
be  successfully  dealt  with  during  the 
present  Session. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  this  Session 
succeeds  in  settling  the  Irish  Question, 
it  certainly  will  be  a  memorable  year. 
Well,  Sir,  let  me  point  out  why  I  have 
some  philosophic  doubts  as  to  ue  poeu- 
bility  of  the  Irish  Question,  or  oe  even 
the  Irish  Purchase  Question,  being  suc- 
cessfully settled  in  the  present  Session. 
In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham is  reported,  in  all  the  newspapers, 
to  have  had  frequent  breakfasts,  dinners, 
and  teas  with  the  Irish  Chief  Seoretazy, 
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and  to  be  bimaelf  the  parent  of  the 
measure.  He  allows  it  to  be  stated, 
vhether  tmly  or  untruly,  that  the  mea- 
sure is  one  for  which  he  is  largely  re- 
sponsible ;  that  the  scheme  is,  in  fact,  his 
notion.  He  has  to-night  told  us  some 
farther  particulars;  because  he  says  it 
must  be  a  scheme  that  will  not  involre 
the  Imperial  credit.  I  should  like  very 
much  to  see  the  Irish  landlords  compelled 
to  sell  their  lands  to  the  tenants  on  any 
Bsourity  that  will  not  pledge  the  Imperial 
credit.  I  will  give  them  my  own  note  of 
hand»  if  they  like  to  take  it,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  entire  Party  of  86  Irish 
Kationalista  will  back  the  Bill.  But  I 
would  like  to  know  how  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  proposes  to  oomrwl  astute 
Gentlemen  sueh  as  the  Member  of  the 
Aberoom  fanuly,  and  the  Finanoiid 
Secretary  to  the  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodrick),  who  spoke  yesterday,  the  son 
of  an  Irish  Peer,  to  part  with  their 
estates  upon  any  other  terms  than  those 
involring  the  Imperial  credit;  because 
it  must  be  remembered  that  you  cannot, 
or,  I  suppose,  you  will  not,  force  the 
Irish  landlords  to  sell  their  property.  I 
imagine  that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Oolonel  Saunderson)  were 
forced  to  sell  his  valuable  property  on 
opea  security,  he  would  call  out  his 
leaerreB  iu  the  Orange  brijg;ade,  having 
threatened  civil  war,  as  I  understand 
on  much  slenderer  grounds.  I  imagine 
it  will  require  a  very  stringent  Ooeroion 
Bill  to  induce  the  hon.  and  mllanfe  Oen- 
tleman to  sell  his  estates  in  Uavaa  upon 
the  security,  say,  of  the  Oavan  Board 
of  Guardians — [Oolonel  Sattndebson 
nodded  assent.] — the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  bears  me  out  in  that — or  even 
of  the  Oavan  Grand  Jury.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  does  not  dissent  to  the 
security  of  the  Oavan  Grand  Juir.  He 
appears  to  have  rather  more  faith  in 
them;  but  I  should  like  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  say  whether  he 
will  take  the  security  of  the  rates  on  the 
faith  of  the  Oavan  Grand  Jnry,  for  upon 
neither  of  the  local  bodies  in  existence 
will  the  h<m.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Nori£  Armagh  accept  se- 
curity. Well,  Sir,  what  other  local  in- 
stituUon  have  we  in  Irdand,  except  it 
be  the  poor-house.  There  are  the  police 
and  the  lunatic  asylums,  and  certainly. 
Sir,  as  yet,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man has  never  attempted  to  qualify  for 


ih  Bouse.  1430 

membership  of  the  latter  institution.  Is 
it  not  preposterous  for  the  Goverament 
to  invite  this  House  to  pass  a  Ooercion 
Bill  which  they  know  will  pass  current 
in  this  House,  and  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
on  the  faith  of  some  paulo  poit  futurum 
measure,  which  will  be  knifed  in  this 
House,  and  which  will  have  no  chance 
of  passing  the  golden  gates  of  "  another 
place  ?"  No  people  have  a  greater 
appreciation  of  the  value  of  pounds, 
shulings,  and  pence  than  the  Gentlemen 
in  ermine  across  the  Lobby.  No  local 
guarantees  wiU  do  for  them.  They 
want  the  chink  of  the  current  coin ;  and, 
that  bein^  ao,  I  invite  hon.  GonUemen 
of  the  Umonist  perauasion,  who  believe 
in  the  possibility  of  remedial  legis- 
lation for  Ireland,  to  remember  that  the 
passing  of  tiiis  measure  is  inevitable, 
but  that  the  passing  of  any  remeditd 
legislation  is  of  a  moat  hazy  and 
doubtful  character.  One  is  current  ooio, 
and  the  other  is  composed  of  Brum- 
magem metal.  I,  therefore,  think  that 
the  least  we  can  ask  of  the  Government 
under  circumstances  such  as  these  is, 
that  they  should  show  us  exactly  what 
is  iu  their  Budget  before  they  ask  us  to 
buy  a  pig  iu  a  poke.  We  are  asked  to 
give  them  the  whole  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  not  for  the  twin  proposals  of 
remedy  and  restriction  or  coercion,  but 
for  coercion  alone.  Is  it  to  be  wondered 
at  that  we,  who  are  not  favoured  with 
invitations  to  dinners  from  the  Irish 
Ohief  Secretary,  should  demur  to  giving 
the  Government  the  time  they  ask  until 
we  know  exactly  what  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  are  ?  The  Government 
of  1882,  as  I  have  pointed  out  over  and 
over  again,  passed  the  second  readings 
of  both  their  measures — their  measures 
for  ooeroion  and  for  remedy — ^before 
asking  for  the  time  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  has  appealed  to  that 
precedent,  and  so  do  we.  We  are  pre- 
pared to  abide  by  it.  It  is  absurd  to 
attempt  to  entrap  ns,  and  get  us  into 
Ohancery  by  the  promise  that,  when  the 
oonrcive  proposnls  of  the  Government 
are  passed,  tne  House  will  be  asked  to 
proceed  with  remedial  legislation.  Now 
that  precedents  have  been;  cited,  why  ia 
it  that  the  Government  do  not  choose  to 
follow  them?  We  are  told,  when  we 
ask  for  particulars  of  the  crimes  that  are 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  in  Ire- 
Ian^  that  it  U  not  the  volume  of  the 
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oiime,  it  is  not  fhe  number  of  crimes, 
but  it  is  tbe  character  of  the  crime  that 
requires  the  passing  of  this  legislation. 
If  the  Government  had  crimes  of  number 
or  of  magnitude  we  should  have  heard 
about  them.  The  greatest  crime  in  their 
Ohamber  of  Horrors  is  the  Curtin 
murder,  committed  in  1885,  nearly  two 
years  ago,  during  the  rigime  of  Lonl 
Oamarvon.  How  can  that  crime  do 
serrice,  or  be  a  momentum  for  the  pass- 
ing of  a  Coercion  Bill  in  1887?  Give 
UB  something  new.  Let  us  hare  some 
facts  that  are  connected  with  the  present 
«tate  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  The  ijght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  in  one  of  his  dramatic 
flourishes,  quoted  the  case — a  deplorable 
case,  it  is  true— of  some  girl  who  was 
tarred  and  feathered— no,  f  bes  pardon, 
whose  hair  was  out  off  and  her  head 
tarred.  I  heard  of  tiie  outrage  with 
horror  and  abomination,  and  I  belieTe 
-that  if  the  ntffiuis  ooold  be  caught,  no 
punishment  that  could  be  inflicted  upon 
mem  would  be  too  great.  But,  having 
attended  the  Assizes  all  over  Ireland,  I 
have  oome  to  be  sceptical  upon  the 
subject  of  these  outrages.  Ify  experi- 
ence is  that,  whenever  these  crimes  are 
brought  to  the  test  of  examination  and 
inquiry,  they  shrink  to  veir  small  pro- 
portions indeed.  Judging  from  my  ex- 
perience in  watching  the  trial  of  criminals 
in  Ireland,  short  as  it  has  been,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  if  the  facts  con- 
nected with  this  ease  could  be  investi- 
gated, not  by  some  penny-a-liner  of  The 
Timef,  who  visits  the  district  in  the  com- 
pany of  the  Besident  Magistrate,  but  by 
someone  who  eameedy  desired  to  arrive 
at  the  truth,  we  should  find  a  very  dif- 
ferent state  of  facts  indeed.  Bemember 
this,  Moonlighters  do  not  go  about  with 
pots  of  tar.  Do  not  suppose  for  one 
moment  that  in  the  wilds  of  Kerry  there 
is  tar  at  hand  with  which  people  can 
commit  crimes  of  this  kind.  I  doubt 
extremely  whether  what  is  alleged  to 
have  taken  place  did  take  place,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  this  outrage  is  al- 
together a-pieoe  with  that  other  outrage 
in  which  it  was  stated  a  girl  was  not 
tarred,  but  criminally  outraged,  and  in 

which  

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  referring 
to  me  as  havinj^  ^vea  a  description  of 
the  ontrupB,  I  wish  to  say  it  is  perfectly 
true.  I  md  give  a  deeonptioa  of  it.  I 


took  that  description  from  an  address 
of  a  priest  at  the  altar,  who  denounced 
the  outrage  and  described  the  dronm- 
stances. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALT:  Who  won  it? 
Was  it  Canon  Griffin? 
Mb.  J.  GHAMBHBIiAIN :  A  priest 
Ms.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Waa  it  Oanon 

GWffin? 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  will 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  name  subsequently.  I  was  not 
aware  he  would  a^  for  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  If  it  was  Canon 
Griffin,  of  Millstreet,  I  can  only  say  I 
would  aft  soon  believe  him  as  Dr.  Fatton, 
of  Tks  DaUf/  Expre$a.  And  it  is  a  sad 
thing  to  say,  but  it  is  undoubtedly  the 
fact,  that  much  of  the  crime  that  has 
arisen  in  Kerry  and  in  the  district  of 
West  Cork  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bishop  of  Kerry  has  entirely  lost  the 
political  confidence  of  his  people,  and 
that  Canon  Griffin  has  set  mnueU  with 
the  bitterest  hoetility  against  the  popu- 
lar mo  rement.  But  let  me  give  another 
reason  that  may  account  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  some  of  the  savagery 
that  exists  in  that  district  of  the  coun- 
try. Under  the  rigim»  of  the  late  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster — the  ^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
was  one  of  his  Colleagues — there  was  a 
cruel  murder  committed  in  Knocknagee ; 
a  young  man  named  Patrick  Leary  was 
shot  at  his  own  door,  and  Canon  Griffin 
prevented  him  from  receiving  the  last 
decenOT  of  Catholic  burial,  under  the 
plea  uiat  he  was  a  Moonlighter.  I 
heard  it  admitted  by  the  informer 
O'Oonnell — who  was  an  t^mt  provoeth 
tew  of  Mr.  Forster- on  the  witness 
table  at  Cork,  that  he  had  shot  this 
young  man  out  of  pure  sport.  O'Connell 
was  then  in  Government  pay,  and  was 
the  Captain  Moonlight  of  the  district. 
Leary  was  the  son  of  the  President  of 
the  Knocknagee  National  League,  and 
O'Connell,  who  was  in  the  pay  of  the 
Gbvemment,  was  examined  at  tiie  trial, 
and  admitted  the  murder.  On  his  evi- 
dence no  less  than  70  of  the  young  men 
of  that  district — which  is  at  this  moment 
giving  ^ou  the  greatest  trouble  in  Ire* 
land,  giving  you  such  trouble,  in  fact, 
that  you  have  been  obliged  to  send  a 
Bbijor  (General  down  there  to  quiet  it — 
were  arrested,  and  were  kept  withoat 
trial  far  a  period  of  18  montns.  From 
veek  to  week,  from  month  to  mouth, 
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from  Assizes  to  Assizes — their  trial  was 
postponed.  They  were  kept  looked  np 
in  separate  cells,  and  were  not  allowed 
to  speak  to  one  another  or  commnnioate 
with  one  another.  Th^  were  denied 
the  newspapers,  conTene  with  their 
friends,  and  all  exerdse,  except  for  one 
hour  out  of  the  24.  Thia  was  done  by 
the  Oabinet  of  which  the  right  hon. 
^nUeman  (If  r.  Ohamberlain)  was  such 
a  distingoiwied  Member.  Aiter  these 
young  men  had  been  imprisoned  for 
nearly  18  months,  I  moved  ue  Adjonm- 
ment  of  the  House  at  Questicm  time  one 
day,  and  called  attention  to  their  case, 
and  I  then  took  the  train  to  Cork  to  be 
present  at  the  trial  of  one  of  them.  The 
next  day  the  Uovemment  ordered  the 
release  of  all  but  one  of  these  70  young 
men,  who  had  been  in  gaol  for  18 
months.  They  allowed  them  out  on 
their  recognizances,  and  they  have  never 
proceeded  against  them  from  that  day. 
If  you  now  have  Hoonlighting  and  out- 
rage in  Kerry,  I  say  some  of  these  gen- 
tlemen are  on  the  war-path,  taking  re- 
venge for  the  18  months'  solitary  con- 
finement you  gave  them,  during  which 
th^  were  denied  exerdse,  except  for 
one  hour  a-day.  This  waa  the  result  of 
the  leg^Aation  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  us  as  part  of  his  policy  of 
legislating  for  the  poor,  with  respect  to 
which  he  has  made  so  many  speeches, 
both  in  this  House  and  in  the  countiy. 
This  is  part  of  the  seed  of  the  hard  work 
done  under  his  auspices  and  by  his  sanc- 
tion in  1881,  and  it  is  to  be  found  in  the 
murder  of  the  unfortunate  Murphys, 
Cuxttna,  and  Byerses,  and  in  the  mu- 
tilations of  cattle,  to  which  he  so  indig- 
nantly refers.  I  tay  yoa  cannot  arrest 
a  whole  people — you  cannot  arrest  all 
the  young  men  population  of  a  place, 
keeping  them  lor  months  and  months 
in  pEiBon  without  trial,  denying  them 
the  coranumeat  rights  oi  humanity  and 
the  ocmimonest  oomforta  which  the  people 
of  England  have  a  right  to,  and  for  the 
denial  of  which  yonr  newspapers  are 
crying  shame  on  yon — ^you  cannot  do 
this  without  producing  the  inevitable 
oonsequenoe  of  reprisals.  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  we  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  was  looked  up  for  18 
months,  and  denied  his  exercise  and 
his  orchids,  I  venture  to  think  that 
at  the  end  of  that  time  the  speeches 
he  would  make  at  that  Table,  and  the 
dpeds  he  would  do  at  Birmingham, 
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would  be  of  a  very  different  character 
from  those  he  now  does  and  advocates. 
I  think  they  would  rather  resemble  some 
of  the  deeoi  of  Mr.  Broadhead,  who  was 
formerly  connected  with  that  thriving 
and  important  town.  [ Crist  of  "No, 
no ! "  and  « It  waa  Sheffield ! "]  Shef- 
field P  Well,  I  pretend  to  know  as  little 
of  England  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  does 
of  Ireland.  Do  not  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  I  am  ashamed  of  making  any 
mistakes  about  England.  I  know  nothing 
about  the  country,  and  I  want  to  know 
nothing  about  it.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
legislate  for  it.  P'Oh,  oh!"]  I  do 
not  pretend  to  sufficient  knowledge  to 
enable  me  to  legislate  for  it— put  it  in 
that  way.  That  being  the  state  of  things 
with  regard  to  your  legislation  at  that 
time,  I  maintain  that  it  has  directly  pro- 
duced the  evils  of  which  you  complain 
at  the  present  moment.  When  the 
Westmeath  Act  of  1873  was  passing 
through  the  House,  I  remember  very 
well  reading  in  the  papers,  that  Mr. 
Henry  Herbert  got  up  in  the  House  and 
said — 

"It  ia  true  that  Weatmeath  ib  very  much 
distur'bAd ;  bat  I  represent  the  Celtic  county  of 
Kerry,  and  in  Kerry,  as  in  all  Odtio  counties, 
there  is  not  at  tlui  momsnt  a  single  oxime,  or  a 
single  distnrbanos.** 

He  declared,  sneaking  in  1873,  that 
they  only  had  disturbances  in  counties 
such  as  Westmeath  and  Tipperary, 
where  the  English  blood  predominated ; 
but  in  Celtic  counties,  such  aa  Eeny, 
there  was  absolutely  no  crime.  What 
made  the  crime  in  Kerry — what  has 
produced  it?  Why  is  it  that  at  the 
present  time  your  legislation  is  directed 
to  the  suppression  of  outrage?  It  is 
because  Lord  Kenmare  has  insisted  on 
building  bis  great  maunon  there,  and 
on  having  for  huidles  to  his  doors  the 
backs  of  Louis  Quatorze  watches;  while 
in  the  surrounding  neighbourhood  are 
dwellings  for  the  people  as  miserable  as 
any  huts  human  beings  could  possibly 
live  in.  It  is  because,  cheek  by  jowl 
with  Lord  Eenmare's  magnifioent  castle, 
adorned  and  equipped  with  all  the  luxu- 
ries and  artistic  embellishments  that 
wealth  can  procure,  are  the  miserable 
pigsties  of  the  men  Lord  Eenmare  and 
nis  crowd  have  been  robbing  for  years. 
How  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  'V^^st  ]g|^MM|wpro- 
pose  to  romedy  that  s^^^^Hhge?- 
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Will  he  take  from  the  handles  of  the 
doors  of  Lord  Kenmare's  mansion  the 
backs  of  the  Louis  Quatorze  watches  ? 
"Will  he  put  back  into  the  pocketa  of  the 
tenants  around  the  Lakes  of  Killamey 
and  on  the  mountains  of  Kerry  the 
balance  of  the  judicial  rents  of  which 
they  have  been  robbed?   Will  he  do 
any  of  those  things  which  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller,  with  his  great  experience,  de- 
clares to  be  necessary?   No,  Sir;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  will  do  nothing  of  the 
sort.  His  only  course  is  to  rote  mc  pro- 
posals to  enable  the  law  to  be  still  more 
Btriagently  enforced  in  Eerrr  by  gentle- 
men of  the  tn>e  of  Captain  Plunkett,  by 
gentlemen  of  the  type  of  the  p-esent 
High  SheriflF,  Mr.  George  Sands,  and 
by  gentlemen  of  the  type  of  the  magis- 
trate who  the  other  day,  to  the  hoiror  of 
Sir  Bedrers  Buller,  dismissed  the  charge 
against  a  policeman  who  had  made  a 
brutal  assault  upon  a  man.   The  inci- 
dent to  which  I  refer  was  not  noticed  in 
The  Times,  or  in  the  speeches  which  are 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  at  any  rate,  he  has 
not  alluded  to  it ;  but  the  fact  is  none 
the  less  true  that  a  man  who  had  his 
h«id  beaten  into  a  pulp  by  a  policeman 
applied  in  rain  to  the  local  maj^strate 
for  redress.  It  was  not  until  Sir  BedTers 
Buller  came  down,  like  another  Gkirdon 
Pasha — ^uatil  the  man  who  had  been 
beaten  went  up  to  him  and  showed 
him  his  wounds,  and  asked  him  if 
there  was  to  be  no  justice  given  to 
him — it  was  not  until  this  unfortunate 
man  told  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  how  the 
charge  he  had  brought  against  the 
policeman  who  had  assaulted  him  had 
been  dismissed,  and  the  policeman  had 
been  allowed  to  go  scot-free,  that  a 
tcdegraphio  message  was  sent  up  to 
Dublin  for  another  Besident  Magistrate 
—you  can  get  them  of  all  sorts  and 
sizes  on  application— those  who  will 
convict  and  those  who  will  not  convict, 
who  wiU  play  sharp  or  flat,  at  the  will 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government — ^it  was 
not,  I  say,  untU  these  things  had 
happened  uiat  another  Besident  Magis- 
trate was  sent  down,  and  the  unfortunate 
man  who  had  been  wounded  by  the 
policeman  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing 
the  magistrate  who  would  not  listen  to 
bis  oomplaint,  removed.    I  have  said 
this  incident  was  not  mentioned  in  Tht 
TimM.  Let  me  inform  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  that  The  Timet  has  just  dis- 
missed from  its  employment  the  gentle- 
man who  represented  it  in  tbe  South  of 
Ireland,  and  who  gave  in  its  columns  the 
account  of  the  Glenbeigh  evictions,  and 
has  appointed  in  his  stead  the  gentleman 
who  gave  the  account  of  the  outrage  on 
the  virtue  of  a  girl  in  Kerry  which  never 
took  place.   So  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  again  referring  to  ontri^^ 
reported  in  The  Times  perhaps  he  will  do 
well  to  bear  these  facts  in  mind.  Now, 
I  ask  the  House  is  it  a  reasonable  thing 
for  the  Gh>Temment  to  ask  Irishmen  to 
give  their  assent  to  proposals  sndtt  aa  they 
are  now  making  ?  In  the  first  place- 
as  we  have  been  told  to-day  m  tbe 
eloquent  and  impressive  speech  of  the 
late  Prime  Minister — they  have  the  bulk 
of  the  Liberal  Party  against  them. 
Then,  in  the  second  place,  they  have 
five-sixths  of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives 
against  them—a  thing  that  they  never 
had  before.   I  tell  Gentlemen  of  the 
Liberal  Party  who  are  still  supporting 
us,  and  who  will  continue  to  support  ua, 
according  to  the  pledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
that  whether  they  succeed  in  preventing 
the  passaee  of  this  coercion  measure  or 
whether  they  fail,  our  thanka  to  them 
will  be  the  same.   I       them,  more- 
over, that  whatever  law  and  order  may 
exist  in  Ireland  in  the  future,  after  th« 
passage  of  the  Ooendon  Bill,  will  be  lav 
and  order  dependent  on  the  knowledge 
of  the  necessity  of  retaining  the  sympa^y 
of  one  of  the  greatest  of  the  Engli^ 
Parties.   The  reflection  that  that  sym- 
pathy is  necessary  in  fighting  their 
political  battles  wUl  have  an  enormous 
effect  in  restraining  even  the  wildest  and 
most  wronged  of  the  peasants  in  Ireland; 
and  when  we  are  told  that  we  have 
against  us  a  majority  of  the  English 
people,  I  say  I  do  not  believe  it.    I  say 
you  did  not  go  to  the  country  on  the 
cry  of  coercion.   You  did  not  canr  the 
country  on  that  cry.    ['*  Yes  we  did! "  ] 
You  did  not   [An  non.  Mkotwr:  £ 
did.]   What  is  the  hon.  G^entiemaa's 
constitnenqy  7  I  believe  he  is  Secretary 
to  aOivilLordof  theAdmirall7["No!"] 
Then  I  hope  he  will  be  so  before  long- 
he  is  admirably  fitted  for  the  position. 
I  say  you  did  not  carry  the  country  on 
the  cry  of  coercion.    You  carried  it  on 
a  totally  different  issue  ;  and  when  you 
tell  me  that  the  country  is  in  favour  of 
coercion,  I  eay  I  take  leare  to  deny 
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until  the  question  has  beeu  put  before 
the  country  and  the  verdict  has  been 
given.  I  tell  the  Liberal  Party  under 
uie  Leadership  of  the  ri^fat  hon.  Oentle- 
maa  tiie  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that 
their  support  vill  be  more  valuable  to 
the  cause  of  law  and  order  than  a  score 
of  Ooercion  Bills.  If  we  have  life  and 
breath  in  Lreland,  the  action  of  the 
liberalFarty  will  have  sappliedoswith  a 
thii^lung.  The  fact  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  know  they  have  belund  them,  in 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  the 
sense  of  a  great  Party  trill  have  a  greater 
restraining  influence  upon  them  than 
any  "protection  "  the  Government  may 
give.  The  Government,  no  doubt,  expect 
to  carry  their  legislation  with  great 
precipitancy.  Except  on  their  own 
authority  they  have  given  us  no  de- 
claration to  justifyit — they  have  favoured 
US  with  no  facts  or  figures  to  justify 
their  course  of  action.  All  the  evidence 
moduoed  ia  in  our  favour.  If  the 
Blae  Book  has  any  effect,  it  is  an  effect 
for  us.  The  Gravemment  have  not 
given  effect  to  the  evidence  in  the  Blue 
Book.  They  should  not  give  coantenance 
to  one  portion  of  the  Bloe  Book  unless 
they  give  oonntenanoe  to  the  other ;  but 
they  have  refused  to  act  on  that  prin- 
ciple. I  believe  that  their  intention  now 
is  simply  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of 
the  English  electorate ;  to  mislead  Eog- 
liah  publio  opinion ;  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House  with  the  pretence  that 
their  legislation  for  Ireland  is  necessary 
in  order  to  facilitate  the  passage  of  loud 
government  legislation  and  land  legisla- 
tion for  England.  They  are  only  anxious 
to  fill  up  the  time  of  the  Session,  and 
this  Irish  cry  is  a  very  good  stalking- 
horse  for  you  to  go  to  the  country  upon. 
This  Bill  will  fill  up  the  time  of  the 
Honseperhaps  until  Whitsuntide.  Their 
Land  Bill  wul  then  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  until  August;  and  then  yon 
will  be  aUe  to  tell  this  Bhiglish  oonsti- 
tuenoies  that  the  state  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion was  such  that  they  had  no  chance 
of  passing  other  legislation.  This  Ooer- 
cion Bill  will  pass,  perhaps ;  but  no 
Land  Purchase  Bill  will  follow.  It  is 
not  possible  that  the  landlords  would 
accept  such  a  Bill  as  would  receive  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston)  accept  such 
a  Billi  or  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 


Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)?  They  would 
accept  no  guarantee  of  a  local  character 
that  did  not  give  them  some  Imperial 
source  to  draw  on.  That  being  so,  I  say 
it  is  disingenuous  for  the  Government  to 
ask  tiiis  House  to  give  assent  to  a  mea- 
sure which  gives  them  a  certainty  of 
ooercion  alone,  but  denies  them  the  hope 
of  ever  seeing  the  recommendations  of 
the  Oowper  Oommia^on  oarried  into 
effect.  I  say  that  the  cmeech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wwt 
Birmingham,  while  extremely  ingenious 
and  technical,  will  not  mislead  any 
Member  of  his  Party  into  giving  their 
assent  to  the  proposals  of  the  Govem- 
mentuntil  they  have  insisted  upon  having 
those  proposals  incorporated  in  full  in  a 
measure  placed  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford. 
Central) :  I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  a4]oumed." 
— (J/r.  Shaw  Iie/evn.) 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  hope  that  in  assenting 
to  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  Debate,  it  will  be  understood  that 
the  Government  do  ao  in  the  hope  that 
the  House  will  come  to  a  decision  on 
this  Question  to-morrow  evening. 

MB.FARNELL  (Cork):  I  hope  we 
are  not  supposed  to  agree  to  that  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman.  I 
must  protest  against  the  assumption  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  that  the  time 
of  this  House,  on  a  debate  of  this  cha- 
racter and  importance,  involving  issues 
of  the  greatest  moment  to  Ireland,  is  to 
be  meted  out  as  if  it  were  so  much  tape. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  Jurthr  a^ounud  till  2b- 
morrow. 

SUPREME  GOUBT    OF  JXTSIOATUBE 
(IRELAND)  BILL.-tBna  1.] 
(Sir  Miohael  Mieit-Beaeh,  Mr,  JaOitM.) 
COIOIITTZI. 
ADJ017SNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [SSth  February], 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  (for  Committee  on  the  Supreme 
CJourt  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill). 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  r^'^nned. 
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Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (LoDgford,  N.): 
I  am  amazed  that  the  GoTeromeDt*  who 
bare  had  weeks  and  weekB  to  deal  with 
the  objection  that  I  bare  raised  to  this 
Bill,  have  not  taken  any  steps  ia  the 
matter.  Yoa  propose  to  {use  the  Oom- 
ison  Pleas  Division  and  the  Exchequer 
Division  of  the  Oourt  with  the  Qaeen's 
Benoh  Divinon ;  but  you  hare  made  no 
provision  for  deaUoff  with  the  zoachinery 
of  the  Oovrts  acd  the  salaries  of  the 
officers.  I  ask  the  rigbt  hon.  Qentle- 
man  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  what  is  to  be- 
come of  the  Masters  and  Clerks,  and  the 
machinery  of  these  Oourts,  in  the  event 
of  this  fusion  taking  place?  I  never 
knew  of  a  BUI  of  this  character  being 
brought  forward  in  so  great  haste  ana 
in  60  muddled  a  manner ;  and  I  appeal 
to  the  House  to  say  that  something  more 
is  required  besides  providing  for  the 
fusion  of  the  Courts.  Certain  Judgeships 
are  to  be  abolished,  and  the  Bill  goes  on 
to  say  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land  may,  by  Order  in  OooncU,  direct 
the  fusion  to  take  place  between  the 
Courts ;  but,  as  I  have  said,  there  is  no 
provision  whatever  for  dealing  with  the 
(^oers  of  the  Courts.  Is  it  not  absurd 
that,  und«>  the  oiienmstavces,  there 
should  be  no  provision  for  the  salaries 
and  pensions  of  those  of&cers?  On  the 
last  occasion,  I  moved  the  adjournment 
of  this  debate,  and  the  Motion  was  car- 
ried. I  do  not  like  to  have  to  make  that 
Motion  a  second  time;  but  at  least  I 
must  have  some  assurance  from  the  rigbt 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes), 
who  u  not  enamoured  of  the  Bill,  that 
before  we  go  into  Committee  the  Go- 
vernment will  give  us  some  idea  of 
their  scheme  for  dealing  with  the  officers 
of  the  Courts  in  question.  It  will  be 
seen,  ttqm  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fw  Sooth 
Edinbnrah  (Mr.  Ohilders),  that  in  1885 
he  introioced  a  Bill  under  which  it  was 
estimated  that  a  saving  would  be  efifeoted 
of  £25,000 ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  deal  with  the  officers 
of  the  Courts.  If  this  Bill  is  passed, 
you  will  weaken  the  Court  of  Appeal  by 
removing  from  it  two  Judges.  The 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  up  to  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne, was  one  which  enjoyed  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  confidence.  Lord 
Ashbourne  was,  for  a  long  time,  a 
Uembei  ot  this  Sbuse  i  he  -never  prac- 


tised, and  he  appreciated  nobbing  bat 
the  position  of  a  poUtician.    Under  the 
law,  as  it  stands,  you  bara  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Common  PXeas  in  the  Oouit  of 
Appeal,  and  now  that  yoa  propose  to 
merge  the  two  Ooarts  into  the  Ooait  of 
Queen's  Bench,  whai  is  to  become  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  ?  When  registra- 
tion appeals  come  on,  they  naturally 
excite  feelings  of  strong  political  par- 
tizanship,  aim  I  say  it  is  to  tbe  credit 
of  Lord  Ashbourne  that,  on  sjch  occa- 
sions, he  retires  firom  the  Bench,  on  the 
ground  that  he  is  a  political  functionary 
and  never  takes  p^t  in  cases  relating  to 
tbe  franchise.    Well,  Sir,  yoa  reduce 
tbe  Court  of  Appeal  fin  Irelimd  to  two 
Judges,  one  of  them  Mr.  Justice  Gibbon, 
a  Tory,  and  the  other  Mr.  Justice  Barry, 
aWhig;  andlsaythaliTegistration cases 
arenow  to  be  left  to  the  dedsion  of  aOooit 
in  whioh  neither  I  iior  anyone  in  Iidaod 
has  confidence.  Although  I  am  opposed 
in  this  House  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  belaad, 
I  believe,  if  he  were  to  decide  oases  of 
registration,  he  would  give  ua  foU  mea- 
sore  of  justice.   But  we  are  not  to  g^ 
him  by  your  arrangement.    Tbe  Go- 
vernment ought  to  revert  to  the  Bill 
which  Sir  Bobert  Hamilton  caused  to 
be  brought  forward,  which  fully  and 
freely  dealt  with  this  great  subject,  and 
which,  if  it  had  become  law,  would 
have  met  this  difficulty.   The  Gonit  of 
Exchequer  enjoys  the  confidenoe  of  the 
people  of  Ireland;  they  brieve  that 
when  they  go  into  that  Court  they  vitl 
get  the  law,  if  they  have  tiie  Qneea 
against  them,  and  that  is  a  very  im- 
portant thing;  but  you  profose,  by  the 
action  of  the  Lord  laeuteoant  and  au 
Order  in  Council,  to  meige  the  Court  of 
Excheqaer  in  the  Queen's  Benoh  as 
soon  as  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  dies.  I 
hope,  if  that  is  so,  that  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  will  live  a  long  time.  I  altogether 
object  to  having  the  Court  dependent  on 
the  signature  of  Lord  Londonderry. 
That,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  Tudous  prin- 
ciple.  I  liave  no  sympathy  with  the 
Bill,  which  deals  with  this  question  in  a 
tinkering  andobsolete  manner,  altiiough, 
of  course,  I  agree  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reduce  expenditure  on  the  Courts  in 
Ireland,  and  in  that  sense  we  shall  Tote 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Fur- 
ther, I  am  convinced  that  tiie  Bill  doea 
not  reflect  the  genius  of  the  light  hon. 
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and  learoed  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land ;  it  would  deprive  him  of  an  im- 
portant position,  and  therefore  it  is  not 
very  likely  thai  he  has  given  his  assist- 
ance in  drafting  it.  Two  months  have 
elapsed  in  which  you  oonld  have  con- 
sidered the  defects  of  the  Bill,  and  yet 
y6u  have  not  put  down  a  single  Amend- 
ment to  it.  I  say  that  Irish  Ifembers 
have  no  time  to  come  here  and  make  up 
for  the  bad  workmanship  of  the  drafts- 
man employed  by  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
venmient ;  it  is  your  business,  and  not 
ours,  and  I  decline  to  undertake  the  re- 
modelling of  a  Bill  that  is  badly  drawn 
and  unsatisfactory  in  all  its  provisions. 
With  tho  proposfd  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Judges  I  agree,  but  with  the  Bill 
itself  I  have  not  a  spark  of  sympathy. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENERAIi  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holhes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
TOnifiy) :  ^e  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Lonerford  (Mf.  T.  M.  Healy) 
says  that  this  Bill  contains  no  provision 
for  dealing  with  the  officers  of  the 
Courts  of  Exchequer  and  Common 
Pleas;  but  1  point  out  that  there  are 
at  the  present  time  the  Act  of  1877  and 
the  Act  of  1882,  under  which  they  can 
be  dealt  with.  The  only  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  that  would  be  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  two  other  Judges  would 
have  to  consent  to  the  arrangement. 
Ajb  regards  the  other  point  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  called  atten- 
tion— namely,  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
tikere  would  be  five  Judges  of  Appeal 
— the  Lord  Chancellor,  two  ordinary 
Judges,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls.  Inasmuch  as  the 
normal  number  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
is  three.  I  should  think  that  five  Judges 
would  be  sufficient  fbr  every  purpose. 
I  may  mention  that  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beaoh)  stated,  when  he  introduced 
this  Bill,  that  he  intended  to  put  into  a 
Bill  to  be  brought  forward  towards  the 
end  of  the  Session  some  other  of  the 
clauses  that  were  contained  in  the  Bill 
originated  by  his  Predecessor.  I  trust 
this  explanation  will  facilitate  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  HENBY  H.  POWLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  The  last  remark  of  the 
right  h<Hi.  and  learned  Attorney  Qene- 
rat  fbr  Ireland  induces  me  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  the  Government  which, 
I  hope,  will  be  received  favourably.  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 

TOL.  OOOXU.  l^m  usiu.] 


tieman  whether,  this  Bill  having  bcon 
read  a  second  time,  wh«i  the  Mo- 
tion that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair  is 
agreed  to,  he  will  not  himself  introduce 
in  Committee  the  clauses  which  were  in 
the  Bill  brought  forward  by  the  n'Kht 
hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  in  1885,  in  order  to  carry 
out  a  much-needed  reform  in  the  Irish 
Judicature  and  make  the  system  com- 
pletely satisfactory  ?  I  shall,  of  course, 
proceed  with  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  Notice,  with  reference  to  the 
Irish  Judges,  and  I  shall  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  upon  it ;  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  settling  the  plan  of  the  Bill,  free 
from  all  Party  bias,  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  to 
allow  the  matter  to  stand  over  fox  a  f  ort- 
ni^t  or  three  weeks. 

The  chief  SECBETABY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester^ 
£.):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  what  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has  said ;  but 
if  I  followed  out  his  suggestion  I  would 
not  be  fulfilling  the  object  my  Pre- 
decessor in  Office  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  in  introducing  this  Bill. 
This  Bill  was  introduced  simply  in  order 
to  meet  a  present  necessity.  The  Courts 
of  Ireland  cannot  go  on  doing  their 
work  unless  some  arrangement  is  come 
to  within  the  next  two  or  three  weeks. 
["Oh!"]  lam  informed  that  that  is 
a  fact.  The  House,  therefore,  has  really 
this  choice  before  them — either  I  have 
to  follow  the  example  that  is  invariably 
followed  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  fill  up  vaeanmes  as  they 
occur,  pending  the  carrying  out  of  the 
complete  scheme  which  thi  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  has  fbre- 
sbadowed,  or  else  the  House  must  con- 
sent to  pass,  "  immediately  and  without 
discussion,"  this  fragmentary  Bill,  in 
which  case  the  saving  which  has  been 
alluded  to  will  be  effected.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  perfect  indifference  to  me  which 
course  is  adopted ;  it  is  purely  a  ques- 
tion for  the  English  taxpayers.  Merely 
as  Secretary  for  Ireland,  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  juatioe  in  Ireland, 
I  am  absolutely  indifferent  as  to  which 
course  the  House  takes.  I  quite  admit 
that,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  re- 
constitution  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  the 
la^r  Bill  is  the  one  which  ought  to  be 
considered  and  carried  fay  this  House. 
But  I  ask  the  House  to  oonaidv  this 
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difficulty  in  which  we  are  placed.  Hon. 
Members  know  in  what  condition  the 
Public  Businese  of  the  House  is.  They 
know  that  the  OoTemment  are  pledged 
to  bring  forward  large  measures  with 
T^;ard  to  Ireland.  1m  hon.  Gentlemen 
.  suppose  that,  in  Uia  course  of  the  next 
three  weeks,  or  even  in  the  course  of  the 
next  three  months,  there  ia  the  slightest 
chance  of  passing  the  large  measure 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  has  described  ?  Bat  I  merely 
rise  now  to  repeat  the  pledges  made  by 
my  Predecessor  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach).  If  the  House  will  consent  to 
take  this  Bill  iu  its  present  form,  with- 
out prolonged  debate  and  without  amend- 
ment, I  shall  be  y&ry  glad  to  see  it  pass. 
If  they  will  not  so  consent,  I  shall  be 
obliged,  in  order  that  the  work  of  the 
Law  Oourts  in  Ireland  may  be  properly 
earned  <m,  to  fill  up  the  TBoan<^  which 
now  exists ;  and  X  shall  tiien  proceed 
to  ia«8s  on,  as  fiBu:  as  I  can,  tilie  large 
and  general  measure  of  reform  the  right 
h(m.  Gentleman  opposite  alluded  to,  and 
which  I  know  my  nght  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beadi)  desired  to  pass. 
But  that  cannot  be  done  now.  Theta 
are  now  only  the  two  altematires  I  have 
mentioned,  and  the  question  is  which  is 
to  be  adopted. 

Mb.  MAURIOE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
bare  noticed  the  working  of  the  Irish 
judicial  system,  and  I  beg  to  question 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  that  there  is 
an^  urgency  whatever  for  the  passing  of 
this  Bill.  I  may  recall  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  recollection  to  one  very 
■ignifioant  fact  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  Foor  years  ago  the  late  Liberal 
GoTemmeat  made  the  prc^K»al  to  this 
House  to  rednce  the  number  of  Judges 
in  Ireland  b^  no  less  than  five.  The 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man makes  now  is  that  Uieib^sh  judicial 
system  cannot  continue  to  go  on  as  at 
present,  although  there  is  only  one 
Tacan(7,  caused  by  the  retirement  of 
Ohief  Justioe  May.  Anyone  who  knows 
anything  about  the  working  of  the 
Courts  of  Ireland  knows  that  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  is  constituted  of  three 
Judges;  that  there  is  one  vaoanoy  in 
that  Court,  owing  to  the  transfer  of 
Chief  Justice  Morris  to  the  Queen's 
Bench;  and  that^  therefore,  there  are 
two  Judgeejleft  to  carry  oat  tiu  wnk  ik 
the  Court.   Under  the  Judieatore  Ae^ 


two  Judges  are  quite  competent  to  do 
the  work  of  the  Court;  and  not  only  ao, 
but,  in  practice,  they  hare  been  doing  It 
for  the  past  two  years.  Thoogh  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  is  oonstitated 
of  tluee  Judges,  nine  out  of  erery  10 
judgments  given  in  the  Court  are  pro- 
nounced by  two  Judges.  Daring  a  uiid 
of  his  time,  at  least,  the  Ohief  Justice  is 
engaged  upon  legal  business  elsewhere 
— at  one  time  ti^ng  appeals;  and  at 
another  time  sitting  in  JVut  Priu*.  Two 
Judges  can  do,  and  are  at  the  present  time 
doing,  the  work  of  theOourt ;  and,  there- 
fore, there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  that  it  is  utgent 
that  this  Bill  ehoidd  be  passed  in  order 
that  there  may  be  no  mishap  in 
working  of  the  Irish  judicial  system, 
owing  to  the  vacancy  which  now  exieto. 
Now,  I  shonld  like  to  make  a  fmr 
observations  in  referenoe  to  the  stato- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  AUomey  General  for  bdaad 
(Mr.  Holmes).  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Genueman  said  there  ia  no 
necessity  for  providing  expressly  in  this 
Bill  for  the  merging  of  the  offices  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  and  Exchequer  Di- 
visions,  because  such  offices  already 
exist  under  the  section  of  the  Judieatore 
Act  to  which  he  referred.  He  added 
that  the  Executive  in  Ireland  have  at 
the  present  time  under  their  oonndera- 
tion  a  scheme  for  effecting  this  amalga- 
mation. The  Irish  MemMTS  would  hke 
some  little  information  as  to  the  natara 
of  the  scheme.  We  should  like  to  know 
how  many  of  the  existing  offloera  ara  to 
be  pensioned,  as  to  how  many  are  to  bo 
oontinned  in  the  servioe,  mm  mho  Iho 
favoured  officers  are  to  be  f  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  was  entiz«ly 
silent  upon  that  point.  It  is  a  most  im- 
portant point ;  it  is  one  which  must  be 
explained  to  the  House  before  this  Bill 
is  passed ;  it  is  one  on  which  the  fullest 
information  should  be  given  to  Members 
of  the  House ;  and  I  can  see  no  more 
opportune  time  for  affording  such  infor- 
mation than  during  the  diseusnon  of 
this  Bill.  There  is  another  point  which 
has  not  been  adverted  to  up  to  tho 

S resent.  I  confess,  Sir,  that  whoa  I 
rst  read  this  Bill,  I  oame  to  the  eon-' 
elusion  that  it  was  nothing  better  thoa  a 
dnmmy  Bill— a  Bill  not  mMat  to  doal 
•erionslj  with  the  niVjaet   lUa  BOI 
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fine  itself  to  the  one  epeoifio  pointl  haTe 
referred  to,  and  which  does  not  effect 
that  refonn  in  the  judidal  qrrtem  ei 
Ireland  whioli  is  so  badly  required.  I 
trust  that  befi>re  this  Bill  oomes  to  be 
conndered  in  Oommittee  the  riffht  ]um. 
Qeutleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  m  charge 
of  it  will  consider  the  points  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  and  which  seem  to  me  to 
be  moBt  important  and  material,  and 
that  he  will  make  some  statement  in  re- 
gard to  them. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,   S.):  I 
should  like  to  say  that  even  if  we  ad- 
mitted that  a  difficulty  does  exist — and  I 
do  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind — the 
House  should  recollect  who  created  the 
difficulty.    There  were  origln^y  four 
Judges  in  the  Queen's  Benon  Division  ; 
but  one  of  them  recently  retired.   I  do 
not  think  anyone  can  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  say  that  three  Judges  are  too 
few  to  carry  on  fhe  business  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  IKvision ;  but  as  a  piece 
of  political  patronage  the  Chief  Jiutice 
of  the  Common  Pleas  was  promoted  to 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  in  which  he 
draws  a  considerably  increased  salary. 
It  is  owing  to  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  that  the  deadlock,  if  there 
is  any,  exists.   I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
denied  by  anyone  that  at  present  we 
are  spending  annually  on  the  administra- 
tion of  law  in  Ir^and  not  less  than 
£150,000  more  than  we  ought  to  spend. 
We  are  spending  this  £150,000  in  what 
is  nothing  else  but  the  most  barefaced 
and  arrant  political  bribery,  in  what  is 
reiUly  a  prostitntion  of  law,  and  yet  tiie 
Gtorernment  come  down  to  the  House 
and  tell  us,  upon  tike  stand-and-deliver 
principle,  you  must  allow  us  to  save 
£1,200  a-year,  or  else  we  will  go  on 
spending  £150,000  in  patronage.  Mow, 
suppose  this  Common  Pleas  Division  is 
abolished.    There  are  many  youn^  gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  Division  as 
to  whose  future  the  House  would  do  well 
to  evince  a  certain  amount  of  interest. 
Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Oourtn^,  a  nephew 
of  Chief  Justice  Morris.   He  was  ap- 
pointed to  a  position  caring  a  salary 
of  £1,000  a-year,  and  his  duties  have 
certainly  not  broken  down  his  health. 
What  is  to  be  done  with  him?  Is  he 
to  receive  a  good  round  sum  as  compen- 
sation, or  la  he  to  reenre  the  madest  sum 
0  or  £600  as  pension?  There 
dozen  other  offioere  who,  in 
vill  have  to  1»edeelt  with. 


provides  for  the  merging  at  present  of 
the  Common  Pleas,  and  in  future  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Di- 
viuon,  and  for  havin^f,  in  futore,  only 
one  Common  Law  Division  to  do  the 
work  now  done  by  three  Divisions.  Let 
me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  makes  no  provision  whatever  for 
pending  canses  or  matters.   The  only 

Srecedent  I  can  find  for  this  Bill  is  the 
udicature  Act  of  1877.  That  Act 
merged  the  three  existing  Courts  into 
one,  which  was  called  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland ;  but  it 
made  express  provision  for  the  causes 
pending  in  the  different  Courts  at  the 
time  the  merging  took  place.  This  Bill 
is  absolutely  silent  on  that  matter,  and 
no  lawyer  can  read  this  Bill  without 
having  his  attention  called  to  the  fact. 
The  causes  and  matters  pending  at  the 
time  of  the  meting  will  utterly  collapse, 
or  oome  to  an  end,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  new  Court  brought  into  existence  by 
tlie  merging  of  the  tiiree  old  Courts  will 
have  no  jurisdiction  whatever  to  deal 
with  causes  commenced  in  the  old  Divi- 
sions. There  is  another  point  on  which 
this  Bill  is  entirely  silent.  Under  the 
present  system,  the  two  Courts  it  is  pro- 
posed to  merge  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division — namely,  the  Common  Fleas 
and  the  Exchequer,  have  certain  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction.  There  is  nothing  what- 
ever in  this  Bill  to  show  that  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  as  constituted  by  the 
merging  of  the  three  Divisions,  will 
have  any  jurisdiction  to  deal  with  the 
mattns  with  which  the  two  old  Courts 
had  the  ezdnsive  right  to  deal.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  most  perfunctory  and 
imperfect  measure.  I  could  understand 
a  complete  Bill — a  Bill  such  as  the  late 
Qovemment  introduced  into  the  House 
three  or  four  years  ago ;  a  Bill  which 
proposed  to  completely  reform  the 
judicial  system  of  Ireland.  I  could 
nnderstand  such  a  Bill  as  that  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henrv  H.  Fowler)  has  asked  to-night — 
namely,  a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  emer- 
gency which  occurred  when  Chief  Justice 
May  retired,  and  when  the  Covemment 
had  to  consider  whether  or  not  they 
would  fill  up  the  office  left  vacant  by 
the  TtrObuotfcEB  of  CSdef  Josfefoe  Morris. 
Bnt  I  oMtfesel  «mnot 
of  tills  kind,  a  Bill  wbloh 
fhiny  DOT  o^v. 
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Bat  tHere  is  another  point,  which  is  of 
more  importance  to  us  than  any  other. 
We  do  not  pretend  to  have  any  great 
bumixii;  regard  for  the  English  taz- 
Itayers'  money ;  but  we  do  attach  ^reat 
importance  to  the  question  of  registra- 
tion. If  this  Bill  is  passed  unamended, 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  for  the  purpose  of 
r^^tration,  will  be  constituted  by  the 
two  permanent  Judges  of  Appeal,  the 
Kasiter  of  the  Bolls,  and  this  promoted 
gentleman;  and  I  say,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  that  that  Court  will 
not  have  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people  in  any  degree.  It  cannot  pos- 
sibly have;  and  the  Geotlemen  who  now 
desire  to  uphold  law  and  order  would 
do  well  to  give  us  some  undertaking  that 
the  Court  of  Appeal  will  be  more  fairly 
constituted  for  registration  matters. 
This  object  might  be  secured  by  the  in* 
elusion  in  the  Court  of  one  of  the  Exche- 
quer Judges,  the  only  Judges  in  whom 
the  Irish  people  have  uiy  confidence.  I 
trust  that  before  we  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill  the  Government  will  give 
us  some  assurance  on  this  point ;  and 
ako  afford  us  some  information  with  re- 
spect to  the  pension  scheme  which  must 
follow  upon  the  passing  of  this  BilL 

Question  put,  and  agr$$i  to. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

-  Clause  1  (Abolittoa  of  dtstinotioa  be- 
tween  judgeships). 

The  first  COMMISSIONEE  op 
■WOItKS  (Mr.  Plunkbt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): lunderstandthereisanarrange- 
ment  with  the  right  hon.  Glwtleman  op- 

S)8ite  (Hr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  that  the 
ill  slu>uld  be  taken  up  on  Tuesday.  I 
therefore  move.  Hr.  Courtney,  that  you 
do  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Ur.  I^htniet.) 

'  Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  do  trust  we  shall  have  some  informa- 
tion from  the  Government  on  Tuesday 
as  to  what  the  scheme  under  this  Bill  is 
to  be.  Master  Courtney  is  a  young 
man  of.  35.  What  do  you  propose  to 
do  with  him  ?  What  do  you  propose  to 
do  with  all  the  clerks  in  the  Common 
Pleas  ?  ,Are  we  going  to  have  an  answer 
to  that  question  or  not.  It  is  monstrous 
.that  Bngluh  iQentlemen,  profession  to 

kr-  Chancy 


be  anxious  for  the  money  of  the  tar- 
payers,  should  allow  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
to  be  passed  into  law  on  the  strength  of 
their  own  ignorance,  and  refuse  us  the 
least  support  in  asking  the  most  reason- 
able questions  of  the  Government.  Are 
you  going  to  pension  these  gentimien 
or  not  ? 

Ma.  CONTBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  When  this  Bill  is  again  taken 
up,  I  shall  most  certainly  add  my  wotesi 
against  it  to  that  of  my  hon.  Friends 
below  the  Gangway,  unless  we  receive 
the  fullest  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  they  propose  to  do. 
The  mere  suggestion  that  a  young  gen- 
tleman such  as  has  been  described  should 
be  pensioned  off  at  the  age  of  35  is 
enough  to  make  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury's  hair  stand  on  end. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  it  is  irregular  to  enter  on  this  dis- 
cussion on  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  PLtJNKET:  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  the  quesfaon  raised 
is  one  for  the  Treasury  rather  than  for 
the  Ijish  Office ;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  when  we  reaoh  the  4th  dauae  tike 
explanation  desired  will  be  given. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  If  on  Tuesday 
we  can  see  no  signs  of  information  from 
the  Government  on  this  particular  ques- 
tion, I  shall,  Sir,  as  soon  as  you  enter 
upon  your  arduous  duties  in  the  Cludr, 
move  that  you  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Question  put,  and  tgrui  U. 

Committee  to  nt  again  upon  ISutiay 

next. 

ACCUMULATIONS  BILL.— [Bill  31.] 
{Hr,  CtunsSardy,  Mr.  Brym,  Mr.  HtHtUm.) 
eSCOim  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ma.  COZENS-HARDT  (Norfolk,  N.): 
There  is  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  desirability  of  passing  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is  an  attempt 
to  alter  the  provisions  of  an  Act  passed 
88  years  ago,  by  which  it  was  permitted 
to  accumulate  the  income  of  property  for 
a  period  that  is  regarded  as  unwise  in 
the  interests  of  the  public.  The  present 
Bill  is  an  attempt  to  prevent  this  power 
for  a  longer  period  than  the  minority 
of  the  person  who  may  be  entitled  to 
it.  Full  opportunity  will  be  given  in 
Qommitte«  to  consider  wi^  point  whieH 
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may  be  thought  to  require  dieoussion ; 
and  I,  thererore,  hope  the  House  will 
allow  the  BUI  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — CoMns-Mardy.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEKAL  (Sir 
BiOHABO  Wxbstbb)  (Me  of  WightJ :  I 
trust  the  House  will  allow  this  Bill  to 
be  read  a  eeeond  time.  Before  the 
question  is  decided,  however,  I  just  wish 
to  say  that  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  the 
measure  does  not  go  too  far  in  reference 
to  the  matter  of  tame.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  ^ui  off  the  Oommittee  stage  to 
•ome  period  which  will  give  lime  for  the 
consiaeratitm  of  olauses,  and  will  enable 
us  to  prepare  Amendments,  if  necessary, 
there  will  be  no  opposition  to  the  seoond 
reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  em- 
mitUd  for  Monday  2nd  May. 

MOTIOirS. 


SITOKOE  BILLS. 
Select  Commiitee  on  Divorce  Bills  nominuled 
of, — Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord  Advocate, 
lir.  J.  B.  Baifonr,  Mr.  Gibscm,  Ur.  Marum,  Sir 
John  UowbtM,  Sir  Charles  BiuBell,  Mr.  Euav 
Lefevn,  and  lb.  Wodehonse.— (Air/oAn  Mtw- 

VmOtt  ASSBSBVENT  COHUTTFEK  ACT  (1862) 
AlCSVDUENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hollovay,  Bill  to  farther 
•mend  "  The   TTnion  Assessinent  Committee 
Aot,  1862,"  orcUrtd  to  be  brought  in  \ij  Mr. 
Hdlovay  and  Colonel  Hughes. 
Bill rrmiUtdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  204.] 

Hoois  a^onzned  at  ten  minates 
after  Two  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF  L0ED8, 
IHdojfj  25th  Marehf  1887. 


MINUTES.]— FcBUC  Bills— .Rra^  SUadittg— 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  (64). 
Second  Heading— nohsMon.  of  Pirat  Ollboden 

(No.  2)  (20),  di^htrftd. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUaB-THB  EASTER  BEOES& 
Qmmoir. 
Eabl  QBAZmLLE  :  Perhaps  the 
noble  Harquesa  may  be  aUe  to  Rtata 


what  arrangements  he  proposes  to  make 
with  regard  to  the  Easter  Becess  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  S£- 
CRETAEY  OP  STATE  mb  FOREIGN. 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bdby)  :  It  may  be  oonTenient  to  tho* 
noble  Earl  and  to  the  House  if  I  state 
that  we  propose  that  the  House  should 
rise  on  Friday  next ;  and  though  it  is 
impossible,  on  account  of  the  burdens  of 
legislation  in  "  another  place,"  to  make 
a  statement  with  regaiu  to  the  actual 
technical  Sittings  of  the  House,  I  think 
that  if  we  met  again  on  the  Monday 
after  Easter  week,  that  would  be'  satia-' 
&ctoxy  to  your  Lordships. 

PROBATION    OF    FIRST  OFFENDERS 
(No.  2)  BILL-(No.  20.) 
{The  S«rtaf  Enu.) 
SBOOim  BXADINa.     OBDEB  DIBOHABQKD. 

Order  of  the  Bay  for  the  Seoond 
Beading  read. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BELMOBE,  in  moving 
that  the  Order  be  disofaarged,  said,  the 
Bill  was  practically  the  same  as  one 
which  had  last  year  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  which  he  had 
had  chatve  of  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
That  Bill  was  no  doubt  opposed  by  the 
late  Government,  and  some  of  the  de- 
tails of  it  were  objected  to,  and,  besides, 
it  was  considered  that  it  had  come  up  at 
too  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  But 
the  principle  of  it  was  approved  by  every 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  was  then 
present.  He  had,  therefore,  been  allowed 
to  withdraw  the  Bill,  and  he  had  re-in- 
troduoed  it  at  the  earliest  period  of  the 

Csest  Session.  Since  the  Bill  had 
n  printed  a  Bill  with  a  similar  object 
had  been  introduced  in  theHouseof  Oom- 
mons.  It  was  not  exactly  the  same  as 
this  Bill,  but  it  would  hare  practically 
the  same  effect ;  it  was  an  improvement 
upon  it,  and  from  what  he  had  learned 
he  had  reason  to  think  that  if  the  Bill 
got  through  the  other  House  it  would 
come  here  still  more  improved.  He 
would  therefore  postpone  this  Bill,  and 
take  charge  of  the  other  one,  if  it  reached 
this  House ;  and  in  that  case  he  would 
eventually  withdraw  the  present  one. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  that  the  Order 
for  the  Second  Beading  should  be 
charged. 

Movtd,    "That   the   Order   for  the 
Second  BeadiQK  be  i 
Earl  of  Be 
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TITHE  EENT-OHARGK  BILL. 

BILL  FRS8EHTZD.     FIB8T  BEADING. 

Thk  prime  minister  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOE  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
btjky)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to  ask  your 
attention  to  a  subject  which.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  has  become  recently  a  subject  of 
oonsiderable  public  interestf  and  which 
requires  the  attention  of  Puliament — I 
allude  to  the  inudenoe  and  mode  of 
levying  of  tithes.  When  the  Tithes  Bill 
was  passed  in  1836  it  was  passed  by 
common  oonsent  of  both  sides  of  the 
House;  but  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
the  subject  was  then  fully  recognized. 
Lord  John  Russell  said,  when  he 
broueht  forward  the  Bill,  that  there 
had  Deen  three  plans  which  he  had 
considered,  accepted,  and  ultimately 
abandoned.  The  difficulty  was  reoog- 
niaed  by  all  as  very  great ;  but  the 
result  of  the  efiforts  whiw  were  made  at 
that  time  was  that  a  measure  was  pro- 
duced which  has  worked  on  the  whole 
with  very  great  advantage  to  the  Ohurch 
and  the  publio  for  the  spaoe  of  some 
60  years.  But  tiiat  great  agricultural 
distrera  which  has  searched  the  joints 
and  found  out  the  weak  placeB  of  more 
than  one  of  our  political  arrangements 
has  brought  to  hght  the  very  serious 
difficulties  attending  this  measure  which 
was  passed  with  so  much  success  in 
1836.  At  that  time,  although  it  was 
received  with  general  favour,  Mr. 
Hume,  on  behalf  of  the  landed  interest, 
very  much  objected  to  it.  He  said  it 
was  not  fair  to  the  landowners;  that 
it  was  a  great  deceit  upon  them; 
that  it  was  being  passed  at  a  time  when 
Frotectionist  laws  existed  ;  that  he  was 
quite  sure  that  those  Protectionist  laws 
would  not  continue,  and  that  the  ar- 
rangement which  the  landed  interest 
accepted  with  willingness  and  even 
BatinaotiQn  at  that  time  woidd  wear  a 
Tny  di£ferent  aqieot  when  those  laws 
ware  withdrawn.  Unfortunately,  we 
have  lived  to  see  Mr.  Hume's  prophecy 
become  true.  Free  Trade,  with  all  the 
enonnous  benefits  it  has  conferred  upon 
other  industries  in  the  country,  has  un- 
doubtedly dealt  a  very  heavy  blow  at  the 
agrictdture — or,  if  I  may  use  the  phrase, 
the  arable  agriculture  of  this  country — 
and  the  distress  which  has  oome  from 
the  lowering  of  prices  has  led  ocoupicnrs 
and  ownezBi  and  espeoiaUy  oooupiers,  to 


look  with  a  very  jealous  eye  at  the 
arrangement  for  the  discharge  of  the 
burden  of  tithes  which  they  had  accepted 
without  question  in  more  prosperous 
times.     For   political   purposes,  the 
weak  point  which  has  oome  out  in 
the  arrangement  of  1836  is  the  intro- 
duotion  of  the  occupier  into  the  mat- 
ter at  all.    The  debt  is  the  debt  of 
the  owner  in  respect  of  the  produce  ot 
his  land,  but  the  person  who,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  pays  is  the  ooon^er.  I  believe 
that  the  intenticm  of  the  Act,  if  it  had 
been  carried  out,  was  that  tiie  tenant 
should  have  power  to  deduct  it  from  his 
rent  as  he  did  with  the  Income  Tax. 
That,  however,  has  not  been  the  com- 
mon practice.   The  occupier  has  taken 
the  risk  of  what  the  tithe  would  be,  and 
has  undertaken  to  pay  the  debt  in  good 
years  and  bad,  when  the  average  is  high 
and  when  the  average  is  low,  and  to  have 
it  considered  once  for  all  in  fixing  his 
rent.    No  doubt,  that  circumstance  has 
added  very  much  to  the  discontent  with 
which  the  occupier  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  has  looked  upon  the  burden  of 
tithes.   He  has  had  to  pay  often  a  very 
high  average  at  a  time  when  prices  had 
fallen  very  low,  and  he  has  felt  aggrieved. 
Some  ^raons  have  thought  that  the 
difficulties  would  be  enttrwy  met  by  so 
far  amending  the  Act  of  1836  as  to  pre* 
rent  this  transference  of  risk  from  the 
owner  to  the  occupier — to  insist  that  the 
owner  should  not  contract  himself  out  of 
his  liability,  but  that,  as  in  the  case  of 
Income  Tax,  he  should  always  pay  back 
to  the  occupier  whatever  the  occupier 
has  paid  to  the  titbeowner.    I  do  not 
dispute  that  that  would  be  an  admirable 
plan,  but  it  would  not  meet  the  whole 
difficulty  of  the  ease.    It  would  net 
remove  the  occupier  from  the  position 
which  he  now  fills  of  having  to  dis- 
chaige  the  debt  and  bear  the  first  blows 
of  a  financial  confiiot  in  which  he  is 
not  actually  or  legitimately  interested. 
If  he  has  paid  in  the  first  instance  you 
say  he  has  a  right  to  deduct  that  from 
his  rent.   Tes ;  but  supposii^  he  has 
paid  no  rent  f   That  is  not  an  impoesible 
contingency,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  theae 
times.  It  has  not  infrequently  happened 
that  landlords  have  not  iwked  for  any 
rent  at  fdl,  but  have  ei^en  the  tenant 
time,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  dispose 
of  his  produce  and  pay  with  greater 
oonvenience.    But  although  theiy  may 
be  ready  to  forego  tiie  rent  iat  a  oextaia 
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time,  very  few  landlords  would  carry 
their  philanthropy  so  far  as  to  pay  the 
tithe  as  well,  and  therefore  the  occupier, 
in  the  midst  of  his  distress,  finds  that  the 
titheowner  is  the  person  with  whom  he 
must  deal.  I  do  not  think  that  that 
touches  the  worst  part  of  the  question. 
The  fundamental  vice  of  the  system 
is  this — that  though  the  debt  is  the 
debt  of  the  landowner  to  the  tithe- 
ownw,  if  the  titheowner  wants  to  re- 
oorer  it,  he  has  to  distrain  upon  the 
ooeupier's  goods.  Now,  the  remedy  of 
distress  has  many  advantages;  it  has 
great  rapidity,  but  it  is  probably  tiie 
most  irritating  to  administer  whioh  it 
18  possible  to  adopt.  It  is  not  only 
irritating,  but  it  ia  not,  in  this  particu- 
lar case,  Tezy  efi&oacious.  The  tithe- 
owner  comes  for  payment  on  a  particular 
day,  and  the  farmer  knows  when  to  ex- 
pect him,  and  every  bit  of  stock  may  be 
driven  off  the  farm.  In  old  times  you 
had  a  security  in  the  crops  which  could 
not  be  thrashed  untU  uie  winter,  but 
thrashing  is  no  longer  relegated  to  the 
winter;  thrashingmachineshavechaDged 
all  that.  Therefore,  although  it  is  an 
immediate  remedy,  it  is  not  an  effective 
one.  For  the  clerical  titheowner  it  is 
singularly  unhappy  in  its  character.  It 
is  subject  to  all  kinds  of  difficulties, 
doubts,  and  technicalities,  and  the  ex- 
pense makes  the  poorest  clergy  naturally 
very  unwilling  to  resort  to  it  I  have 
heard  that  it  has  amounted  to  as  much 
as  60  per  cent  of  the  sum  recovered. 
That  is  the  material  side  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  there  is  the  spiritual  side,  of 
the  relations  between  the  clergy  and 
their  parishioners.  The  farmer  ought 
to  look  on  the  clergyman  as  his  best 
friend.  The  use  of  that  remedy  is  not 
oaloulated  to  increase  the  spiritual  influ- 
ence of  the  clergymen  upon  the  farmers, 
or  to  promote  the  peace  of  the  parish ; 
ud  when,  in  addition  to  all  other  causes 
c/l  difllarenoe  between  the  fanner  and  the 
titheowner,  tbere  is  the  bitter  oiitm 
ifuoiegieum — ^when  differences  on  doc- 
trinal  or  occlesiastioal  questions  separate 
the  two,  wdA.  make  the  fumer  look  with 
a  special  jealousy  and  mistrust  on  a 
measure  which  is  necessary  to  keep  up 
an  order  of  ministers  to  whose  vei^ 
existence  he  consoientionsly  objects — it 
would  be  easy  to  foresee  what  has  actu- 
ally happened ;  that  the  necessity  of  re- 
covering tithes  by  this  machinery  has  in 
many  parisbes  eoostitiited  mi  almort 
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impassable  barrier  between  the  pastor 
and  many  of  his  flock,  and  created 
spiritual  differences  which  it  would  re- 
quire years  to  heal.  Those  are  evils 
which  exist  at  the  present  time,  and  I 
have  preferred  to  dwell  upon  them  in  a 
general  way  and  not  to  bring  before 
your  Lordshipa  special  instances ;  but 
many  scenes  of  great  gravity  have 
occurred.  Not  only  in  Wiues,  but  in  the 
East  of  England,  sufferings  have  been  en- 
dured by  the  clergy  t&oush  their  in- 
ability to  obtain  that  whi«&  is  thor  un- 
doubted due,  while  t«nbk  rosuUs  have 
followed  to  the  peace  of  llie  parish  and  the 
influence  of  the  pastor  when  this  rude 
and  painful  machinery  has  been  put  in 
force  by  clei^ymen  for  obtaining  their 
rights.  The  Sill  which  I  shall  now  ask 
your  Lordships  to  read  a  first  time  to- 
night is  for  the  purpose  of  remedying 
these  evils.  One  of  the  main  objects  w. 
the  Bill  is  to  shift  the  incidence  of  tithe 
from  the  occupier  to  the  owner.  Per- 
haps I  may  say,  in  passing,  Ibat  much 
larger  anticipations  have  been  formed 
with  respect  to  this  subject,  and  a  much 
more  extensive  scheme  of  ohange  has 
been  expected.  I  wish,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  to  disavow  any  intention  of 
grappling  with  projects  of  that  kind.  I 
am  sorry  to  hear  it  has  got  abroad  that 
tithe  is  excessive  in  amount,  andfliat 
the  bargain  whioh  was  made  in  1836 
ought  in  the  interests  of  t^ie  landowner 
to  be  revised.  This  idea,  if  it  has  at  all 
spread,  is  due  entirely  to  misconception. 
The  bai^in  made  in  1836  was  a  very 
good  one  for  the  landowner,  and  remains 
a  very  good  one  still.  It  is  said  that 
tithe  must  now  be  excessive  because  it 
ia  more  than  a  tenth  part  of  the  value  of 
the  land.  The  value  of  the  land  is  an 
exceedingly  ambiguous  phrase;  but  what 
it  ordinarily  means  in  our  parlance  is 
the  rent  of  the  land — that  ia  to  say,  the 
profit  that  remains  after  all  the  expenses 
of  cultivation  in  their  widest  sense  have 
been  discharged.  But  the  tithe  is  a 
tenth  part  of  the  produce  of  the  land, 
and  it  was  in  that  sense  that  it  was 
recognised  by  the  Act  of  1836.  If  your 
Loruhips  wul  oonsider  the  matter,  yon 
will  see  that  even  now  tbe  tenth  part 
of  the  produce  of  the  land  wonla  be 
something  very  much  in  excess  tA 
what  the  Ghurch  has  a  right  to  under 
the  existing  rent-charge.  lSre«*> 
are  very  low  j  I  supw" 
acre  of  wheat  in  gr 
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About  &1.  The  tenth  part  of  £7  is  14*., 
but  you  will  not  find  any  tithe  even  in 
the  most  heavily  burdened  part  of  the 
country  amounts  to  I4«.  an  acre.  I  will 
not  go  through  barley,  clover,  and  other 
articles  of  produce,  but  I  think  yon  vill 
find  that  the  result  is  much  the  same. 
Teke  an  acre  of  hay.  I  suppose  an 
ordinary  acre  of  hay  will  bring  in  be- 
tween 70«.  and  80«.,  and  the  tenth  part 
ckE  ^at  is  ?«.  or  8«.  I  think  it  wiU  be 
-found  to  be  much  the  same  for  turni]^ 
and  barley.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
undoubtedly  true  that  an  acre  of  wbeat, 
which  under  the  old  system  might  have 
yielded  the  Church  I4<.,  would  not,  if 
the  CttLoroh  were  held  to  be  entitied  to  a 
tenth  part  of  the  value  of  the  land — the 
rent — ^yield  it  anything  like  that  sum. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  old 
right  of  the  titheowner  was  to  tako  no 
account  whatever  of  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion.  It  was  a  right  to  take  a  tenth 

5 art  qI  the  produce  of  the  land,  with 
eduction  for  the  cost  of  bringing  to  the 
market.  Therefore  there  is  no  ground 
for  saying  that  any  revision  of  the  tithe 
would  in  any  degree  benefit  tbe  land.  I 
have  seen  it  stated,  although  I  have  not 
gone  into  the  calculation,  that  even  now, 
according  to  present  prices,  more  would 
be  yielded  wan  was  the  case  before 
1836.  The  prices  of  barley  and  wheat 
have  fallen  hearily ;  but  I  doubt  — 
though  I  oaonot  speak  with  oertainty — 
wheuLer  the  prices  of  animals  are  not 
higher  now  than  in  1836.  Therefbre, 
my  Lords,  unless  you  propose  on  this 
oooasioa  to  take  from  the  Ohuroh  the 
rights  that  belong  to  her,  you  muld  not 
revise  the  bargain  made  in  1836  without 
very  considerable  damage  to  the  land- 
owner and  without  damaging  the  tithe- 
owner.  Owing  to  agricultural  improve- 
ments the  value  of  land  has  very  con- 
siderably advanced,  and  in  any  such 
revision  of  the  bargain  the  Church 
would  have  the  right  to  reap  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  change.  There  is  an- 
other grievance  with,  respect  to  which  I 
cannot  use  the  same  absolute  language. 
I  do  not  wish  to  disguise  it,  though  I  do 
not  propose  to  deal  with  it  by  tbe  pre- 
sent BiU.  The  grievance  arises  out  of 
the  seven  years'  revision  of  the  tithe. 
Sumxising  four  good  years  and  three 
baa  to  ooonr,  the  efiM  has  been  that 
the  unfortunate  tithepayar  has,  perhi4>8, 
■  during  the  first  two  years  had  to  pay  on 
-  aa  average  oaloulated.  on  the  Tray 
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sperity  that  has  gone  from  him.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  much  wiser  to  arrange 
to  make  the  tithe  payable  on  prices  ad- 
justed from  yesr  to  year.   But  anyone 
who  undertakes  to  make  such  a  change 
will  find  that  be  has  all  his  work  before 
him.    For  the  difficulty  vill  be  to  find 
the  exact  point  of  transition,  and  I 
doubt  whetber  you  will  ever  get  the 
two  parties  to  agree  as  to  the  precise 
amonut  at  which  the  tithe  should  be 
fixed.    What  this  Bill  proposes  to  do 
is  to  make  the  landowner  responsible 
for  the  tithe ;   the   titheowner  will 
recover  it  from  him  as  a  simple  debt. 
As  long  as  the  land  yields  more  than 
the  amount  of  the  tithe,  that  is  a  change 
which  I  believe  will  be  attended  with  do 
difficulty.   An  arrai^ment  of  machi- 
nery will  be  necessary,  whidi  will  not  tax 
our  ingenuity ;  but  there  is  a  difficult 
arising  out  of  a  state  of  things  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  by  no  means 
unknown,  in  which  the  rent  of  tiie 
land — the'  rent  that  can  be  claimed 
for  the  land — is  less  than  the  tithe 
due  upon  it.    That  state  of  things 
exists  to  some  extent  in  the  Bastem 
Counties  now,  and  it  raises  rather  a 
difficult  problem.    If  the  land  grows 
anything  at  all  the  titheowner  is  en- 
titled to  his  tithe ;  but  if  we  look  for^ 
ward  a  step  we  shall  see  that  that  is 
a  very  illusory  privilege.   Directiy  the 
farmer  finds  out  by  experience  that 
after  he  has  paid  his  titlie  ne  is  not  able 
to  pay  the  cost  of  cultivation,  it  is  obnknu 
that  n«ct  year  he  will  cease  to  coltivate 
the  land.   The  land  will  go  out  of  cul- 
tivation, and  the  titheowner  next  year 
will  lose  his  right  altogether.  I  acknow- 
ledge that,  technically,  it  may  be  said 
that  at  least  for  one  year  the  titheowner 
has  a  right  to  get  his  tithe  out  of  land 
which  yields  no  profit  if  it  jrields  any- 
thing at  all.   Of  course,  if  the  land  is 
out  of  cultivation,  the  question  does  not 
arise ;  but  out  of  land  whidi  yields 
no  profit,  but  which  will  still  yield  some 
produce,  then  for  the  first  year  I  will 
admit  the  titheowner  has  a  right  to 
obtaiu  his  tithe,  but  it  is  a  right  which 
he  will  obtain  at  the  cost  of  throwing 
the  land  out  of  cultivation.   With  that 
hanging  over  it  ih6  daim  of  llie  tithe- 
owner would  rest  aa  a  burden  upon  the 
land  which  would  prevent  its  being 
brought  into  cultivation  again.    It  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  more  just  to  the 
laadowner,  and  more  jnat  to  the  tith»- 
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owner,  to  say  that  when  the  land  does 
not  yield  the  value  of  the  tithe  to  that 
extent  the  titheowner  should  lose 
his  right.  And  we  propose  by  the 
Bill  to  give  power  to  a  County  Oourt 
Judge  to  ascertain  this  state  of  facte 
from  the  landowner,  and  if  he  pleases 
make  such  allowance  as  he  thinks  just. 
I  admit  that  the  arrangement,  in  point 
of  argument,  is  open  to  attack  ;  but  we 
have  taken  into  consideration  not  only 
the  rights  of  the  respective  parties,  but 
their  future  rights  and  future  prosperity. 
I  think,  therefore,  we  shall  do  well  to 
adopt  an  arrangement  which  is  not  only 
just,  bat  most  favourable  for  eiicou- 
ragiag  the  cnltxTatioa  of  the  land. 
There  an  two  other  points  of  emaller 
importance.  One  Is  whether  the  tithe- 
owner  ehottld  pay  anything  for  the 

freator  convenienoe  he  obtains  by  taking 
is  tithe  direct  from  the  landowner. 
The  question  is  difficult  to  decide,  be- 
oaose  the  convenience  which  titheowners 
receive  differs.  In  many  oases  there 
are  10  or  20  landowners  in  a  parish, 
while  in  others  there  are  only  two  or 
three  landowners.  It  is,  however,  very 
much  bettor  for  the  titheowner  to  go 
direct  to  the  landowner  instead  of  the 
ocoupier  for  his  tithe,  and  we  propose 
to  reoognize  this  by  allowing  the  land- 
owner to  dedttot  6  per  cent  discount. 
It  appears  to  us  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  draw  any  definite  dividing  line 
between  li^  and  clerical  titheowners; 
and,  therefore,  we  propose  that  the  Bill 
«haU  apply  equally  to  titheowners  of  all 
kinds.  T  feel  sure  that  if,  by  the  waving 
of  a  wand,  we  could  get  rid  of  tithes 
altogether,  without  injuring  any  par- 
ticular interest,  Uembersof  both  Houses 
would  be  prepared  to  abolish  them ;  but 
all  that  we  are  justified  in  doing  at  the 
present  moment  is  to  do  our  best  to 
encourage  the  redemption  of  tithes. 
Tour  Lnrdships  are  aware  that  in  cases 
where  the  land  has  been  cut  up  into 
very  small  portions  the  landowner  can 
force  the  titheowner  to  accept  25  years' 
•purdiase  of  the  tithes,  and  we  are  of 
-opinion  that  in  the  existing  state  of 
things  20  years'  pnrohaee  at  the 'rar  value 
is  a  nur  rate  for  redemption.  This  pro- 
position may,  at  first  sight,  appear 
rather  startling ;  but,  on  a  oareftu  ex- 
amination, it  will  be  seen  that  it  will  do 
Cpood  rather  than  harm  to  the  tithe- 
owner.  In  the  first  pUoe,  the  tithe- 


owner will  benefit  by  having  his  money 
every  half-year  instead  of  having  to 
press  a  reluctant  farmer  for  payment; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  he  will  be  eaved 
from  the  costs  of  collection,  while  there 
will  be  an  entire  absence  of  litigation 
and  of  ill-will,  which,  under  existing 
conditions,  without  imputing  blame  to 
anyone,  inevitably  arise.  Allowing  10 
per  cent  for  the  average  fall  in  the  par 
value,  15  per  cent  for  rates,  and  5  per 
cent  for  cost  of  collection,  the  £100  of 
par  value  is  reduced  to  £70,  which, 
at  per  cent,  would  be  the  precise 
interest  yielded  by  the  20  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  rent-cbai^.  I  do  not 
know  how  tax  Parliament  is  prepared 
to  accept  snoh  a  measure  as  this,  and 
undoubtedly  it  is  opoa  to  criticism ; 
neither  do  I  know  how  far  we  may  be 
able  to  persuade  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  help  us,  although  he  has 
hitherto  shown  us  very  ^od  will  in  the 
matter.  I  need  not  go  into  any  details 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  redemption 
of  tithes  could  be  assisted  by  loans  from 
the  Public  Loans  CommissionerB,  only 
we  must  remember  that  we  cannot  offer 
as  security  for  any  such  loans  the  land 
itself,  but  merely  its  produce.  There 
are,  I  admit,  many  difBcultios  in  the 
way  of  carrying  out  this  scheme ;  but  I 
tnut  that  they  may  eventually  be  over- 
come. I  do  not  know  whether,  in  the 
present  state  of  Parliamentary  Business, 
we  can  have  any  very  p;reat  hopes  that 
a  Bill  of  this  kind,  which  certainly  pre- 
sente  considerable  snrfaoe  for  attack, 
will  become  law  during  the  present 
Session.  But  I  am  sure  that  Parlia- 
ment can  pass  no  measure  that  will  do 
more  to  put  a  stop  to  differences  that 
are  rending  asunder  communities  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country,  or  do  more 
to  secure  the  foundations  of  the  most 
essential  institution  of  our  land.  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  first 
time. 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  wiUi  respect  to 
the  recovery  and  redemption  ox  tithe 
rent-charge  in  England — PretmUti  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury). 

Eari.  D£  la  WABR  said,  it  was  not 
very  usual  in  their  Lordehips'  House  to 
mtu  into  a  discussion  on  the  first  read- 
ing of  a  Bill,  but  rather  to  defer  such 
discusnon  till  the  second  reading,  in 
order  that  time  might  be  given  to  eon- 
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aider  it.  But  as  the  noble  Uarquess 
had  thought  it  well  to  deviate  somewhat 
from  the  more  usaal  course,  he  should 
not,  perhaps,  be  outof  Order  if  he  made 
a  few  remarks  in  accordance  with  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice— 
' '  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  in  view 
of  the  deprtissed  state  of  a^cultnre  and  the 
heavy  burdens  upon  land,  it  is  desirable  to 
afford  greater  facilities  for  the  redemption  of 
tithe  rent-chat{^  in  England  and  Wales ;  aod 
that  the  attention  of  Her  Hajeaty's  Govern- 
ment shonld  be  called  to  the  qnestion." 

He  might,  perhaps,  first  be  allowed  to 
explain  the  reason  which  iadaoed  him 
to  bring  under  their  Lordships'  oon- 
sideration  the  subject  of  the  redemption 
of  tithe  rent-charge.  The  existence  of 
very  great  agricultural  distress  through- 
out the  country  must  be,  unhappily,  too 
well  known  to  need  any  proof.  In  some 
parts  of  the  country  there  were  hundreds, 
he  might  say  thousands,  of  acres  out  of 
cultivation ;  in  some  the  land,  if  culti- 
Tated,  would  barely  pay  the  tithe  rent- 
oharge ;  iu  many  others  it  made  no 
return  at  all,  ana  was  often  cultiTated 
at  a  loss.  It  was  generally  admitted 
that  wheat  oould  not  be  grown  much 
under  40«.  a  quartw  in  this  country. 
The  average  price  for  some  time  past 
had,  he  believed,  not  much,  if  at  all, 
ezoeeded  82«.  a-quarter.  Many  other 
kinds  of  produce  had  also  materially 
depreciated  in  value,  and  it  was  calcu- 
lated by  those  .who  were  competent  to 

five  au  opinion  that  70,000,000  a-year 
id  not  overstate  the  loss  in  agricultural 
produce  as  compared  with  15  years  ago. 
That  sum,  it  was  estimated,  represented 
more  than  the  actual  rents  received  by 
the  owners  of  land  in  this  country. 
There  were  many  more  details  which 
might  he  given,  but  their  Lordships  as 
landowners,  having  tenants  and  la- 
bourers dependent  on  the  produce  of 
the  land,  must  too  well  know  that  the 
land  was  fast  being  reduced  in  very 
many  places  to  a  condition  which,  would 
render  it  impossible  to  maintain  those 
who  had  hitherto  lived  npon  it  It  was 
with  much  disappointment  that  he  read 
the  letter  the  noble  Marquess  the  Prime 
Minister  not  long  ago  aiddresaed  to  the 
Marquess  of  Bristol,  in  answer  to  a 
Memorial  of  the  owners  and  occupiers 
of  land  in  Suffolk.  After  expressing 
great  sympathy  with  the  Memorialists, 
the  noble  Marquess  added — 

"  We  will  take  into  our  eunast  oannderation 
your  prayer  for  measax«i  <tf  rolie^  hut  I  shonld 

Marllh  Za  Warr 


bo  oiialeading  you  if  I  nsed  any  language  to 
indicate  that  I  entertained  any  hope  of  bmng 
able  to  cope  vith  an  evil  of  this  kind  by  any 
sort  of  legislative  action.  I  heartily  wish  it  were 
otherwise ;  bat  it  would  not  be  jnatiflable  to 
hold  out  hopes  for  which  no  tmitworthy 
grounds  exist. 

He  was  quite  sure  that  that  statement 
had  been  received  with  great  disap- 
pointment by  agriculturists  through- 
out the  oountry.  They  naturally  said — 
"Look  at  the  burdens  upon  land  in 
the  shape  of  taxation.  If  these  wwe 
imposed  by  Parliament,  can  tiic^  not  be 
at  least  modi6ed  or  adjusted  by  Parlia- 
ment?" There  were  Imperial  taxes; 
could  not  Parliament  deal  with  these  ? 
There  was  a  high  Income  Tax— a  tax 
formerly  unknown  in  times  of  peace ; 
there  was  a  Land  Tax  which,  pressed 
heavily  in  many  places,  oould  not  some 
relief  be  given  in  respect  of  this  ?  There 
was  a  local  taxation,  which  was  an  in- 
creasing burden.  There  were  school 
rates  enforced  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
highly-paid  schoolmasters,  far  beyond 
what  were  required  in  agricultnraL  dis- 
tricts, but  which  were  rendered  necessary 
by  the  regulations  of  Uie  Education  De- 
partment. There  were  School  Boards 
and  Local  Boards,  and  Sanitary  Boards 
and  Highway  Boards,  with  highly- 

Eaid  ofBoers.  There  w«e  poor  ntea, 
ighway  rates,  and  pdice  rates;  there 
were  Boards  of  Guardians,  with  their 
paid  officers.  All  chaises  such  as  Uieee 
were  thrown  in  a  great  measure  upon 
the  land,  which  was  expected  to  main- 
tain the  landlord,  the  tenant,  the  clergy- 
man, and  the  labourer.  One  especial 
way  of  relief  seemed  to  present  itself. 
He  did  not  say  there  were  no  others  ; 
he  believed  there  were  many.  Personal 
property  should  be  assessed  for  loofU  as 
it  was  for  Imperial  taxation.  It  would 
be  difficult  to  see  how  the  fairness  of 
that  method  could  be  disputed.  He  had 
pointed  out  where  it  seemed  to  him 
some  relief  might  be  i^rded  as  re- 
garded Imperiu  and  local  taxation.  It 
remained  for  him  to  show  Uiat  a  great 
and  permanent  benefit  might  be  con- 
ferred by  a  well-considered  scheme  for 
the  redemption  of  tithe  rent-charge.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  Uie  present 
difficulties  might  be  removed  if  the  land- 
lords were  made  wholly  liable  for  the 
payment  of  the  tithe  rent-chai^.  It 
would,  no  doubt,  relieve  the  clergyman 
from  tiie  inoonvenienoe  of  any  oMUiioa 
vith  the  tithepayer;  bat  u  the  land- 
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lord  mnst  raise*  the  rent  if  he  had  to 
pay  the  tithe,  the  occupier  would  prac- 
tically be  in  the  same  position  as  re- 
garded the  amount  of  payment.  But  if 
the  tithe  were  redeemed  the  occupier 
might  be  freed  from  all  liability,  and 
the  landlord,  in  consideration  of  the 
advantage  which  his  property  would 
ultimately  derive  by  the  redemption  of 
the  tithe,  would  be  induced  to  make 
easy  terms  with  his  tenants  with  regard 
to  raising  the  rents  until  the  whole 
charge  was  paid  off.  The  scheme,  it 
might  be  urged,  was  a  large  one.  The 
annual  amount  received  from  tithe 
divided  between  parochial  incumbents, 
lay  and  derioal  impropriators,  and  col- 
l^ate  bodies,  amounted  to  about 
£4,000,000.  But  although  the  financial 
detuls  for  effecting  the  redemption 
might  require  experienced  handling,  it 
was  by  no  means  deemed  impossible  by 
those  who  were  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  on  the  matter.  He  had  figures 
which  he  could  lay  before  their  Lord- 
ships ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  more 
convenient  on  that  occasion  if  he  referred 
to  the  Irish  Church  Act  of  1869  and 
the  Amendment  Act  of  1872,  one  of  the 
objects  of  those  Acts  b^ng  the  redemp- 
tion erf  dthe.  By  Section  7  of  the  Act 
it  was  enacted  that — 

**  Tbe  Commiaoionera  may  at  any  time  after 
the  paniiig  of  this  Act  aell  any  reot-cbarga  in 
lieu  of  tithM  vflsted  in  them  nnder  the  principal 
Act  to  the  owner  of  the  land  charged  therewith 
in  oonnderation  of  a  sum  equal  to  22^  times 
the  amount  of  auch  rent-charge,  leas  such  sum 
in  the  pound  as  such  owner  shall  be  ascertained 
by  the  Commissioners  to  have  been,  on  an  are. 

S[e  of  five  yoan  pteceding  the  passing  of  the 
d  Act,  entitled  to  deduct  for  poor  rates  from 
the  tithe  rent-oharge  payable  by  him,  and  upon 
any  such  sale  being  so  made  the  Commissioners 
shall  by  order  declare  the  rent-charge  to  be 
metgsa  in  the  land  out  of  which  it  iuaed." 

By  this  it  appeared  that  a  landowner  in 
Ireland  since  the  year  1872  could  redeem 
the  tithe  chai^eable  upon  land  at  22^ 
years'  purchase,  less  the  sum  paid  by 
him  for  poor  rates;  and  it  further 
added — 

"The  Commissioners  may  by  order  declare 
his  purchase  money  to  he  payable  by  instal- 
ments, and  the  land  out  of  which  such  rent- 
chaige  issued  to  be  accordingly  chaived  as  from 
a  day  to  be  mentioned  in  such  order  for  62 
years  thmoe  nuct  ensaing  with  an  annual  turn 
calcnlated  at  £4  9«.  per  cent  on  the  porebase- 
monqr. 

The  leeult  of  this  anrangement  would  be 


that  the  tithe  could  be  altogether  re- 
deemed by  the  annual  payment  of  a  sum 
very  similar  to  what  was  now  paid  for 
the  annual  rent-charge,  less  the  rates 
and  the  charge  for  collection.  But  by 
being  spread  over  a  greater  number  of 
years,  it  might,  in  proportion,  be  still 
further  reduced,  and  thus  give  greater 
present  relief  to  the  landowner.  He 
believed  this  Act  was  in  operation  in 
Ireland,  and  landowners  there,  especially 
in  Ulster,  had  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent availed  themselves  of  it.  It  could 
readily  be  shown  that  this  transaction 
could  be  carried  out  without  at  all  affect- 
ing the  Revenue  of  the  countiy.  It  might, 
perhaps,  be  advisable  that  the  measure 
should  not  be  compulsory,  but  that  Ihe 
landowner  should  have  the  option  of  re- 
deeming the  tithe  or  of  taking  the  onus 
of  paying  it  himself.  A  re-adjustment 
of  the  present  rent-charge  might  pro- 
bably be  necessary  before  the  redemp- 
tion was  effected,  in  order  to  adapt  it  as 
far  as  possible  to  the  present  value  of 
agricultural  produce.  It  could  hardly 
be  doubted  that  the  advantages  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind  would  be  great, 
for  it  would,  he  believed,  set  at  rest  a 
question  which  was  becoming  one  of 
great  friction  and  uneasiness.  The 
tenant  occupier  of  land  would  no  longer 
be  liable  for  tithe  in  any  shape.  The 
owner  of  land  would  repay  the  money 
advanced  for  the  redemption  by  easy  in- 
stalments spread  over  a  number  of  years, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  time  the  land 
would  be  freed  from  all  charge.  He  was 
happy  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  take  into  their  serious 
consideration  this  important  question, 
which  was  asaumiog  large  proportions, 
in  order  that  by  timely  legislation  a 
remedy  might  be  applied  to  circum- 
stances, the  burden  of  which  was  in- 
creasing at  a  time  of  almost  unparalleled 
agricultural  distress.  He  would  not 
move  the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  understanding  that  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  question  of 
tithe  redemption  during  the  passage  of 
the  Bill  through  the  House. 

The  FBIliO:  UINIBTEB  and  BE- 
OBGTABY  OP  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIBS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bubt)  said,  he  wished  to  state,  with, 
respect  to  a  letter  of  hie  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  referred,  that  he  had 
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not  the  slighteBt  intentioa  of  drawing 
back  from  any  expreBsion  which  he 
might  have  made  of  a  desire  to  effect 
reforms  for  the  advantage  of  the  agri- 
cultural community  of  the  oouutrj.  He 
believed  that  much  might  be  done, 
though  the  task  might  be  extremely 
difficult,  to  adjust  the  burdens  of  taxa- 
tion on  land  and  personal  property. 
What  he  wished  to  impress  on  the  noble 
Earl  and  on  i^oulturiets  was  that  dis- 
tress of  the  oharaoter  referred  to  could 
not  be  met,  could  not  be  coped  with,  by 
measures  of  that  kind,  and  that  it  was 
not  to  legislation  they  could  look  for 
any  effective  relief.  He  wished  to  reply  to 
another  point.  He  was  very  anxious 
that  his  agricultural  friends,  with  whose 
sufferings  be  bad  the  greatest  sympathy, 
should  not  imagine  that  it  was  within 
the  range  of  practical  politics  that  Pro- 
tection could  be  restored  in  this  country. 
He  believed  that  the  injury  caused  womd 
be  great  if  they  ima^ned  that  such  a 
thing  could  be  done.  Before  Protection 
could  be  rratored  it  would  be  not  merely 
one  Party,  but  both  Parties  in  the  State, 
that  would  hare  to  be  converted.  Let 
them  suppose,  for  instance,  that  the  Gon- 
servatire  Party  were  converted  and  be- 
came Pifotectionista ;  that  would  not  make 
it  safe  for  agriculturistB  to  i«ly  upon 
obtaining  Protection.  If  en  could  not 
venture  to  invest  their  money  on  the 
chance  of  Protection  unless  it  was  so 
thoroughly  received  by  the  country  that 
it  would,  be  accepted  by  both  Parties  in 
the  State.  He  thought  his  noble  Friend 
would  agree  with  him  that  that  was  as 
unlikely  a  contingency  as  it  was  possible 
to  contemplate.  It  was  very  natiual  that 
agriculturists,  in  the  sufferings  they 
were  undergoing,  should  look  for  a 
remedy ;  but  he  feared  that  some  public 
evil  might  be  caused  by  their  looking 
forward  to  a  remedy  which  he  sincerely 
believed  to  be  impossible. 

Bill  read  1\   (No.  64.) 

BUSINESS  OIF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be 
considerea  on  Monday  next  in  order  to 
ita  being  ao^pended. 

HooBS  adloamed  at  aqnaiterlefore  Six 
o'euok,  to  Unutsj  nmt,  s  anutsr 
befon  Elevn  o*dlook. 


HOUSE  OF  OOHICONS, 
JViVby,  iSth  March,  1887. 


MIKUTES.]—  Public  KaM^Smtutim  im 

a>mmifte— Bankraptoy  OflBoflS  (ffitss)  [OoB> 

toIidatMl  Fund]. 
StotutioH  in  CammitlM—Oritnd—Iint  Rmiimf 

— Lioeniing  Laws  AmendmeDt  *  [3071. 
Stieei  CbmmtMM— StannariM  Act  (1899)  Amaiid- 

ment*  \li7],  nomituiUd. 
Cemmitttt  —  Jteport  —  Ooniolidated  Fond  (Ko. 

I)*;  Army  (Anntial)*  [20S];  Ida  d  Maa 

(OoBtomfl)*  [199]. 
PsoTiaioNAL  UKDta  Bill  —  Oritrtd  —  Jtral 

£<a<ftiy— Metropolitan  Folice*  [206]. 

PRIVATE  BIISINE88. 


METBOFOUTAN  BAILWAT  BILL. 
SEOOHD  BKADIMO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  piiopoeeJ, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aecond 

time."— (5tr  CharlM  Fonttr.) 

Da.  TANNEB:  (Cork  Oo.,  Mid):  Z 
have  given  Notice  of  my  intention  Id 
move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
find  that  Notioes  to  a  similar  effeafc  have 
been  given  by  two  other  hon.  Membeia 
— the  hon.  Member  for  East  Northan^ 
ton  (Mr.  Ohanning)  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Homeey  Divi- 
sion of  Middlesex  (Sir  Jamea  M*Qai«l- 
^^SS)-  Under  thue  oiroumstancea,  I 
hope  that  the  second  reading  will  be 
postponed. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  aeoond  time  jspcm 
Friday. 

REGBirrs  OANAL,  cutt,  akd  dock 

BAILWAT  BILK 

SBOOND  BXADIVO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pvopoeed, 
"  That  Uie  Bill  be  now  rend  a  eeooad 

time."— (A'r  ChatlM  FortUr.') 

Da.  TANNEB  (Oork  Oo..  M3d) :  Ihia 
Bill  ia  in  preoiaely  the  same  poMtioB  aa 
the  laa^  twing  oppoeed  by  three  Hem- 
bera. 

Sia  OHABLES  FOBSTEB  (Walaall): 
It  will  be  postponed  nntil  to>moiTow. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  aeoond  time  A> 

aiOfTM0. 
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'    WALTON-ON-THAMES  AND  "WEY- 
BRIDGE  OAS  BILL. 
SXOOVD  BRADZHQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a  second 
time."— {Sir  CAark$  FortUr.) 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  In 
oonnection  with  this  Walton  and  Wey- 
bridge  Bill,  I  wish  to  say  that  an  immense 
number  of  Petitions  hare  been  presented 
against  it,  and  I  understand  that  several 
hoo.  Members  intend  to  oppose  it  One 
very  important  Fetttion  against  it  has 
been  presented  by  the  Jnstioes  of  the 
Peace. 

Sir  CHAIU^ES  FOBSTEB  (Walsall) : 
If  it  is  opposed  the  second  reading  must 
be  put  off,  and  I  will  fix  it  fbrThiusday. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 


ADHIBALTT-SIR  WILLIAU  PALIJ8EB 
(ABMOUB  BOLTB). 

OiPTAiK  MmLMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  any  pecuniary  acknowlede- 
ment  has  erer  been  made  to  the  late  Sir 
William  FalUser,  or  his  representatiTes, 
by  the  Ooremment,  in  oonnection  with 
his  TaluaUe  inirantifni  of  armour  bolts, 
which  have  been  for  a  long  time,  and 
now  are,  in  general  use  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy? 

Thx  SEOHETART  to  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Fohwood)  fLancasIiire, 
Ormekirk)  (who  replied)  said :  No,  Sir. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  {IRELANI)).-MRS. 
LUCAS,  CONVIOTEU  OF  ARSON. 

Ua.  T.  U.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.} 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Identenant  of  !&eland,  Is  it  the  fact  that 
Hrs.  Lucas,  wife  of  a  Cork  magistrate, 
was  in  March  1886,  sentenced  to  12 
months'  imprisonment  for  having  at- 
tempted to  buro  down  her  own  mansion, 
then  inhabited  by  her  family  and  a  pro- 
tection party  of  police,  oy  pouring 
paraffin  oil  over  the  curtains  of  her 
rooms,  to  which  she  set  fire ;  that  she 
was  detected  by,  and  convicted  on  the 
vvidenoe  of,  the  polioe  who  guarded  the 
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house;  that  her  husband  had  claimed 
for  compensation  for  malicious  injury 
off  the  rates  in  this  and  other  oases, 
which  the  Qrand  Jury  rejected ;  is  it 
the  fact  that  Mrs.  Lucas  was  released 
from  gaol  several  months  before  the 
expiry  of  her  sentence;  that  her  husband 
still  remains  a  magistrate  for  County 
CTork ;  at  whose  instance  was  the  sentence 
commuted;  and,  in  how  many  eases 
within  the  past  six  years  have  sentences 
for  arson,  with  intent  to  defraud,  been 
commuted  ? 

Thb  chief  SEOBBTAKY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baxtoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  facte 
are  substantially  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. A  Memorial  was  received  on  her 
behalf,  numerously  signed,  the  signa- 
tures including  those  of  the  Protestant 
clergyman  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
curates  of  the  parish,  setting  forth  that 
the  case  was  one  in  which  the  clemency 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  be  pro- 
perly exercised ;  and  His  Exocdlency, 
after  considering  all  the  facts,  ordered 
the  discharge  of  the  prisoner.  Two 
sentences  for  arson  have  been  commuted 
within  the  last  six  years. 

MB.T.M.HEALY:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  anv  objection  to 
say  whether  the  claims  oi  compensation 
made  to  the  Grand  Jury  wwe  rejected, 
as  stated  in  the  Question,  and  whether 
Mr.  Lucas,  who  made  these  claims  after 
getting  his  wife  to  set  fire  to  the  place, 
still  retains  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace ;  and,  will  he  also  state  whether 
these  outrages,  reported  by  the  police 
as  agrarian  outrages,  will  be  given  in 
the  Beturn  as  against  the  people  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber I  am  unable  to  answer.  The  other 
part  I  have  already  answered,  by  stating 
that  I  believe  the  statement  that  the  G-rand 
Jury  rejected  the  claims  for  compensa- 
tion is  aoourate.  As  to  the  assertion  that 
the  lady's  husband  urged  her  to  commit 
the  crime,  I  have  no  knowledge  at  all. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  'WUl  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  the  facts  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  ques- 
tion has  already  been  fairly  judged  and 
decided.  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant thought  it  was  a  case  in  which 
his  clemency  should  be  extended,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  question  should  be  re- 
opened. 
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OKIME  AND  OnTBAGE  (IRELAin)}  — 
BIOTS  AT  BELFAST  —  BEPBESSIOK 
OF  DIBTUEBANOB. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Seoretaxr  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  IDrdand,  It  hia  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paru;raph  in  Tk« 
Iktify  Niwi  of  this  date  ^  1st  instant), 
referring  to  disturbances  m  Belfast  on 
Saturday  last,  in  whioh,  after  desoribing 
the  arrest  of  a  prisoner,  it  is  stated— 

"  Ah  soon  bs  this  ww  done,  the  mob,  which 
had  now  become  1a^,  began  to  violently  stone 
the  police.  Despite  the  attBoks  made  on  them, 
the  ConBtaholary  arrested,  not  only  Ed^e- 

worth,  hut  six  oUiers  Matters  to-OKy 

(Sunday)  passed  over  quietly;  but  to-ni^ht,  in 
Millfield,  there  was  more  stone  throwing.  A 
numerous  body  of  police  were  soon  present, 
and  charged  the  mob  with  their  batons  ;" 

and,  if  he  will  explain  why  people  in 
Youghal,  and  other  parts  of  Ireland  ont- 
dde  of  Ulster,  are  to  be  charged  with 
the  aword  bayonet,  and  even  to  be  fired 
npon,  for  resistance  to  the  police,  while 
only  the  baton,  or  at  worst  uie  bayonet, 
is  emplcyed  in  Belfast  ? 

Ths  chief  BEOBBTCABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baledtts)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  re- 
port refened  to  is  substantially  correct 
as  regards  the  disturbance  in  Belfast  on 
Saturday  last ;  but  the  circumstanoes  of 
the  following  Sunday  were  not  of  the 
serious  character  suggested.  As  regards 
the  insinuation  made  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  l^e  Question,  I  may  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  poHoe  will 
use  the  means  for  quelling  disturbance, 
or  resisting  attack,  whioh  the  eiroum- 
stances  of  each  case  may  unhappily 
render  necessary  without  regard  to  dis- 
tinctions of  place.  Party,  or  religion. 

UADAQASCAB  —  BEOALL    OF  MB. 
FICEEBSaiLL,    HEB  UAJESTT'S 

VICIB  CONSUL  AT  ANTANANAEIVO. 

Mr.  M'ARTHUK  (Leicester)  asled 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statement  made  in  a  Beuter*s  tele- 
gram, dated  Paris,  21st  March,  that  the 
French  Government  hare  asked,  and 
obtained,  the  recall  of  Mr.  Piokersgill, 
Her  Majesty's  Yice  Consul  at  Antana- 
narivo, the  capital  of  Madagascar ;  and, 
if  so,  will  he  inform  the  House  on  what 
grounds  Mr.  Piokersgill  has  been  re- 
called? 

Thb  UTn)SB  8E0BETABT  07 
STATE  (Sir  Jaicbs  FzBoxrBBon)  (Man- 


chester, N.E.) :  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
statement  referred  to,  and  Mj.  Hokers- 
gill  is  still  Her  Majesty's  \i<a^  Oonsul 
at  AntanananTo. 

OOKTAGIOTIS  DISEASES  (AKDIALS) 
AOXS-OUTBBEAES  OP  ANTHBAX 
Db.  OAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dachy  of 
Lancaster,  with  reference  to  the  Tarioua 
reported  outbreaks  of  cattle  anthrax, 
Whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
warn  Local  Authorities  of  the  danger  of 
establishing  permanent  centres  of  in- 
fection, by  the  burial  of  carcasses  of 
animals  suffering  from  that  disease  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  DUOHY 
(Lord  JoHir  Mannees)  (Leicestershire, 
E.) :  The  Anthrax  Order  of  1886  pro- 
vides for  the  destruction  of  oaroaaaes  of 
animals  dead  of  anthrax  by  exposure  to 
a  high  temperature  or  by  chemical 
agents,  and  some  Local  Authorities,  in 
districts  where  the  necessary  appliances 
exist,  have  been  authorised  to  adopt 
such  modes  of  destruction  instead  of 
burial.  In  reference  to  burial,  which  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  is  the  only 
available  method  of  disposing  of  car- 
casses, Local  Authorities  have  been 
warned  that  the  carcasses  should  be 
buried  entire  and  be  well  covered  with 
lime.  There  is  reason  to  believe  that 
when  carcasses  are  so  buried  as  to  ex- 
clude the  air  the  infection  does  not  con- 
tinue for  any  great  length  of  time. 

Db.  OAMEBON  asked  the  Preudent 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  his  Department 
has  been  called  to  the  numerous  oat- 
breaks  of  oattle  anthrax  recently  re- 
ported; and,  whether  he  proposes  to 
take  any  measures,  by  way  of  warning 
or  otherwise,  to  guard  agunst  Oie 
danger  of  disease  being  communicated 
to  human  beings  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Bitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
danger  of  anthrax  being  communicated 
to  human  beings  is  one  almost  exclu- 
sively incurred  by  those  who  have  to 
deal  with  the  hides  or  opened  bodies  of 
infected  animals ;  and  obedience  to  the 
Order  of  the  Privy  Council  of  September 
16,  1 886,  as  to  dealing  with  such  animals 
and  their  oaroaeses,  will  practioaUj  get 
rid  of  that  danger.  No  other  measure 
is  regarded  as  called  for.  I  may  add 
that  the  B^ort  of  the  Uedtoal  OfBcer  of 
the  Board  for  1882  oontidna  a  Hemoi 
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xandum  irhioh  vas  prepared  in  order  to 
give  the  means  of  reoo^izin^  anthrax 
as  it  atfeots  people  deahng  with  hides ; 
and  this  Hemorandum  may  be  useful  as 
ffnarding  against  error  in  diagnosis  in 
distriots  wl^e  actoal  anthrax  has  ap- 
peared. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  —  SENTENCE  ON 
FEANCIB  M'LOWRAN,  AT  SOUTH- 
WARK  POLICE  COURT. 

Ma.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Seoretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
"Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Memorial  sent  him, with  reference 
to  the  case  of  Francis  M'Lowran,  who 
was  sentenced  at  the  Southwark  Police 
Court  on  the  8th  instant  to  three  months' 
hard  labour,  for  an  assault  on  a  police 
constable,  in  which  it  is  alleged  that  a 
miscarriage  of  justice  has  taken  place ; 
and,  whether  he  will  have  inquiries 
made  into  the  matter  f 

The  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  carefully  considered  this 
Memorial,  and  I  have  read  the  evidence 
and  obtained  a  Braort  from  the  magis- 
trate upon  it,  ana  I  see  no  reason  to 
•interfere  with  tiie  sentenoe. 

ADMIRALTY— GREENWICH  HOSPITAL 
FUNDS— INVESTMENTS. 

SiE  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  OiTil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether,  in  the  interest  of  the  seamen 
of  the  "B/syaX  Na^,  the  Greenwich 
Hos^tal  Funds,  which  were  orinnally 
in  part  subscribed  bj  them,  or  deducted 
£rom  their  pay,  will  be  invested  in  Go- 
vernment loans  of  the  Colonies  of 
Victoria,  New  South  Wales,  Queensland, 
and  New  Zealand,  paying  Four  per 
Cent,  instead  of  tJie  Three  per  Cent 
Annuities  7 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  (A 
Lord  of  the  Admihat.ty)  (Sheffield, 
Eoclesall) :  Arrangements  have  been 
made  already,  or  are  in  progress,  for  the 
re-investment  at  home,  on  favourable 
terms,  of  the  greater  part  of  the  Three 
per  Cent  Annatties  held  on  account  of 
ureenwich  Hospital ;  and  it  is  not  con- 
sidered that  there  wUI  be  any  ^fficulty 
in  similarly  re-inveeting  so  much  of  tiie 
remainder  of  the  Stobk  as  it  may  be  con- 
ridered  advisable  to  re-invest  The 
Colonial  Btooks  of  '^ctoria,  New  Sonth 


Wales,  Queensland,  and  New  Zealand 
mentioned  in  the  Question  are  at  present 
quoted  above  par,  with  the  exception  of 
the  New  Zealand  Stock,  and  at  present 
prices  would  yield  interest  of  Ism  than 
4  per  cent  on  the  sum  invested. 

OBIUE  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— THB 
RIOTS  AT  YOUGHAL-THB  CORONER'S 

WARRANT. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  What  steps,  if  any, 
have  been  taken  to  carry  out  the  war- 
rant of  Mr.  Coroner  Bice  against  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Somerville  and  Constable 
Ward  for  the  wilful  murder  of  Hanlon 
at  Youghal ;  whether  the  accused  have 
been  suspended  from  duty  and  lodged 
in  gaol;  and,  if  so,  when;  and,  wheuier 
the  jury  attached  any  rider  to  th«r  ver- 
dict, or  made  tiironga  their  fbremui  any 
statement  when  returning  their  verdict ; 
and,  if  so,  what  rider  or  statement  P 

Thb  chief  SEOBETABY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
accused  officers  were  arrested  and  com- 
mitted to  custody  on  the  23rd  instant, 
and  are,  therefore,  suspended  from  duty. 
I  am  not  aware  that  Uie  Coroner's  Jury 
added  any  rider  to  their  verdict ;  but  X 
understand  that  before  separating  they 
adopted  a  Besolution  which  has  been 
published  in  the  Press. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  Mapr  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Centleman  if  he  will  state  the  terms 
of  that  Beeolution  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Member  is  as  much  in  possession  of  the 
Besolution  as  myself. 

Me.  SEXTON  (Belfast  W.):  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  if  these 
prisoners.  District  Inspector  Somerville 
and  Constable  Ward,  are  receiving  in 
Cork  Gaol  the  treatment  of  ordinary 
untried  prisoners  ?   

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  presume 
they  are ;  but  I  do  not  know.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  any  anxiety  in  the 
matter  he  can  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

EJECTMENTS  (IRELAND)— THE  MAR- 
QUESS OP  DOWNSHIRE'S  ESTATES, 
00.  DOWN. 

Mb.  MOABTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  CSkief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  ia  JSi 
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ia  whieh  it  is  stated  that  processes  of 
ejectmeats  had  been,  on  the  previous 
Baturday,  served  on  about  70  tenants  of 
*'The  Seven  Townlands,"  near  Dun- 
Hrum,  County  Down,  on  the  estate  of  the 
Trustee  of  the  Marquess  of  Downshixe ; 
whether'  any  reduction  of  rent  was 
^fifored  to  these  tenants ;  whether  any  of 
the  tenants  so  sued  owe  more  than  one 
year's  rent ;  and,  if  so,  how  many ;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  these  and 
other  cases  where  the  tenants  are  sued 
for  rent  which  they  cannot  pay,  the  Go- 
vernment will  bring  in  a  provisional 
measure  to  empower  the  Judges  to 
adjourn  ejectment  proceedings  for  the 
recovery  of  rent,  pending  legislation  on 
the  subject? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  the  paragraph 
except  by  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
I  do  not  think  it  part  of  my  duty  to  in- 
quire into  the  particulars  of  special 
transactions  between  landlords  and  ten- 
(mts.  Oertain  of  the  proposals  whieh 
the  Goveniment  have  to  make  in  refer- 
ence to  land  in  Ireland  will  be  brought 
into  the  House  of  Lords  on  Thurs^y 
'next,  when  hon.  Members  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  satisfying  a  uuriosity 
which  I  admit  to  be  legitimate. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-  TELEGBAPH 
ESTABLISHMENTS  AT  WATERFORD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whe- 
ther the  postal  and  telegraphic  estab- 
lishments at  Waterford  are  still  ranked 
in  the  second  class,  notwithstanding  that 
the  Betuma  taken  last  year  show  the 
work  transacted  to  be  sufficient  to  war- 
rant the  first  class  being  applied ;  whe- 
ther, when  the  late  Mr.  Fawoett's  scheme 
for  ihe  revision  of  offices  was  issued  in 
1881,  Mr.  Baines,  of  the  Qeneral  Post 
Office,  who  superintended  its  applica- 
tion, included  Waterford  among  the 
offices  to  be  promoted,  possessing  as  it 
did  the  necessary  qualification  in  high 
class  instruments  and  direct  telegraphic 
communication  with  London ;  whether, 
•  in  oonsequenoe  of  the  strenuous  opposi- 
.  tion  of  Mr.  G-uinness,  Surveyor  of  the 
Southern  (Ireland)  District,  Waterford 
was  struck  out,  but  on  consideration 
that  it  would  be  restored  when  Limerick 
obtained  tiie  neoeesary  qualification b, 
,  and  if  Uiia  promise  is  stiU  unfulfilled ; 
whether  the  reoMit  rovisioa  of  the  eetab- 

Mr.  W  Carton 


lishments  confers  ooly  two  clerkships  in 
a  sta£F  of  34,  while  ^iglish  offices  with 
a  smaller  stafiF  have  three  times  the 
number  of  superior  appointments ;  and, 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Department 
to  improve  the  prospects  of  the  general 
body  of  the  staf^  and  remove  me  dis- 
content wbioh  now  prevails  ? 

Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University):  AU 
the  officers  consulted  in  1881  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Waterford  office  should 
be  ranked  in  List  B.  In  November 
last  I  revised  the  establishment,  in- 
creasing the  number  of  clerks  by  two 
to  the  present  number  of  four,  which 
was  all  that  the  work  of  the  office 
required.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  English 
offices  with  a  smaller  staff  have  three 
times  the  number  of  superior  appoint* 
ments.  The  office  is  still  properly 
ranked  in  List  B  ;  and  I  should  not,  I 
think,  be  warranted  now  in  reoonsider- 
ing  my  deeisiou  of  November  last 

POST  OPnOE  -  TELEGRAMS— SHORT- 
ENED   TELEORAPHIO  ADDRESSES 
FOR  THIS  HOUSE. 
Sib  EICHAKD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  he  will  be.  good  enough  to  state  whfr 
ther  he  has  had  any  furtner  eonanltation 
with  the  authorities  of  the  House  witii 
reference  to  the  adoption  of  a  shortened 
telegraptiio  address  for  tdegrams  ad- 
dressed to  hon.  Members  at  the  House  7 
The  postmaster  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University) :  X 
havo  been  informed  by  the  Speaker  that 
it  will  bo  for  the  general  convenience  if 
the  word  "  Commons "  could  be  regis- 
tered for  telegrams  addressed  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  I  have  given 
instrnctions  aooordingly. 

POST  0FFI0B-8UNDAT  DELIVERY  OF 
LETTEB8— POSTMEN'S  WAOES. 

Me.  cavendish  BBNTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  in  the  event  of  its 
being  decided  to  discontinue  the  Sunday 
delivery  of  letters  throughout  the  Coun- 
try, a  proportionate  reduction  in  the 
wages  of  the  postmen  will  not  necee- 
sarily  follow  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiebs)  (Cambridge  University^ :  In 
fixing  the  wages  postmen,  it  is  the 
practice  to  tase  into  aooonnt  vhethec 
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or  not  tbey  have  any  work  on  Sunday. 
If  the  Sunday  delivery  of  letters  were 
diaoontinued  throughout  the  country, 
and  postmen  were  relieved  of  all  work 
on  Sunday,  it  would  oertainly  be  neces- 
sary to  consider  whether  the  wages  of 
the  men  who  now  work  on  Sunday,  and 
who,  of  course,  form  the  great  majority 
of  the  postmen,  should  not  undergo  a 
pnqiortionate  reduction. 

COLONIAL  CONFEBEKOB— AUSTSA.- 
LIAN  OPINION. 

Sib  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Oolonies,  Whether  a»  will  con- 
sider the  expression  of  Australian  opi- 
nion contained  in  Beuter's  telegram 
from  ICelboume,  published  in  yester- 
day's Timstj  and  make  public  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Oolonial  Conference, 
thus  taking  the  public  into  its  confidence 
from  the  outset ;  and,  whether  any  other 
Members  of  the  Qoverament,  beside  the 
Colonial  Minister,  will  take  part  in  the 
Conference  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  Houand)  (Hampstead) :  I  am 
glad  that  the  hon.  Baronet  has  asked 
this  Question,  as  there  seems  to  be  some 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  matters  re- 
ferred to.  It  was  clearly  explained  in 
my  Fredeoessor's  Circular  Despatch  in- 
viting the  Conference  that 

"  Baorecy  must  oonUnue  to  be  obMrred,  vith 
ngud  to  muy  of  tlie  defannve  meamres," 

the  consideration  of  which  is  one  of  the 
principal  objects  of  the  meeting  of 
Colonial  Bepresentatives  in  this  country. 
Further,  it  is  not  desirable  that  pro- 
posals and  tenders  for  mail  services  and 
telegraphic  communications  and  the  dis- 
cussion of  them  should  be  prematurely 
made  public.  And  it  is  no  less  im- 
portant that  questions  bearing  upon  the 
relations  of  this  country  with  Foreign 
Fowera  slwuld,  if  they  are  to  be  freely 
discussed,  be  considered  without  the 
necessary  publication  of  all  the  observa- 
tions that  may  be  made  and  all  the  in- 
formation that  may  be  given.  It  is 
intended  to  admit  reporters  on  the 
opening  day  of  the  Conference ;  but  on 
subsequent  days  two  official  reporters 
only  will  be  present.  But  it  is  proposed 
to  furnish  the  papers  with  a  prieit  of 
the  proceedings  of  each  day.  As  I  have 
before  stated,  the  Prime  Minister  and 
other  Members  of  the  Government  will 
be  present  at  the  opening;  and  Mem* 
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bers  of  the  Oovemment  wiU  attend  whoi 

the  Conference  have  under  discussion 
matters  affecting  their  Departments. 

THE  COLONIAL  OONFBBENOE  —  THE 
ROYAL  C0MUI8SI0N  ON  IMFBSUL 
DEFENCE. 

Hb.  0.  y.  MOKOAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Wliether,  in  view  of  the  &ot 
that  the  first  subject  for  discusrion  at 
the  Conference,  summoned  to  meet  on 
the  4th  of  April,  is  that  of  Imperial  De- 
fence, the  Bepresentatives  appointed  by 
the  Colonies  will  be  furnished  with  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  that  subject,  and 
presided  over  by  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon? 

The  SEOBETABY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  and 
the  evidence  brought  before  the  Com- 
missioners, must  be  still  treated  as  con- 
fidential. But  that  Beport  has  been 
taken  as  the  basis  of  the  different  re- 
eommendations  that  have  been  made 
from  time  to  time,  some  of  which  have 
already  been  carried  into  effect ;  and  it 
will  be  my  duty,  as  Fresidmt  of  the 
Conference,  to  state  fully,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  delegates,  all  that  has 
been  done  in  consequence  of  tho  Beport, 
and  to  bring  to  their  notice  what  mea- 
sures etiU  remain  to  be  taken. 

LOCAL  TAXATION— ASSESSMENT  OP 
CHAPECfi  Ain)  SCHOOLS  AT  HATLE, 
COKNWALL. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEtE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Local  Authorities  for  the  District  of 
Hayle,  in  Cornwall,  have  determined  to 
tax  all  the  chapels  and  schools ;  whe- 
ther in  any,  and  what,  cases  exemption 
from  such  taxation  is  admitted  by  the 
law ;  and,  whether  such  exemption 
shoidd  be  permitted  in  the  cose  of  those 
school-rooms,  belonging  to  certain  reli- 
gious denominations,  which  are  attached 
to  and  form  portions  of  the  chapels,  and 
are  used  simply  for  religious  instruction 
on  Sundays,  such  instruction  being  given 
without  ne  or  other  pageant,  nd  tho 
cliapels  and  adiools  being  etd^tiS  S&i 
maintained  by  Toluntarf  gIBghgi  t 

CJO'VT'^RNMENT  BOABD  [Mr.; 
(Tower  Ilaialetfl,  St^ 
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replied)  said:  The  Local  GoverDmeat 
Board  have  no  information  as  to  the 
proposed  action  of  the  Iiocal  Authori- 
ties in  the  district  of  Hayle  with  regard 
to  the  assesBment  of  chapels  and  soIwoIb. 
As  to  the  cases  in  which  there  is  an  ex- 
emption from  asseesment  to  the  ^oor 
rate  of  ohnroheSt  chapels,  meeting- 
honses,  or  ^mises  appropxiated  to 
public  religions  worship,  the  statutory 
provisions  will  be  found  in  the  3  &  4 
WiU.  ry.,  0.  30. 

SALMON  FISHING  (SCOTLAND). 

Mb.  a.  L.  BEOWN  (Hawick,  &o.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  salmon  fish- 
ings in  Scotland  are  the  property  of  the 
Crown ;  and,  whether,  when  such  pro- 
perties are  for  sale,  he  will  take  steps 
to  put  them  up  to  public  competition  ? 

The  SECHETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Salmon  fishings  in  Scot- 
land are  primd  faeie  the  pro;^rty  of  the 
Grown ;  but  a  large  proportion  of  them 
has  been  acquired  by  those  who  now 
possess  them  by  ancient  grant,  or,  more 
reoendy,  by  purchase  from  the  Crown. 
No  undertaJcing  can  be  given  that  when 
the  salmon  fiuiings  still  belonging  to 
the  Grown  are  for  sale  they  will  be  put 
up  to  public  competition.  The  mode  of 
sue  must  depend  upon  the  oircumstances 
of  each  case ;  but  it  has  been  assumed 
that  the  proprietois  of  the  «x  adverso 
lands  are  entitled  to  some  consideration 
when  a  prerogative  right  of  the  Crown 
affecting  their  properties  is  disposed  of. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &o.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  institute  proceedings 
against  river  proprietors  in  Scotland 
who  fish  for  salmon  on  parts  of  rivers 
for  which  they  have  no  Charters? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdohald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's XTniTermties) :  This  Question  re- 
lates to  a  matter  with  whic^  the  Lord 
Advocate  oonld  not  interfere.  The  in- 
terests of  the  Grown  in  rewd  to  salmon 
fishings  are  attended  to  oy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS  — BOY 
CLERKS. 

Mr.  OONYBEARE  (Oornwall,  Cam- 
borne) (for  Mr.  James  Stctart)  (Shore- 
ditch,  Hozton)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Treasury 
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will  extend  to  Civil  Service  Writers  the 
privilege  now  enjoyed  by  boy  clerks  in 
competing  amongst  themselveB  for  a 
limited  number  of  vaoanoies  in  the  exa- 
minations for  Lower  Division  Clerk- 
ships ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  Gop]riBt8,  under  the  exist- 
ing regulations,  are  allowed  to  dednct 
from  their  aotual  age,  when  competing 
for  Lower  Division  Glerkships,  any  time 
not  exceeding  five  years  which  they  may 
have  spent  as  registered  copyists  in  the 
Givil  Service.  They  have,  therefore, 
already  a  great  advantage  over  other 
competitors,  and  it  is  not  considered 
desirable  to  give  them  the  further  privi- 
lege proposed  by  the  hon.  Member. 

TBIAL8  BT  JURY  (IRELAND)— THE 

RETURN. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  grant  the 
Return  relating  to  Trials  by  Jury  (Ire- 
land), which  stands  on  the  Paper  for 
Monday  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sscinz) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am  informed 
that  the  information  tiiat  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  for  cannot  be  jovpared  from 
official  records;  and,  inaamnch  as  it 
would  have  to  be  based  on  matters  of 
opinion,  I  am  unable  to  hold  out  any 
hope  of  it  being  granted. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  any 
objection  to  give  a  Return  showing, 
without  any  comment,  the  number  of 
convictions  and  acquittals  at  the  last 
Spring  and  Winter  Assizes  in  Ireland  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  eaid,  if  Notice 
were  given  of  the  Question,  no  doubt 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
answer  it.   

Mn.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastle-on* 
Tyne)  inquired  whether  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  be  prepared,  in  the  course  of 
a  week  or  so,  to  provide  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  persons  committed  for  trial, 
convicted  by  juries,  and  so  forth  ;  and, 
whether  he  would  produce  it  before  the 
termination  of  the  debate  on  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  Bill? 

The  (3HIEF  SECRETARY  fMr.  A. J. 
Balfoub)  (Mani^ester,  E.)  replied,  that 
if  it  was  a  Retuin  that  the  Government 
could  furnish  it  should  be  done.  He 
would  inquire  into  the  matter ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
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there  were  difficulties  in  making  ont 
Bttch  a  Betarn  ao  that  it  would  be  in- 
telligible. 

OJ&DEB  OF  TSF  BAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— CRIMINAL 
LAW  AHENDUENT  (IRELAND)  BILL- 
UOTION  FOB  ITROEyOT. 

BESOLVnOK. 
ADJOTTBNED  DSBATE.     [FOURTH  KXQHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  the  Question  [22nd  March], 

"That  the  introduction  and  Beveral  stages  of 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill 
have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and 
Notices  of  Motion,  inclading  the  Rules  of  Fro- 
oednre,  whenever  the  Bill  shall  he  set  down  for 
connderation  by  the  Oovemment  as  the  flnt 
hnnnesB  of  the  day."— (Jfr.  WiUiim  ffmrff 
Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  ttie  word  "  That  **  to  the 
ond  of  the  QaeatioQ,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House  declines  to  set  aside  the  business  of 
the  Nation  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland, 
whilst  no  effectual  security  has  been  taken 
against  the  abuse  of  the  Iaw  by  the  exaction  of 
excessive  rents." — (Xr.  John  Morlay.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposal  to  be  left  ont  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  ranmtd. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  aaid,  that  whatever  might  be 
the  result  of  the  Division  upon  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  hon. 
Members  wonld  be  of  troinion  that  al- 
ready the  discussion  had  been  of  great 
service  to  the  House  and  the  country. 
It  had  forced  the  Government  to  lift  the 
veil  from  a  portion  of  their  policy  for 
Ireland,  and  to  disclose  to  them  part  of 
their  intentions  with  regard  to  land 
legislation.  It  had  also  enabled  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
to  follow  suit  upon  the  (Government,  and 
to  announce  on  his  part,  or  on  the  part 
of  the  Government— -he  was  not  quite 
sure  whioh — a  fuller  explanation  of  the 
Government  land  measure,  giving  them 
greater  detail  than  was  supplied  by  the 
right  hon.  Ctentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  He  could  not 
but  oonuaont  oa  the  extramdinttrr  Oon- 
stitntlwal  noval^  of  this  oowse.  Nerar 
in  hi*  leooUaottoQ  bad  aiu&  ft  m 
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been  pursued  in  that  House  as  that  of  a 
right  non.  (Gentieman  on  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench  expounding  at  greater 
length  than  the  Government  themselves 
a  Government  measure.  Nor  bad  it 
ever  occurred  that  a  Government  had  sat 
by  without  protest  and  heard  the  an- 
nouncement of  their  own  intentions  from 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  Probably  they  might 
have  further  explanation  of  the  same 
kind  from  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  later  on.  He  ventured  to 
hope  that  they  might  have  some  further 
announcement  of  a  Ministerial  policy 
from  that  other  Member  of  the  Dis- 
sentient liberals  who  for  the  moment 
appeared  to  be  in  the  confidence — if  not 
in  the  Ministzy— of  right  hon.  G«ntie- 
men  opposite.  The  ri^t  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birminghum 
devoted  some  part  of  bis  speech  to  prov- 
ing his  own  consistency  in  regard  to 
coercion,  and  to  throwing  some  doubt  on 
the  consistency  of  many  of  his  former 
Colleagues.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  had  voted  in  1881  and  in  1882 
for  coercioQ,  and  that  in  1885  be  was 
prepared  to  support  another  Coercion 
Bill.  Ko  doubt,  the  technical  record 
showed  the  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman  to  be 
perfectly  consistent ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  go  on  to  say  that 
there  were  certain  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  1885  who  were  strongly  op- 
posed to  a  policy  of  ooercion.  Some 
infoimation  on  that  point  was  at  the 
same  time  derived  from  statements 
which  appeared  in  Thg  Birmingham  Dmljf 
Pott — which  were  regarded  as  authorita- 
tive— and  which  were  certainly  never 
denied.  On  the  22nd  of  May,  1885, 
TAt  Birmingham  Dailg  Post  announced 
that— 

"  The  opposition  of  Mr.  Chamberlain  and  Sir 
Charles  Dilke  to  a  policy  of  coercion  is  unmis- 
takable, and  the  Kadical  section  have  made  ap 
their  minds  that  the  fullest  extent  they  can  go 
is  that  the  Crimes  Act  shall  mn  for  one  year 
only.  In  the  event  of  the  Goremment  not 
taking  this  step  they  will  resign  their  places.** 

Some  time  later  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  addressed 
a  meeting,  at  whioh  he  informed 
them  that,  with  the  Liberals,  coercion 
was  a  hateful  incident,  but  with  the 
Toriea  it  wu  a,  policy.  A  subse- 
quent annoftuottmefit  connected  htm  with 
ttua  d^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  West  Birmingham  and  Sir  Oh^les 
Bilke  in  taktne  up  that  attitude.  He 
could  not  say  whether  that  was  accurate, 
but  it  was  not  denied.  He  had  the 
privilege  of  being  a  Oolleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
West  BirmiDgham  at  tbat  time,  and  was 
closely  associated  with  him  in  many  poli- 
tical aims  and  objects  up  to  the  period 
that  the  Home  Rule  Question  was 
brought  before  Parliament  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  He 
then  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  and  he  agreed  on  a  great  many 
subjects,  and  especially  on  the  subject  of 
coercion ;  and  if  anyone  had  then  fore- 
told that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  in  the  year  1887  be  prepared  to 
support  a  Coercion  Bill  brought  in  by  a 
Conservative  Government,  he  would 
have  considered  snch  a  suggestion  as 
that  of  a  madman,  and  would  have 
asked  him  to  leave  his  room.  Like  the 
right  hon.  Member,  he  had  voted  for 
coercion  in  1881  and  1882.  When 
the  Coercion  Bill  was  introduced  in 
1881  the  circumatancoa  were  very  diflfe- 
rent  to  what  they  were  at  proaent. 
Crime  was  rife  throughout  Ireland ; 
witnesses  would  not  come  forward, 
and  juries  would  not  convict.  He  soon 
found  out,  however,  the  mistake  he  had 
made  in  voting  for  the  Bill,  and  he  had 
ever  since  regretted  having  done  so. 
He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  himself  went 
over  to  Ireland  at  the  beginning  of 
1882,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  late 
Mr.  Forater,  and  he  saw  the  mischief 
that  ooercion  was  doing.  He  went  to 
Longhrea,  and  was  struck  by  the  amount 
of  crime  that  prevailed  and  the  r^a- 
tions  that  still  existed,  in  spite  of  coer- 
cion, between  landlord  and  tenant.  He 
was  convinced  that  coercion  was  doing 
infinite  mischief  throughout  the  coun- 
try, uid  he  recollected  suggesting  to 
the  late  Mr.  Forster  at  the  time  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  drop  coercion,  to 
release  the  suspects,  and  to  pass  an 
Arrears  Act.  The  Government  did  not 
do  so  then ;  but  later  on  they  carried  an 
Arrears  Act,  accompanied,  however,  by 
a  Coercion  Act,  which  resulted  from  the 
l^cenix  Park  murders.  Any  person 
protesting  against  that  Act  at  that  time 
would  nob  have  been  listened  to ;  bat 
even  then  he  had  great  and  grave  mis* 
givings  as  to  its  ^visability.  He  fae- 
fievecT  that  it  would  have  been  better 
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then  to  trust  only  to  the  Arrears  Act. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  that  tlu 
Crimes  Act  of  1882  had  been  a  snocess ; 
in  his  opinion  any  good  that  had  taken 
place  had  been  the  result  of  the  Arrears 
Act.  It  might  be  that  the  Crimes  Act 
drove  agitation  below  the  surface ;  it 
had,  at  all  events,  created  a  strong  feel- 
of  disaffection  against  the  Government, 
and  led  to  many  evil  results.  One  effect 
had  been  entirdy  to  destroy  the  Liberal 
Party  in  Ireland.  Then  came  the  pro- 
posal in  1885  to  adopt  another  Coercion 
Act,  and  during  the  time  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  Government  were  discussing 
whether  there  should  be  one  or  not,  it 
turned  out  that  the  Tory  Leaders  had 
secretly  come  to  a  determination  to 
oppose  the  renewal  of  ooercion,  and  had 
made  an  agreement  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  the  result  of 
wluch  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  turned 
out  of  Office.  When  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment came  in  the^  did  not  propose 
coercion,  and  the  sequel  justified  them 
in  that  course.  It  was  quite  certain  that 
while  Lord  Carnarvon  was  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant a  very  great  improvement  took 
place,  which  was  even  greater  during 
Lord  Aberdeen's  term  of  Office.  Well, 
he  would  ask — what  had  arisen  between 
that  time  and  the  present  to  justify  a 
return  to  coercion  ?  All  the  difficulty 
which  had  since  happened  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  Government  would  not 
accept  the  measure  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell}  last 
autumn,  and  bad  failed  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  l^e  Irish  Members  to  remedy 
the  defecto  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and 
provide  for  the  extraordinary  agricul- 
tural emergency.  He  could  not  agree 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  that  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  had  been  a  gigantic  failure. 
In  his  opinion  it  had  been,  on  the 
whole,  a  just  and  sound  Act;  it  had 
already  done  a  great  deal  of  good,  and 
it  would  be  the  foundation  of  more  good 
throughout  Ireland.  The  Land  Act  had 
not  created  dual  ownership  of  land  in 
Ireland,  as  some  appeared  to  think ;  it 
had  only  given  legal  eanction  to  a  state  of 
things  which  existed  in  Ireland,  not  only 
in  Ulster,  but  in  other  parts  as  well.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Land 
Act  had  omne  into  existence  amid  con- 
siderable diffiotdties,  having  been  pre- 
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ceded  by  a  Ooflrcion  Bill,  which  had 
predisposed  the  Irish  people  against  it, 
and  in  that  way  done  much  to  prevent 
its  sucoeas.  Another  mistake  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Uid  Lothian  had  neglected  to  con- 
sult Irish  opinion  in  the  framing  of  that 
Act,  and  also  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  moved  to  it.  If 
they  looked  at  the  debate  upon  the  Act 
they  would  see  that  it  had  been  moved 
by  Irish  Members  to  include  lease- 
holders and  the  tenants  of  town  parks, 
and  it  bad  also  been  oontended  that 
the  term  of  jndidal  revi«on  was  too 
long,  and  that  it  should  be  reduced 
to  five  years.  These  contentions  had 
been  affirmed  by  Lord  Ciowper's  Com- 
mission, whether  the  Gorernment  ac- 
cepted them  or  not.  Other  Amendments 
had  been  pressed  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  which  the  House  would 
not  listen  to ;  and  it  was  his  belief  that 
if  on  that  occasion  they  had  listened  to 
the  Irish  Members,  and  taken  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  Ireland  from  them, 
the  Act  would  have  been  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, if  not  wholly,  a  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question,  and  would  have  been  a 
remedial  measure  of  far  greater  import- 
ance than  it  had  actual^  been.  As  it 
was,  howorer,  the  Act  had  been  a  mea- 
snreof  the  greatest  importance  tolreland. 
It  had  reduced  rente  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent, and  had  produced  what  he  might 
call  acommon  denomination,  which  would 
make  it  much  easier  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  future.  The  great  fall  in 
prices  which  bad  taken  place  had  not 
been  wholly  unexpected  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  For  shortly  after 
the  Land  Act  was  passed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  at  a  Oonvention  held  in 
Maryborough  on  the  16th  September, 
1881,  made  a  remarkable  speech,  and 
one  which  showed  there  were  wise  men 
in  IreUnd  who  predicted  the  difficulties 
whidi  were  coming.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  that  speech  said — 

"  He  thonght  the  toianta  had  belter  not  go 
into  the  Comu  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  rent 
flxed.  Bents,  he  aaid,  for  the  statute  term  of 
\6  yean  were  dangerom  for  the  tenants  to 
enter  upon.  They  were  at  Uie  commenoemeDt 
of  a  new  system  of  American  competition  in 
com  and  wheat,  and  no  one  would  know  whe- 
ther before  15  yean  Irish  land  woold  be  able  to 
pay  the  rents  or  not.  If  they  went  into  Court 
and  aaked  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  that 
application  were  granted,  the  statutory  term 
would  be  fixed  for  15  years;  and  if  after  fire  or 
six  years  they  found  they  were  unable  to  pay 


the  rent  fixed,  what  position  would  they  bo  in 
for  obtainiag  the  motal  sympathy  of  the  world 
if  the  landlord  was  able  to  point  to  thdr  own 
aetion  as  the  cause  of  these  intolerable  and  im- 
posidble  rents  F" 

That  was  an  interesting  statement  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  make,  and  a  wise 
prediction  of  what  had  actually  oocnrred. 
Nobody  now  would  deny— after  reading 
the  evidence  given  before  Lord  Cowper^ 
Commission— that  a  very  serious  emer- 
^noy  had  arisen  in  Ireland,  resulting 
in  very  great  difficulties  to  the  tenants 
of  that  country,  and  imposing  upon  that 
House  the  necessity  of  providing  a 
remedy.  The  Commissioners  had  not 
only  pointed  out  the  very  serious  fall 
in  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce 
amounting  to  16^  per  cent,  but  also  a 
number  of  other  concurrent  circum- 
stances tending  to  increase  the  difficulties 
of  the  tenant.  The  question  then  was, 
whether  the  whole  of  the  loss  which  the 
tenants  had  admittedly  sustained  ought 
to  fall  on  one  of  the  two  parties  to  the 
dual  ownership  of  land  f  Parliament 
had  legalized  a  system  of  dual  owner- 
ship, but  they  must  take  that  system 
with  all  its  conditions ;  and  one  of  those 
conditions  was  this — that  if  a  serious 
fall  of  prices  occurred  wh(^y  unex- 
pected after  the  determination  of  rent, 
it  was  not  fkir  or  just  that  Uie  whole  of 
that  loss  should  fall  only  on  one  of  the 
parties.  It  was,  thererore,  incumbent 
upon  Parliament  to  do  something  to 
amend  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  to 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  tenant  far- 
mers. Now,  all  the  difficulties  which 
formed  the  foundation  of  the  Govern- 
ment's measure  of  coercion  arose  from 
the  agrarian  question.  Those  difficulties 
would  have  been  far  greater  but  for  the 
very  great  pressure  put  by  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  upon  the  landlords  to 
reduce  their  rents,  and  for  which  he 
ought  to  have  the  gratitude  of  Uie 
people  of  Ireland,  and  also  of  this 
country.  What  had  occurred  on  Lord 
Glanrioarde's  property  was  an  illustra- 
tion of  what  went  on  in  Ireland.  Some 
time  ago  he  stated  publicly  that  Lord 
Clanricarde  had  declined  to  make  any 
abatement  to  his  tenants  ;  that  he  had 
reason  to  believe  his  Lordship's  own 
agent — Mr.  Joyce — had  recommended 
that  there  should  be  an  abatement ;  and 
that  if  he  had  done  so  the  whole  countiy 
would  have  been  quiet.  Lord  Claiu^ 
carde  wrote  to  the  papws  to  say  that  f 
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vas  untruthful  in  making  such  a  state- 
ment, and  that  the  statement  was  not 
in  accordance  with  fact.    On  turning, 
however,  to  the  evidence  b^ore  tiie 
Boyal  Commission,  be  found  he  was 
fully  juBti&ed  ia  fats  statemont.  Mr. 
Joyce  stated  before  the  Oommission  that 
he  had  recommended  Lord  Glanricarde 
to  make  small  abatements  of  rent,  but 
that  Lord  Glanricarde  had  declined  to  do 
BO  ;  and  he  added,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion put  by  Mr.  Knipe,  that  "  if  that 
abatement  had  been  given  the  whole 
country  would  hare  been  c^uiet."  The 
oonae^uence  was  that  evictions  took 
placet  scenes  of  disturbance  ensued,  and 
£1,400  was  spent  by  the  Oovemment  in 
oar  hire  for  the  convOTance  of  the  police 
and  bailiffs  engaged  in  them.  Even- 
tually 74  persons  were  sent  for  trial  in 
connection  with  these  disturbances,  and 
by  means  of  packed  juries,  were  sen- 
tenced to  terms  of  imprisonment  varying 
from  12  to  18  months.    Later,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  strong  letter  from  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  Lord  Cianricarde  consented  to 
makeareductionof  20  per  cent;  but  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  if  he  had  done 
this  a  few  weeks  before  the  disturbances 
in  question  would  have  been  completely 
avoided.   In  his  opinion,  the  story  of 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Glanricarde  and  the 
Woodford  evictions  constituted  a  mon- 
strous oaseof  in^'ustice,  and  what  he  asked 
vasthia — was  it  right  and  just  to  give 
any  further  faoiEties  to  men  like  Lord 
Olanziowde  to  exact  rents,  or  was  it  not 
wiser,  in  the  ciroumstanoea  of  Ireland,  to 
legislate  in  the  interest  of  tiie  tenant 
farmers  at  the  present  time?  He 
thought  there  could  be  but  one  answer 
to  that  question.   Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham had  enlarged  .and  explained 
the  Government  proposals  with  regard 
to  land  legislation ;  but  even  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation  it 
was  difficult  to  understand  the  exact 
nature  of  those  proposals.    It  would 
appear  that  something  in  the  nature  of 
bankruptcy  proceedings  was  to  take 
place — that  the  Oourt  on  eviction  was 
to  be  entitled  to  proceed  upon  some 
equitable  bankruptcy  jurisdiction  and  to 
remit  rent  in  certain  cases.   That  might 
be  a  very  large  or  a  very  small  proposal. 
If  it  was  a  large  proposal,  it  moat  cuosely 
approximated  to  the  scheme  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork ;  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  a  very  small  one,  it  would  be 


totally  useless.  He  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  conuder  whether  on  the  whole 
it  would  not  be  wiser  at  once  to  adopt  tiie 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — 
supported  as  it  was  by  the  reoommenda- 
tion  of  Lord  Cowper's  Commission- 
rather  than  the  proposal  which  they  had 
now  under  consideration,  which  appeared 
to  have  come  to  them  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  and  which,  in 
all  probability,  would  be  inadequate  for 
the  occasion.  His  right  hon.  Friend  very 
well  and  sufficiently  explained  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Liberal  Party  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
ana  the  question  of  coercion  when  he 
said — and  ne  thanked  him  for  the  words, 
which  seemed  to  suggest  his  own  ideas 
and  wishes  on  the  subject,  if  he  were 
not  trammelled  by  other  unfortunate 
connections — 

"  Ths  IdbemI  Party  object  to  any  meunrs 
ia  the  nature  of  a  Coercion  BUI  iintil,at  all 
events,  the  remedial  l^ialation  whiehtiiey  deiira 
has  been  Baceessfolly  pasBed." 

That  appeared  to  exactly  point  out  the 
present  position  of  the  Liberal  Forty  on 
the  subject.  His  right  hon.  Friend  pro* 
ceeded  to  state  the  principal  orgumeots 
on  which  this  was  founded ;  but  he 
omitted  altogether  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant arguments  on  which  they  based 
their  present  objection  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government — namely,  that  coer- 
cion, especially  at  this  moment,  would 
inevitably  ruin  the  remedial  measures. 
It  was  on  this  point  mainly  that  he  re- 
lied for  his  objections  to  the  course  of 
the  Government  on  the  present  ocoanon, 
and  for  his  contention  that  by  proceed- 
ing to  coercion  they  would  do  infinite 
mischief  to  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land. That  was  the  strongest  reason 
which  weighed  with  him  against  coercion 
at  the  present  time.  It  was,  he  thought, 
the  lesson  which  they  learat  from  the 
legislation  since  the  Act  of  Union.  The 
cause  bad  been  the  same  in  nearly  every 
case ;  Irish  grievances  and  Irish  de- 
mands had  been  refused  at  the  time 
when  the  demands  were  made  in  a  Con- 
stitutional way.  In  consequence  agri- 
cultural agitation  and  disturbance  and 
outrue  had  occurred.  England  tiien 
found  it  necessary  to  legislate;  but  while 
lemed^ng  the  grievances  it  had  asso- 
ciated its  reme£e8  with  coercion.  He 
knew  that  it  had  been  the  doctrine  of  a 
certain  Mass  of  Whig  statesmen 
early  times— of  whom  the  noble  Uar- 
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qaess  the  Uember  for  Bossendale  was 

now  tlie  exponent — that  we  must  put 
down  disorder  in  Ireland  a  "judicious 
mixture  "  of  coercion  and  remedial  legis- 
lation ;  but  it  had  always  been  an  un- 
Bound  one  and  a  great  mistake,  uid  it 
would  have  been  far  wiser  in  every  case 
to  have  postponed  coercion,  at  all  events, 
until  they  had  seen  the  effect  of  their 
remedial  measures.  It  was  the  doctrine 
of  Lord  Grey  and  Mr.  Stanley  in  1833, 
and  of  many  other  statesmen  since ;  but 
it  had  always  failed,  and  always  would 
fail.  He  would  quote  on  this  point  a 
few  words  from  a  Conservative  states- 
man, delivered  in  1833,  on  Lord  Qrey'a 
Ooercion  Bill.  The  tithe  agitation  was 
then  raging  violently  in  £vland,  and 
the  GKtvemment  had  promised  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject ;  but  meanwhile uey 
brought  in  a  Coercion  Bill  to  put  down 
disoraer.  Mr.  BulwerLytton,  afterwards 
Lord  LyttoD,  in  a  vezy  remarkable 
speech,  said  that— 

"  The  aaeaUoa  is  bow  disorder  sad  anarchy 
in  Irelaaa  are  to  be  put  down.  The  Goverc- 
ment  my  by  coardon  tempered  bjr  ooncessioii. 
I  say  by  eoncesrion,  and  concsssion  cmly.  I 
am  Bore  that  no  people  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
can  be  governed  by  the  qrstem  which  Uis 
Majesty's  MiniaterB  propose.  To-day  coercion 
—to-morrow  conoeasion.  .  .  *  You  flatter  yoar> 
aelves,  that  under  shelter  of  those  laws  you  will 
be  able,  with  effect,  to  apply  you  remedial 
measoret :  it  is  jnst  the  reverse— the^  will 
blight  all  your  remedies,  and  throw  their  own 
wiuiering  shadows  over  all  your  eoaoeasions." 
—{3Sati»ari,  [ij]  1234-1238.) 

AU  the  remedies  tried  by  the  Libe- 
ral Government  failed  till  Lord  Mel- 
bonme  came  into  Office,  and  dropped 
coercion  and  too^  the  Irish  Leaders 
into  his  confidence  and  governed  Ire- 
land through  them.  The  same  lesson 
resulted  from  every  other  attempt  to 
precede  remedial  measures  with  coercion. 
But  there  was  one  other  argument  he 
would  state,  and  that  was  that  the  pre- 
sent occasion  differed  from  any  other  that 
had  hitherto  occurred  when  Coercion  Acts 
had  been  carried.  He  had  searched 
through  all  the  oases  of  the  86  Ooercion 
Acts  which  had  been  passed  since  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  he  found  that  there 
was  not  a  mogle  Act  which  had  been 
passed  by  a  Fartj  vote,  or  otherwise 
than  by  the  most  unanimous  vote  of  the 
English  and  Scotch  Members.  In  the 
few  cases  where  it  had  been  tried  to 
carry  such  a  measure  against  any  large 
■eetion  of  English  &a3.  Scotch  Members 
U  had  failed.  Thus,  in  ISM,  Lord  Grey 
iras  eompelled  to  n^thidniw  hie  Boooaa 


Coercion  Bill,  and  had  to  resign  OfRce, 
because  a  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was  against  him,  and  Sir  Bobert  Feel 
was  defeated  in  1846  on  a  Ooercion  Bill 
by  a  combination.  But  there  had  not 
been  a  single  case  in  which  a  Ooercion 
Bill  had  been  carried  otherwise  than  by 
practical  unanimity.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  already 
pointed  out  that  in  no  single  case  had  a 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  been  op- 
posed to  a  Coercion  Bill.  The  Act  of 
1833  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  466 
to  89,  of  whom  41  only  were  Irish  Mem- 
bers. In  1881,  36  Members  only  voted 
against  coercion,  of  whom  three  only 
were  English  Members  and  33  Irish. 
In  1882  tke  Ooeruon  Act  was  carried  by 
383  to  45,  of  whom  nine  only  were  Eng- 
lish Members.  The  GDvemment  were 
now  going  to  attempt  to  carry  a  mea- 
sure against  86  out  of  100  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  Had  they  considered  the  cost  of 
this,  and  appreciated  the  results?  A 
measure  going  to  Ireland  with  the  prac- 
tically unanimous  vote  of  English  and 
Scotch.  Members  would  carry  great  force 
with  it ;  but  a  measure  going  to  Ireland 
carried  by  a  Party  vote,  and  with  five- 
sixths  of  the  Irish  Members  against  it, 
would  carry  no  weight  and  no  sanc- 
tion. It  could  not  but  have  most 
serious  effects.  He  should  fear  to  pre- 
dict the  consequences.  An  hon.  Friend  of 
his  quoted  three  nights  ago  a  passage 
from  Lord  Macaulay  in  favour  of  coer- 
cion. He  preferred  Lord  Macaulay  when 
he  spoke  in  opposition.  There  was  a 
remarkable  passage  of  his  spoken  at  a 
time  when  it  was  proposed  to  put  down 
the  repeal  agitation  by  force.  He  said— 

"  Force  will  not  suffice.  You  cannot  govern 
a  gallant  nation  by  the  Law  of  Quarter  Sessions ; 
because  it  is  in  vain,  though  you  have  law  on 
your  side,  if  you  have  the  people  against  you. 
There  is  only  one  ^wer  that  can  make  the  law 
strong,  and  that  is  the  consent  of  those  for 
whmn  the  law  is  made." 

This  was  a  consideration  of  a  serious 
character ;  and  he  asked  the  Government 
— he  asked  the  noble  Marquess  l^e 
Member  for  Bossendale — to  consider  the 
effect  of  the  measure  the^  were  now 
about  to  propose — to  consider  its  effect 
in  Ireland  when  going  to  it  with  that 
little  sanction.  He  was  lost  in  wonder 
at  his  noble  Friend,  as  one  of  the  tradi- 
tional WbigB  of  the  country,  adopting 
so  p«nl0^  a  course — one  so  opposed  to 
QToyp^lMple  of  popular  government. 

IFourth  Night.'] 
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In  his  homble  opinion  the  Ooercion  Act 
could  not  fail  to  be  mischievous  in  the 
highest  degree.  It  would  aggravate  a 
hundredfold  the  difficulties  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  worst  of  all,  it  must  absolutely  ruin 
and  blight  the  prospeota  of  whatever 
priomple  of  good  there  might  be  in  the 
best  of  remedial  measures. 

Me.  T,  W.  EtrSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  it  had  been  stated  last  night  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Derry  (Ur. 
Mulholland)  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Unionist  Members  for  the  Province 
of  Ulster  that  no  drastic  measure  of  land 
reform  was  required  by  that  Province. 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  desired  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  dissociating 
himself  from  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  to  state  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  House  his  convic- 
tion that,  unless  a  very  drastio  measure 
of  land  reform  was  introduced  and  car- 
ried, the  Ulster  tenant  farmers  would  be 
totally  destroyed  and  lost.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen among  whom  be  sat  appeared  to 
be  perfectly  dear  as  to  the  course  they 
ought  to  pursue  on  this  matter.  He 
wished  he  could  share  their  feelings  and 
enjOT  their  apparent  peace  of  mind. 
The  Party  to  which  they  belonged  had 
forged  most  of  the  86  Gownon  Acts 
which  had  appeared  on  the  Statute  Bool:. 
They  were  asked  to  believe  that  now 
they  had  turned  over  a  new  leaf,  that 
they  had  entered  upon  a  new  stage,  and 
that  they  were  done  for  ever  with  all  that 
sort  of  thing.  They  proposed  the  sharp 
and  decisive  remedy  of  throwing  the 
Irish  problem  into  a  seething  cauldron, 
and  trusting  that  what  went  into  the 
cauldron  black  would  come  out  white. 
Like  the  illustrious  author  of  The  Apo- 
logui,  they  went  through  seas  of  trouble 
when  they  did  their  own  thinking ;  but, 
like  that  eminent  man,  now  that  they 
had  learnt  the  virtue  of  obedience  and 
the  duty  of  surrender  to  authority,  all 
was  peace,  and  th^  saw  their  wa^olear 
before  iJiem.  For  himself,  he  did  not 
share  their  clearness  of  sight,  nor 
had  he  their  sewning  peace  of  mind. 
He  apx»oaohed  the  consideration  of 
the  quwtion  unfettered  by  any  Elec- 
tion pledges.  [/rofiMo/  eMtrs.j  The 
jeers  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  pleased  bim  more  than  their 
cheers;  and,  what  was  more  to  the 
purpose,  they  pleased  his  constituents 
better.  Not  having  learnt  the  Irish 
Quettion  by  meau  of  a  holiday  tour,  he 


was  aware,  in  June  and  July  last,  that 
the  Nationsl  League  aimed  at  making 
all  government  in  Ireland  impossible ; 
and  on  every  platform  on  which  he 
stood  he  declared,  and  with  the  warm 
approval  of  those  who  listened  to  him, 
that  if  the  law  proved  weak  and  un- 
suitable, he  would  vote  to  strengthen 
it  and  make  it  suitable,  and  to  make  it 
apply  to  priest  and  peasant  alike.  That, 
he  supposed,  was  flat  blaq)hemy  to  hon. 
Members  below  Ihe  Gangway.  What 
was  he  to  do  under  those  ciroumstanoea 
in  the  present  eme^fencyf  He  had 
listened  with  admiration  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley^ ;  but  what  was  the 
pith  of  it  ?  The  nght  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  Tuesday  night,  admitted  that  one* 
eighth  of  the  total  area  of  Ireland  was  in 
a  disturbed  state.  When  the  Assizes  had 
to  be  adjourned,  when  trial  by  jury  was 
admitted  to  be  a  farce,  when  contracts 
were  openly  scouted,  when  shop  debts 
were  almost  irrecoverable,  and  ordinary 
morality  was  set  aside,  the  disturbance 
of  social  order  could  not  be  denied  to 
exist  over  that  area.  But  what  of  parts 
of  the  country  not  included  in  that  area? 
They  were  told  by  holiday  touiista  that 
the  National  Lftague  was  a'Oonstitutioiial 
body,  and  on  all-fours  with  the  Liberal 
Federation  or  the  Conservative  Ajssoda- 
tion.  Let  them  take  a  local  branch  of 
the  National  League  and  see  what  was 
their  ordinary  Sunday  work.  He  was 
not  quite  certain  that  a  good  many  hon. 
Members  had  not  been  humbugged  in 
Ireland.  He  would  tell  them  what  the 
National  League  did.  He  would  take 
a  local  branch  outside  the  prencribed 
district,  and  show  what  their  Sunday 
work  was,  and  he  was  speaking  of  what 
he  knew.  A  judgment  in  a  family  dis- 
pute was  solemnly  given  by  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls  in  Dublin,  and  the  local 
branch  of  the  League  presumed,  on  the 
following  Sunday,  to  sit  and  reverse 
that  judgment,  and  the  authority  of 
the  kwal  brandi  of  the  League  was  of 
more  weufht  and  power  than  the  de- 
cision of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls.  That 
was  Constitutional  action,  was  it  ?  Did 
the  Liberal  Federation  do  work  like 
that  ?  He  would  take  the  same  local 
branch  of  the  League.  Three  tenants 
sold  their  interest  in  their  farms  three 
years  ago,  and  went  to  America.  They 
came  bai^  to  ^iaud  a  few  monttu 
ago  and  claimed  their  fanns;  and  on 
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Sunday  the  local  branch  of  the  Leagae 
ordered  the  BoUcitor  to  produce  the 
deeds,  and  sat  in  judgment  on  the 
quration  whether  the  farms  should  be 
rratored  to  men  who  had  got  the  money 
for  them  and  gone  to  America.  Was 
that  the  kind  of  work  which  the  liberal 
Federation  or  the  Oonaerrative  Asso- 
ciation professed  to  do?  How  about 
B(^ootting  ?  Respecting  that,  he  wished 
to  c^uote  the  testimony  of  the  Her.  Oanon 
Ghnffin,  of  Millatreet,  who  was  not  very 
popular  with  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
G-angway ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  a 
priest,  because  he  dared  to  be  an  honest 
man  and  refused  to  bow  the  knee  to  the 
Baal  of  the  National  League,  was  not 
to  be  believed  in  that  House.  When 
examined  before  the  Commissioners, 
Canon  Griffin  was  asked — "And  rents 
are  being  paid  ?  "   He  answered — 

"Well,  I  must  Bay  that  during  the  entire 
Rotation  the  rents  were  fairly  paid,  and  any 
distorbances  that  took  place  in  that  district  were 
not  caused  so  mnch  by  dispates  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  as  by  trade  pealousies,  which 
caused  a  great  deal  of  Boycotting." 

Asked  whether  he  could  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  Boycotting,  he  said — 

"  That  has  been  very  extennvely  practised  in 
my  parish,  and,  in  fact,  it  has  been  the  curse 
there  for  the  last  five  or  six  years." 

Asked — "  Does  it  continue  in  the  same 
force  ?  "  He  replied—"  Yes ;  it  does." 
Next  he  was  asked — 

"  Is  it  aimed  at  persons  who  transgress  the 
edicts  of  the  League,  or  on  what  account  is  it 
effected  P" 

He  answered — 

"  It  commenced,  I  think,  through  trade 
jealousy  in  the  town  against  one  shopkeeper 
who  was  a  very  large  trader  there,  and  a  very 
large  former,  but  not  a  load-grabbor  in  any 
way.'* 

He  further  stated  that 

"  the  man's  trade  was  nearly  rained  as  far  as 

his  shop  business  was  concerned ;  " 

and  also  that  the  school  in  the  town  was 
Boycotted  and  broken  up,  because  the 
schoolmaster  was  a  witness  in  a  case  of 
Boycotting,  tried  at  Cork  Assizes,  and 
aimply  told  the  truth.  The  system  of 
Boycotting  was  followed  by  murders, 
which  were  its  ultimate  sanction  and 
only  authority,  and  it  was  in  issuing 
Boycotting  notices  and  edicts  that  the 
local' branches  of  the  Leagae  spent  their 
Sundays.  WaethatOonstttntional work? 
But  they  were  told  that  outrage  had 
diminiahed ;  that  there  vras  no  suoh  case 
now  aa  then  waa  in  1861  aod  IfiBJ  for 


Law  ;  and  they  wero  asked  for  statietics 
shoeing  the  cause  assigned  for  the  de- 
maud  for  coercive  legislation,  when,  as  it 
was  said,  outrage  had  diminished.  But 
what  did  the  cessation  of  outrage  mean  ? 
It  was,  to  a  great  extent,  true  that  it 
had  ceased;  but  to  his  mind  the  fact 
covered  a  terrible  truth.  WJiy  had  out- 
rage ceased  f  Because  of  the  alliance 
between  the  National  League  and  the 
official  Liberal  Party  in  England.  That 
alliance  never  could  have  been  main- 
tained had  crime  and  outrage  stalked 
red-handed  through  the  land.  ["  Hear, 
hear!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  better 
wait  until  he  finished  the  sentence. 
The  conscience  of  the  Liberals  of  Eng- 
land would  not  have  tolerated  it ;  .there- 
fore, the  outrages  ceased,  and  intimida- 
tion and  Boycotting  took  their  place. 
But  the  power  that  could  stop  outrage 
in  that  way  must  hare  some  knowledge 
of  the  criminals.  If  the  League  had 
the  power  to  restrain  them,  how  fearfid 
was  its  guilt  in  the  past — how  terrible 
would  be  its  responsibility  in  the  future. 
Admitting  the  truth  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  area  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (llr.JohnMorley),  he,  for  one, 
held  that  a  case  had  been  made  out  for 
interference  of  some  kind.  He  was  told 
that  coercion  had  always  failed.  He 
asked,  did  the  Westmeath  Act  fail  ? 
Did  the  Act  of  1882  fail?  When  did 
these  outrages  cease?  They  ceased 
when  they  got  the  power  to  change 
the  Tenue  and  when  the  treason- 
mongers  and  the  murderers  were 
brought  from  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland  to  Green  Street,  Dublin,  for  trial. 
["  Oh,  oh  ! "]  He  was  speaking  that 
which  he  knew,  and  he  said  that  the  Act 
of  1882  did  its  work  aa  well  as  any  Act 
that  ever  passed,  and  that  the  evil  system 
began  afresh  when  that  Act  unfortu- 
nately expired,  and  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  (the  Conserrative)  side  of 
the  House  refused  to  Lord  Spencer  the 
power  which  they  ought  to  bare  given 
him.  Well,  what  shape  should  the  ne- 
cessary interference  now  take?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newoastle-on- 
Tyne  declared  for  land  reform  as  against 
what  he  called  coercion.  He  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  himself  was  in  favour  of  land 
reform  of  the  most  drastic  character.  He 
did  not  believe  tbn-t  either  the  Act  of 
1870  or  the  Act  of  1881  had  been  a  total 
failure ;  he  never  would  subscribe  to  any 
Buoh  vtatemfflkt  ioside  or  outside  that 
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HouBe,  and  lie  should  like  to  Icnow  what 
the  state  of  Ireland  wtmld  have  been  if 
they  had  not  had  theActof  1881  ?  He, 
too,  had  read  the  evidence  taken  br 
liOrd  Oowper's  Commiesion;  and,  with 
that  evidence  before  them,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  culpable  in  the 
highest  degree  had  they  introduced  a 
Bill  for  increasing  the  stringency  of  the 
Oriminal  Law,  and  allowed  the  Land 
Question  to  drift.  That,  however,  was 
not  their  declared  policy.  They  pro* 
posed  to  deal  with  crime,  to  restore 
freedom  to  the  individual,  to  enable 
every  man  to  exercise  his  judgment 
ireely  and  without  fear,  to  bring  to 
Bwift  and  stern  justice  those  who  repre- 
sented the  "  Constitutional "  Assoda- 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boar- 
borongh  (Mr.  Bowntree) ;  and,  believing 
in  the  policy  of  restoring  the  reign  of 
law  ana  dealing  at  once  remedially  and 
effectively  with  the  Land  Question,  he, 
for  one,  should  vote  for  urgency  on  that 
question.  But  he  should  do  more  than 
that.  He  should  vote  for  urgency  as  re- 
quired by  the  Qovernment ;  but  he  would 
wait  to  see  the  Crimes  Bill  before  he 
would  make  up  his  mind  whether  he 
would  support  it  or  not.    What  did  he 

father  from  the  responsible  Minister  for 
reland  in  that  House  ?  This — that  the 
Government  intended  to  bring  forward  a 
Land  Purchase  Scheme.  That  appeared 
to  bo  what  was  wanted  to  finally  settle 
the  Irish  land  difficulty.  Now,  he  did  not 
think  there  were  half-a-dozen  Members 
in  Uiat  House  who  did  not  believe  that 
a  purchase  scheme  of  some  kind  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  question.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  throw  the  slightest 
obstacle  in  Uie  way  of  such  a  scheme. 
Let  them  take  any  witness  they  liked  in 
the  Cowper  Beport— and  he  had  care- 
fully gone  through  all  the  evidence  that 
was  taken  before  the  Commission — and 
they  would  find  that  they  one  and  all 
declared  for  Land  Purchase  as  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Land  Question.  Well,  that 
was  going  to  be  done— or,  rather,  the 
Government  had  announced  that  they 
were  going  to  try  to  carry  such  a  scheme 
of  purchase,  and  it  was  for  that  House 
to  say  whether  or  not  that  pW  shonld 
be  adopted.  He  was  not  going  to  cast 
stones  at  anyone  on  the  Oppositi<m  side 
of  the  House ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  ill  became  certain  hon.  (Gentlemen  ut- 
ting  on  the  Benches  near  him  to  sneer  at 
the  proposal  of  the  Qorerameiit  to  admit 
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the  leaseholders  fo  the  benefit  of  the 
liand  Act.  Who  but  the  GenUemen  sit- 
ting on  that  side  of  the  House  had  kept 

the  leaseholders  out  of  theprovisiona  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  ?  He,  therefore, 
welcomed  the  promise  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  leaseholders,  who 
had  borne  the  burden  almost  until  they 
could  bear  it  no  longer.  They  were  the 
flower  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  and  he 
rejoiced  that  the  Government  had  con- 
sented at  last  to  listen  to  their  passionate 
prayer.  The  hon.  and  learned  Membar 
forNorth  Longford  (Mr.T.  M.  Healy),  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  last  night,  said 
that  he  would  give  the  landlonu  of  Ire- 
land his  note  of  hand  for  as  much  land 
as  he  wanted.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Momber  was  then  speaking  a«if  he  wen 
on  behalf  of  the  farmers  of 


Ister;  but  he  (Mr.  Buseell)  moat  teU 
the  hon.  and  learned  Geutleman  that  h* 
had  no  authority  to  speak  for  the  farmers 
of  that  Province.  As  soon  as  they  got 
the  opportunity,  the  farmers  of  Ulstvr 
sent  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
Longford,  which  was  not  in  Ulster.  Th» 
farmers  of  Ulster  were  willing  to  pay  a 
fair  price  for  their  holdings.  What  was 
the  present  campaign  in  Ulster  P  It 
was  not  a  "  No  Bent"'  Campaign,  but  it 
was  a  "  Fair  Bent"  Campaign.  The  hon. 
Member  who  stated,  or  insinuated,  in 
that  House  that  the  tenant  fiumen  of 
Ireland,  and  especially  of  Ulster,  did 
not  wish  to  meet  their  engagements  did 
them  an  injustice ;  and  in  ^e  name  of 
the  farmers  of  Ulster  he  (Mr.  Basadl) 
repudiated  any  such  characterization  m 
their  hopes  or  wishes.  He  apologiaed 
to  the  House  for  intervening  in  the  da- 
bate  ;  but,  speaking  in  tiie  name  of  law- 
abiding  people  in  Ulster,  he  considered 
that  8  case  for  urgency  had  been  made 
out.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  deal  resolutely  and  firmly  with 
crime,  and  not  only  with  crime,  but  with 
incitements  to  crime  as  well ;  but,  at  ib.9 
same  time,  they  should  not  let  oat  of 
their  mind  the  thought  that  that  was  not 
the  solution  of  the  &sh  dtffieulty.  The 
solution  rested  on  the  Land  Qoeetkm ; 
to  that  Ministers  must  bend  thomswlTaB. 
and  in  that  they  must  succeed,  if  ^tj 
would  solve  it. 

Tus  LOBD  MAYOB  or  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  T.  D.  StTLLtTAn)  (Dublin,  OoUega 
Green)  said,  the  hon.  Ifembar  who  liad 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bus*^)  was  a 
temperance  orator.  Of  the  twnpwts 
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nature  of  the  man  the  Honse  had  manj 
opportanitiea  of  forming  a  judgment. 
That  hon.  Gentleman  had  ruined  the  tem- 
perance movement  in  Ireland.  He  ruined 
the  temperance  movement  in  Ireland  he 
was  Borry  to  say,  by  his  violence,  hisf oily, 
and  his  fanaticism.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  no 
right  to  Bp<^  for  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ulster.  Who,  forsooth,  had  that  right  ? 
The  Irish  Nationalists  were  the  majori^ 
of  the  Representatives  of  Ulster,  and, 
therefore,  they  or  any  man  among  them 
had  a  better  right  to  speak  for  the 
people  of  Ulster  than  the  hon.  Member. 
The  htm.  Member  sneered  and  jeered  at 
Hembers  who  paid  flying  visite  to  Ire- 
land; but  the  hon.  Monber  had  not 
long  been  in  that  conntiy  himself,  and 
if  he  ventured  to  correct  the  impressions 
of  those  who  paid  flying  visits,  then  the 
Irish  Members  who  were  bom  and  bred 
there  must  take  leave  to  correct  the  im- 
pressions of  the  hon.  Member.  They 
were  natives  of  Ireland,  like  their  fore- 
fathers ;  but  the  hon.  Member  was  not. 
In  saying  that,  he  had  no  desire  to 
throw  any  imputation  whatever  upon 
the  land  of  his  birth.  Time  was  when 
Scotland  and  England  seemed  to  be  very 
hostile  to  the  rights  and  claims  of  Ire- 
land and  its  people ;  but,  happily,  that 
state  of  things  bad  passed  away,  and 
they  were  now  proud  to  recognize  that 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lotiiian  introduced  Ms 
Home  BtUe  Bill  a  happy  diange  had 
taken  place  in  the  feelings  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  people.  Ireland  had 
now  honest  sympathizers  in  Britain,  but 
the  Party  opposite  desired  to  make 
the  feeling  of  animosity  eternal.  What 
was  it  they  argued  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  had  ad- 
mitted—  for  he  could  not  deny  it— 
that  outrages  had  greatly  declined. 
Bat  they  were  confronted  with  this 
state  of  droumstances — that  if  crime  was 
prevalent  that  was  a  serious  accusation 
against  the  Nationalist  Members;  if 
crime  was  not  prevalent  that  was  worse 
again.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
Irish  Kational  League  had  subjugated 
the  country,  and  that  it  was  because  of 
that  subjugation  there  was  an  absence 
of  crime.  If  it  was  a  fact  that  87  years 
after  the  Act  of  Union  the  National 
League — unsupported  by  bayonets  or 
cannon  —  was  able  to  supersede  the 
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written  law  of  the  British  Parliament  in 
Ireland,  what  evidence  did  it  give  with 
regard  to  the  system  and  the  condition 
of  government  that  had  prevailed  in 
that  country  during  all  that  time.  He 
maintained  that  outrages  and  dis- 
turbances were  inevitable  in  any  coun- 
try that  was  miegovemed,  misruled, 
and  grievously  oppressed.  Could  they 
have  in  any  part  of  the  world  such  a 
system  as  that  of  Irish  landlordism,  and 
have  peace,  happiness,  or  contentment 
among  the  people.  Gould  they  have 
such  a  system  of  rule  as  that  of  Dublin 
Castle,  and  have  no  crime  or  outrage  in 
the  country  ?  Such  a  thing  was  impos- 
sible. Some  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
revel  in  accounts  of  shootings,  maim- 
ings,  and  murderings ;  and  th^  would, 
apparently,  be  miserable  if  they  could 
not  do  it.  It  was  becoming  a  stale 
trick  to  produce  a  letter  from  someone 
whose  name  could  not  be  revealed. 
The  last  time  it  was  done  the  trick  pro- 
duced little  sensation,  and  it  appeared 
to  be  nearly  played  out.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  said  that  86  jaw- 
bones were  the  weapons  of  the  Irish 
National  Party.  When  it  came  to  a 
question  of  jaw  or  a  question  of 
bone,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
should  be  the  last  man  to  open  his 
mouth,  for  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  ven- 
tured to  say  that  in  the  matter  of  bone 
and  of  jaw  uie  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  aue  to  hold  his  own  with  any  man 
on  this  side  of  Orim-Tartary.  If 
Ireland  was  in  a  state  of  disorder  and 
of  disturbance  and  of  anarchy,  he  asked 
who  had  the  ruling  of  the  people?  If 
Ireland  was  in  a  state  of  anarchy  and 
disorder,  it  was  the  fault  of  the  British 
Parliament.  It  was  admitted,  and  could 
not  bedenied,  that  the  people  were  pretty 
much  what  circumstances  and  what 
history  had  made  them.  Who  had  had 
the  making  of  the  Irish  character  for  so 
many  hundreds  of  years  ?  Who  had 
had  the  ruling  of  these  people,  and  why 
were  they  now  found  to  be  disaffected — 
or  what  tiie  Tories  called  disloyal — 
engaging  in  combinations  regardless  of 
the  law  of  the  land  and  preferring  very 
much  the  law  made  for  themselves  by 
themselves  ?  The  ruling  of  Ireland  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment for  many  a  long  year,  for  87  years 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  a  pret^  mess  indeed  they  had  made 
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of  it.  Was  it  not  time  to  make  a  change? 
Had  not  this  experiment  of  ruling  Ire- 
land from  London  by  the  votes  and 
decision  of  people  who  knew  nothing 
of  the  countrj — was  it  not  time  that 
that  experiment,  which  had  proved  an 
utter  and  a  disastrous  failure,  should  be 

given  up,  and  that  recourse  should  be 
ad  to  another  and  yet  untried  course 
"which  there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
-would  produce  very  different  and  very 
much  Happier  results?  If  Ooercion 
Bills  had  not  been  tried  before  by  all 
means  try  them ;  but  if  86  or  87  of  them 
had  already  been  tried,  and  if  at  the  end 
of  them  all  Ireland  was  now  in  the  con- 
dition in  which  she  was  represented  to 
be,  was  not  that  fact  a  condemnation  of 
the  British  system  of  rule  and  of  their 
87  Coercion  Bills  ?  After  the  new  Coer- 
cion Bill  was  passed,  and  after  its  period 
expired,  what  was  to  be  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  ?  It  was  alleged  that 
by  virtue  of  this  impending  Act  of 
Parliament  the  Government  could  put  a 
large  number  of  Irishmen  into  gaol. 
That  was  no  new  experience  with  the 
Irish  people.  The  very  centres  and 
leaders  of  Irish  Kational  opinion  in  Ire- 
land— a  thousand  of  them  were  formerly 
put  into  gaol,  and  what  was  England  the 
better  for  it  to-day?  Had  the  heart  of 
the  Irish  people  been  intimidated  there- 
by ?  Had  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  race 
been  suppressed  ?  Had  the  desire  for 
Irish  National  independence  been  extin- 
guished ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  By  the  Qo- 
vernment's  own  showing  the  condition 
of  Ireland  to-day  was,  according  to  their 
point  of  view,  as  bad  and  as  barren  as 
ever  it  was.  In  these  circumstances  he 
read  a  condemnation  of  the  system  of 
rule,  or  rather  of  grevious  misrule  and 
hateful  oppression,  inflicted  upon  that 
country  so  long  by  the  dominant  power 
of  Qreat  Britain.  He  denied  that  there 
was  anarchy  in  Ireland.  He  denied 
that  the  moral  condition  of  tiie  country 
was  inferior  to  that  of  any  other  conntry 
on  the  face  of  the  earth.  He  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  unpleasant  or  invidious 
comparisons;  but  he  challenged  com- 
parison between  England  and  Ireland 
with  regard  to  all  crime  and  all  offences 
outside  the  range  of  political  and 
agrarian  matters.  There  was  a  good 
deal  that  was  disturbed,  unsatisfactory, 
and  unpleasant  in  relation  to  those  two 
things ;  but  the  explanation  was  to  be 
found  in  the  state  ta  agrariao  and  poll- 


tical  legislation.  He  had  heard  frequent 
references  in  that  Houao  to  tlie  Tea 
Commandments.     Any  references  to 
the  Ten  Commandments  were  usually 
cheered  to  the  echo  by  the  virtuous  Totr 
Party ;  but,  taking  the  Ten  Command* 
meats  all  round,  he  asserted  that  th^ 
were  as  well  observed  in  Irelaitd  asthcn' 
were  in  England.   They  were  as  ww 
observed  by  the  peasants,  and  the 
labourers,  and  the  farmers  of  Ireland  as 
they  were  by  the  Tory  aristocrats  and 
the  erSm  at  la  erime  of  the  English 
aristocracy.    The  Tory  Party  liked  to 
take  their  Ten  Commandments  with  a 
certain  abatement — with  quite  as  large 
a  reduction  as  the  Irish  tenant  demanded 
off  his  rank-rent.   The  evidence  of  that 
could  be  seen  in  London  day  after  day, 
and  night  after  night — evidence  of  whidi 
they  could  read  in  the  newspapers  eveiy 
day  of  the  year,  and  these  splendid  Gen- 
tlemen who  choose  to  relieve  thenudvea 
of  a  very  considerable  degree  of  the 
latter  half  of  the  Ten  Commandments 
cheered  every  reference  to  the  Decalogne 
as  if  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  to  be  silenced  thereby.  On 
the  behalf  of  his  countiymen,  and  of 
those  who  reprwented  them,  he  chal- 
lenged the  hignly  moral  and  exceediagdj 
virtuous  Tory  Party  with  respect  to  ttie 
Ten  Oommandments,  taking  them  all 
round.    In  the  eyes  of  the  Qovenunent 
anarchy  consisted  in  the  non-pajment 
of  rents,  and  in  the  payment  of  rack- 
rents  they  found  the  fulfilment  of  the 
whole  Law  and  the  Prophets.   If  the 
Irish  people  onl^  paid  rack-renta  they 
might  do  anything  else  they  pleaaed, 
but  by  not  paying  them  they  were  de- 
nounced as  worse  than  the  poblioaa  and 
the  heathen.    He  considered  it  the  right 
and  the  duty  of  the  Irish  people  to  resist 
the  payment  of  these  infomooa  eiactjooi. 
The  men  who  tried  to  extort  those  renla 
from  the  Irish  tenants  on^t  to  remem* 
ber  one  at  least  of  the  Ten  Oomoiaad- 
ments,  which  told  them,  "  Thoa  ahalt 
not  steal."  What  had  they  been  doinic 
in  Ireland  for  ages  but  stealing  and 
plundering  from  the  hard-working,  the 
laborious,  and  the  industrious  rTssers 
of  the  country,  and  living  in  ease  and 
luxury  upon  money  they  had  never 
earned,  by  exacting  rents  upon  land 
which  they  were  pleased  to  call  di«r 
own?   At  the  very  beet,  thelandlorda 
were  only  the  part  owners  of  the  aoil  of 
IreUnd.  Many  of  them  had  h«d  thwr 
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fee  siinple  paid  10  times  over,  and  had 
rented  the  people  upon  their  own  im- 
provementB.  They  had  oonfisoated  these 
impTOTements,  and  he  was  justified  in 
calling*  them  thieves  and  robbers.  What 
sort  of  persons  were  these  Irish  landlords 
who  were  perpetually  appealing  to  the 
HoQse  against  the  tenant  farmers  of 
their  country  ?  In  no  country — except, 
perhaps,  in  Turkey — had  there  been  so 
ruthless,  so  worthless,  so  rioious,  and 
so  bad  a  class  as  the  Irish  landlords. 
In  Eogland  the  country  gentlemea  held 
a  cotain  position,  and  fulfilled  certain 
duties.  In  Ireland  they  were  simply  an 
afiUction  and  a  burden  upon  the  people 
— they  did  the  people  no  service ;  they 
Bet  them  no  good  example.   He  would 

auote  the  description  which  appeared  of 
le  Irish  landlords,  not  in  any  Nation- 
alist new8|>aper,  but  m  The  Tinut.  The 
Tiwutf  writing  some  years  ego,  made 
use  of  the  following  memorable  w(»ds — 

"  It  is  DO  flartblyoM  to  go  on  sbtuing  the 
Iriih  landlords.  Thdr  nsmM  sUnk  already 
to  the  ends  of  the  earth.  We  might  as  well  go 
on  expatiating  for  ever  on  the  vioes  of  tigers 
and  wolvee  as  to  be  saying  every  day  what  we 
think  of  a  olasa  which  for  selfiahness  and  cruelty 
kaa  no  parallel,  and  never  had  a  parallel,  in  the 
ciTiliaed  world." 

Those  words  were  not  published  in  an 
Irish  Nationalist  paper.  They  did  not 
come  from  United  Ireland.  They  did 
not  come  from  Th»  Nation.  They  did 
not  come  from  any  oi^^  of  sedition 
and  disaffection.  They  came  from  The 
Time*  newspaper,  and  he  hoped  would 
be  treated  accordingly. 

Mn.  OHAFLIN  (Linoahishire,  Slea- 
foid) :  What  is  the  date? 

Ibu  T.  1).  SULUTAN:  It  was  some 
time  towards  the  end  of  the  year  1852. 
But  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  the  charac- 
ter of  these  gentlemen  had  beneficially 
changed  since.  The  leopard  had  not 
changed  his  spots,  and  the  character  of 
the  landlord  class  to-day  was  what  it 
was  then,  save  in  so  far  as  their  power 
for  cruelty  and  mischief  had  been  re- 
strained by  the  strong  hand  of  the  British 
Parliament.  But  he  would,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House,  give  them  a  more 
modem  quotation— it  came  from  a  not 
nDsympathetie  source,  being  an  extract 
from  an  article  published  in  ^  Cont$m- 
portuy  BMttw  in  Janoaiy,  1882,  and 
written  by  PnrflBasor  Uahaff^,  of  ^nity 
Oollege,  Dublin.  Professor  Haha£^ 
deMTibed  the  J&Sl^  jA^dlOf^  u  a  aiart 
worthless,  id%  Bod  iafamwrtftd  f^m^ 


and  described  them  as  reading  what 
they  considered  safe  and  sound  news- 
papers, though  in  many  oases  these 
pafters  advocated  views  the  very  op- 
posite of  those  held  by  members  of  their 
class,  and  gave  the  following  illuBtra- 
tion — 

"  An  old  M.P.,  who  resides  now  in  Dublin 
revisited  some  time  ago  the  county  which  he 
had  represented  in  Parliament,  and  upon  going 
into  the  country  club — an  exceedingly  Tory 
club— saw  on  the  ta^le  The  Pall  Mali  Gazette. 
As  the  paper  had  passed  for  more  than  six 
months  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Morley  as  editor, 
and  was  producing  almost  daily  his  well-known 
articles  on  the  Insh  I^and  Question,  my  friend 
asked  some  members  present  how  it  was  that 
they  still  took  in  The  Fall  Mall  Oazettt  t  They 
answered,  of  coarse,  why  not  F  It  is  tiie  best 
and  ablest  Consenrative  paper— it  always  ex- 
presses onr  views  precisely.  He  asked  them 
had  they  observed  aaything  odd  about  it 
lately?  Had  they  road  the  articles  on  the 
Land  Question  P  They  said  they  had,  but  had 
noticed  nothing  strange.  At  last  one  man  said, 
for  the  sake  of  appearing  more  shrewd  on 
the  qnestion  than  any  of  the  otheia.  Tes,  bjr 
the  way,  now  that  you  mention  it,  I  did  think 
there  was  something  odd  about  some  of  the 
articles  I  read  lately  ;  but,  of  coarse,  as  it  was 
Tht  Pall  Mail  QaietU  I  know  it  was  all  right." 

The  Professor  than  stated  that  these 
people  really  had  no  idea  beyond  fox- 
hunting, sporting,  and  idleness,  and 
seemed  to  think  education  a  superfluity 
and  unnecessary.   He  said — 

<*  How  often  when  I  have  bean  urging  on 
parents  the  necessity  of  sending  a  boy  to 
school  have  I  heard  the  fatal  formnla,  '  Oh,  he 
doesn't  require  to  go,'  expressed  in  a  tone  of 
assumed  modesty,  as  if  I  had  made  a  social 
blunder  by  presuming  that  Ihe  boy  was,  like 
most  of  us,  oDliged  to  work  tfa  a  living.  *  What 
does  he  want  with  education  P  *  sidd  an  old  lady 
to  me  onoe  in  the  same  connection — *  Isn't  ho  a 
fine  handsome  boy  P  '  '  and  can't  I  keep  him  till 
he  grows  up  F  Then  he  will  so  over  to  Eng- 
land, and  [>erhaps  some  rich  lady  will  fhrato 
herself  to  him.'  '* 

That  was  the  class  of  gentlonan  for 
whose  benefit  England  was  keeping 
Ireland  in  suffering  misery,  disgrace, 
and  discontent.  They  constituted  the 
"loyal  minority"  in  Ireland.  By  going 
on  in  the  same  way  England  might 
always  have  a  loyal  minority  in  Ire- 
land, but  she  will  never  have  a  loyal 
majority.  It  would  pay  England  better 
if  the  majority  in  Ireland  should  at 
last  have  a  taste  of  freedom,  and  of 
righteous  justice,  even  though  the  loyal 
minority  might  consider  themselves 
groaUy  and  oniflUy  outraged  thereby. 
The  Bill  thst  was  to  be  brought  bnfore 

^^^^^^^    [fturM  JVy^A*.] 
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the  House  might  be  the  result  of  im- 
prisoning many  a  brave  and  honest  man 
in  Ireland  who  could  easily  be  made 
out  a  oriminal  under  the  proTisions  of 
the  Act.  But  he  asked  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  bear  in  mind  this  practical 
coDsideration  —  Will  it  help  the  land- 
lords to  recover  their  rents  ?  No, 
he  said  it  would  not,  but  it  would 
only  oreate  exasperation,  it  would  cause 
Buffering ;  it  would  excite  a  feeling  of 
vengeance  In  the  minds  of  many  a  cruelly 
wronged  man,  and  the  landlords  of  Ire* 
land  would  be  no  nearer  to  their  rack- 
rents  in  the  end.  He  warned  the  House 
of  this,  although  whenever  an  Irish 
Member  gave  utterance  to  words  of 
warning  honestly  spoken ;  whenever  an 
Irish  Member  said  to  the  Government 
"  Do  not  have  recourse  to  this  cruel  and 
oppressive  legislation,  because  the  in- 
evitable consequence  will  be  distur- 
bance and  outrage  and  crime,"  he  was 
immediately  charged  with  suggesting 
and  inciting  these  disorders ;  but  he  had 
noticed,  whenever  other  men  declared 
that  if  a  certain  Act  was  passed  by  the 
House  that  it  would  be  followed  by  dis- 
order and  disturbance  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  that  these  men  were  not  called 
to  Order  in  the  same  fashion.  Thenoble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Eossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  spraking 
the  other  night,  rebuked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  for 
using  language  of  this  character, 
although,  with  his  usual  manliness  and 
candour,  the  noble  Marquess  acquitted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  of  any  in- 
tention to  incite  to  disorder,  but  added 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  while 
prognosticating  crime  and  disorder, 
should  hare  uttered  serious  words  of 
warning  against  them.  But  why  was 
not  the  same  rule  applied  all  round  ? 
Why  did  not  the  noble  Marquess  con- 
demn the  men  who  declared  that  if  a 
certain  Act  were  passed  it  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  civil  war  in  Ireland?  Why 
did  not  the  noble  Marquess  condemn 
these  men  because  they  did  not,  in  the 
same  breath,  or  at  any  time  at  all,  say 
that  disorder  was  a  hateful  thing  and 
merited  the  condemnation  of  all  men  ? 
Why  did  not  the  noble  Marquesscany  his 
wise  advice  to  all  points  of  the  compass, 
and  apply  it  to  Lord  Salisbury,  who  said 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  llid  liOthian,  vrho  was  then  ia 
Office— 


"  The  Prime  Miniiter  and  hii  Friendi  m 
meddliog  with  edged  tools  of  whose  duupnen 
they  have  no  c<aiception,  bat  which  th^  will 
painfaliy  find  oat  iz  Qiey  patsua  th^  lanoe 
oareerP'' 

This  resulted  not  exactly  in  edged  tools, 
but  in  the  paving  stones  of  Belfast. 
Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at  the  West- 
minster Palace  Hotel,  on  Saturday,  Hay 

15,  said — 

* '  I  have  no  doubt  that  be,  Colonel  Saanderson 
and  the  Ulstermen  mean  what  they  say,  and  if 
the  time  aholl  oome  they  axe  the  men  to  do  what 
they  tay." 

Was  not  that  an  incitement  to  violence 
and  oatrage  in  the  North?  And  the  result 
was  seen  in  the  Belfast  riots,  which  im- 
mediately followed.  These  were  the 
direct  results  of  such  suggestions  ad- 
dressed to  these  excitable  people  by  Lord 
Salisbury  and  by  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  now  held 
Office.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  desired 
to  say,  in  all  honesty  and  all  sincerity, 
that  he  feared  the  result  of  the  coercive 
legtslatioo  about  tu  be  proposed.  The 
result  of  any  suppression  of  open  poli- 
tical organization  in  Ireland,  or  inter- 
ference with  politioal  writing  or  freedom 
of  speech  in  Ireland,  would  inevitably  be 
a  recourse  to  secret  councils,  secret 
organizations,  and  the  most  terrible  and 
deplorable  orimes.  He  did  not  pcwe  as 
a  prophet  when  he  said  that.  13iere 
was  nothing  new  in  it.  It  had  not  only 
been  stated  over  and  over  again,  but  it 
was  the  teaching  of  history ;  it  was  a 
plain  fact,  written  large  over  the  history 
of  Ireland,  to  which  the  eyes  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  in  some  unaccountable 
way,  were  utterly  blind.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  a  speech  delivered  a  few 
days  ago  in  Willis's  Booms,  remarked 
that  the  Irish  Leaders  of  the  present  day 
said  very  little  in  Ireland  about  Irish 
nationality,  and  that  they  seemed  to  have 
lost  sight  of  the  ways  and  means  by 
which  other  peoples  considering  them- 
selves aggrieved  sought  to  obtain  justice 
and  freedom.  He  ukonght  these  were 
very  ill-conceived  words  on  Uie  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  for  they  amounted 
to  a  plain  indtement  to  die  biah  people 
to  have  recourse  to  £he  pike  and  g:un. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  die  present 
Chief  Secretary  had  quite  recently  in 
that  House  used  language  which  was 
exactly  the  opposite  of  that  used  by  his 
uncle  the  Prime  Minister.  The  right 
hon.    G«itlMaan   said  fhat  certain 
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qnotalioiu  from  the  speeohes  of  Irish 
Members  were  enough  to  prove  his  pro- 
position, which  was,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  League  aimed  at  political 
objects  wholly  alien  to  the  question  of 
combination  for  the  purpose  of  exacting 
a  ikir  rent ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
that  it  aimed  at  this  treasonable  end 
hj  the  spoliation  of  a  particular  class. 
Inasmuch    as    the    uncle    and  the 
nephew  were   both  engaged  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  they  might  as 
well  take  a  little  more  pains  to  har- 
monin  their  views.   The  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  accused  of  bung  paid  agitators 
— it  was  said  they  were  oarryiog  on 
agitation  for   the  purpose   of  gain. 
[CHm  of  "Hear,  hearP'l   He  would 
Bke  to  know  from  the  hon.  Ifember 
opposite  who  cheered  hia  words  whe- 
ther the  Business  of  the  British  Oorem- 
ment  and  Parliament  was  worked  out 
on  the  voluntary  principle  ?   He  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  in  receipt  of  any  salary 
for  his  services  ?  He  would  like  to  know 
if  the  right  hon.  Qeotleman  the  Home 
Secretary  got  any  little  consideration? 
He  would  Tike  to  know  if  there  was  a 
man  on  the  TreasuTy  Bench  who  did 
mot  draw  pay  from  the  pocket  of  the 
British  taxpayers  for  serving  his  Queeu 
and  his  country  f   Besides,  there  were 
many  English   and  Scotch  Members 
who,  directly  or  indirectly,  either  them- 
aelres  or  through  their  relatires,  were 
reneiTuig  pay,  profit,  and  emolument 
This  imputation  against  the  Iriah  Mem- 
bers would  not  stand  for  a  moment 
under  the  consideration  of  a  right- 
minded  man.   Beferences  were  being 
made  to  Amerioan  dollars.    So  long  as 
the  Irish  landlords  were  getting  the 
dollars  they  had  no  objection  to  them. 
The  rack-rents  of  Ireland  had  been 
mainly  paid  by  the  earnings  of  hard- 
working Irish  labourers  in  England,  and 
by  the  savings  of  the  Irish  race  in 
America.     Lons^  ago  the  rack-rents 
would  hare  broken  down  but  for  the 
folly  of  these  people  in  sending  home 
the  earnings  of  their  hard  toil  and 
labonr  in  foreign  lands  to  pay  those 
impoBsible  rack-rents  which  the  land 
iteelf  never  made,  and  the  exaction  of 
which  was  oppresrion  and  robbery.  If 
they  turned  to  the  Blue  Book  of  the 
Oowper  Commission,  they  would  find 
the  atory  of  a  poor  tenant,  who  asked 


the  landlord  for  time  until  he  got 
money  from  his  children  who  were  in 
service  in  England.  What  right  had 
the  landlords  to  the  earnings  of  that 
man's  children?  No  right  whatever. 
The  landlord  had  perhaps  a  legal  right 
to  some  share  of  the  profits  of  the  farm, 
but  he  had  no  right  to  the  eamiogs  of 
the  sons  and  daughters  of  his  tenants  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.  Thank  Qod, 
the  day  was  near  when  that  accursed 
system  would  come  to  an  end ;  and  even 
the  proposed  Land  Bill  of  the  present 
Tory  Government,  no  matter  how  miser- 
able and  inadeqnato  a  measure  it  might 
be,  would  be  another  nail  in  the  coffin 
of  Irish  landlordism.  The  Flan  of 
Campaign  had  been  censured  in  that 
House.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
under  droumstaneeB  of  so  much  oppres- 
sion and  wrong  there  never  was  in  any 
part  of  the  world  a  public  movement 
conducted  with  so  little  crime.  They 
did  not  deny  that  there  had  been  crimes 
— lamentable  and  disgraceful  crimes — 
arising  out  of  this  unfortunate  condition 
of  things  in  Ireland ;  hot  it  was  im- 
possible that  such  a  condition  of  things 
could  exist  in  any  part  of  the  world 
without  crime.  His  hope,  his  trust,  and 
his  desire  was  that  they  might  be  near 
the  end  of  the  present  unhappy  con- 
dition of  things.  The  only  way  he  saw 
to  end  it  was  not  in  the  invention  of 
new  Coercion  Acts — not  in  a  meddling 
and  peddling  with  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion— but  in  the  large,  the  safe,  and  the 
healing  measure  of  Home  BuLe,  and 
putting  into  the  hands  of  the  Irish 
people  the  right  to  adjust,  to  consider, 
and  to  manage  their  own  affairs.  He 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  mind 
of  England  was  coming  round  to  that 
view  of  the  case.  He  believed  in  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that  the  flow- 
ing tide  was  with  them.  There  might 
be  little  signs  of  it  just  now  in  that 
House,  but  tiie  fact  was  there  neverthe- 
less ;  and  in  that  connection  he  was  re- 
minded of  the  words  of  one  of  their 
English  poets — 

*'  For  while  the  tired  wavoa,  vainly  breaking, 
Soem  here  no  painful  inch  to  gain, 
Far  off,  throujrii  creeks  and  inlets  making, 
Comes  taiiem,  flowing  in,  the  main." 

He  hoped  and  believed  that  the  flood 
was  rising,  and  that  the  two  islands 
would  soon  be  surrounded  by  a  sea  of 
peace,  which  would  ebb  no  more. 

\Fimrih  NigU.'] 
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Mb.  OUBZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  said,  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  was 
amusine,  rather  Tiolen^  and  toi;  discur- 
Bive.  The  point  before  the  House  was  a 
very  small  one,  and  was  oonfiaed  within 
narrow  limits.  It  was  not  the  question 
whether  coercive  legislation,  or,  as  he 
preferred  to  call  it,  quoting  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qladstone)  in  1881, 
"protective  legislation"  —  for,  in  his 
(Mr.  Gurzon's)  opinion,  ^s  Bill  would 
protect  far  more  numerous  classes  and 
individuals  in  Lreland  than  it  would 
coerce— it  was  not  the  question  whether 
these  protective  measures  or  remedial 
measures  should  exclusively  occupy  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  but  which  of 
the  two  bad  the  prior  claim  upon  the 
time  of  that  House  ?  The  Government 
accepted  the  He^ort  of  tiie  Oowper 
Oommission,  aud  intended  to  make  it 
the  basis  of  legislative  proposals.  The 
attitude  of  hon.  Members  opposite  with 
reference  to  this  OommissioQ  interested 
him  greatly.  When  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission  was  first  mooted  it 
was  sneered  at  and  derided  by  hon. 
Members;  but  now  they  had  changed 
their  minds.  [^Some  RuU  eriet  of 
"No!  "]  He  was  speaking  of  hon. 
Members  above  the  Gangway,  who  had 
changed  thoir  views  with  respect  to  this 
matter  just  as  they  had  changed  them 
on  almost  every  conceivable  point. 
They  now  endowed  the  Report  with  an 
almost  canonical  authority,  and  quoted 
carefully-selected  and  garbled  passages 
£rom  the  evidence  of  individual  witnesses 
with  as  much  reverence  as  if  tiiey  were 
inspired.  The  Qovemment  was  at  least 
BO  much  in  harmony  with  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  they  did  not  ignore  the 
Commission,  for  they  had  heard  from 
the  Chief  Secretaiy  that  the  principal 
recommendations  of  the  Commission 
would  be  embodied  in  leglalation.  But 
the  main  question  now  before  them  was 
not  whether  there  should  be  remedial 
legislation ;  the  question  was  whether 
the  Land  Bill  that  had  been  promised, 
or  the  Crimes  Bill,  should  be  given 
priority.  A  Government  had  no  right 
to  make  such  a  demand  as  was  now 
made  unless  they  could  declare  that 
they  had  tried  and  exhausted  all  the 
ordinary  forces  of  law,  and  could  show 
that,  while  endeavouring  to  fulfil  that 
duty,  they  had  acted,  not  only  with 


justice,  but  with  patience,  toleration* 
and  forbearance.    He  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  whether  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  not 
shown  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
exemplary  patience  andhamanify?  They 
might  fou  certain  that  such  a  man 
would  not  have  contemplated  proposing 
to  the  House  repressive  legislation  if  all 
the  ordinary  Constitutional  means  of 
governing  thecountryhadnot  been  tried 
in  vain.    Then  the  Government  ought  to 
be  able  to  satisfy  the  House  that  they 
could  make  out  a  strong  case,  resting  on 
plain  and  incontrovertible  facts,  and 
proving  the  incontestable  need  for  excep- 
tional powers.  He  felt  sure  that  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  would  be  able  to 
make  out  such  a  case.  Unreasonable  com- 
plaints had  been  made  that  this  atate- 
ment  of  the  Chief  Secretary  had  not  yet 
been  delivered.   Had  he,  however,  at* 
tempted  to  make  it  in  the  conrso  of 
that  debate,  he  would  have  heea  out  of 
Order.  The  statement  would  have  been 
delivered  befbre  now  but  for  the  dUatoxy 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley).  In 
calling  the  Amendment  dilatory,  he  did 
not  allude  to  the  intention  with  which  it 
was  brought  forward,  but  to  the  prac- 
tical effect  of  its  introduction.  He 
trusted  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  believe  that  it  was  with  ex- 
treme reluctance  that  those   on  his 
side  of  the  House  approached  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind.   The  Government  had 
been  driven  to  this  sorrowful  neces- 
sity by  the  inexorable  force  of  circum- 
stances, which  had  been  largely  shaped 
and  controlled  by  hon.  Membns  below 
the  Gangway  opposite.  It  could  not  be 
a  pleasant  thing  for  a  Govemmoit  to 
signalize  its  first  year  of  Office  by  the 
introduction  of  a  Crimes  Bill,  and  it  was 
not  a  pleasant  thing  for  new  Members 
to  find  that  their  first  year  of  Parlia- 
mentary life  was  to  be  signalized  by  the 
duty  of  supporting  such  a  measure .  [  Jron  i- 
cal Somt  Rule  ehters.~\  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  iucliQed  to  laugK  when,  ob- 
servations of  this  soit  were  made  on  his 
side  of  the  House.    The  other  night  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  made 
a  remark  which  he  was  sure  he  would 
have  readily  withdrawn  if  he  had  known, 
the  pain  it  gave  to  hon.  Members  on  the 
Ministerial  Benches.   He  said  Members 
on  the  Ministerial  Benches  were  fond  of 
reminding  the  House  of  the  viUuny  of 
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the  Irish  people;  and  when  he  (Mr. 
Ourzon)  and  others  med  "No,  no!" 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  leaned  OT«r 
the  Table,  and,  pointing  at  them,  said — 

"  Oh,  yea  \  the  whole  of  thia  Bill  is  based 
on  the  theory  that  the  Iruh  people  are  in- 
corrigible." 

He  wished  he  could  pnrge  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  baseless  assump- 
tion. The  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
gare  full  credit  to  their  opponents  for 
sincerity ;  and  they  respected  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  because  they 
knew  that  he  was  consistent  and  con- 
verted on  the  subject  of  Home  Bule  at  a 
time  when  all  those  Qentlemen  who  sat 
round  him  and  now  clamoured  in  hiswake 
were  steeped  in  original  sin ;  and  when 
even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) was  engaged  upon  his  famous  15 
years*  process  of  incubation  OTer  the 
wrongs  of  Ireland.  Why  should  not 
Cenf^men  on  his  side  <A  the  House  be 
giTon  credit  for  sincerity  in  their  turn ; 
why  should  they  always  be  taunted  with 
this  supposed  inherent  belief  in  the  de- 
pravity of  the  Irish  character  ?  If  the 
Ministerial  measure  were  considered  to 
presuppose  the  immoral  character  of  the 
Irish  people,  Uie  enforcement  of  the 
Eighth  Commandment  in  any  civilized 
community  must  be  held  to  presup- 
pose that  the  bulk  of  the  people  were 
thierea.  He  admitted  that  sometimes 
they  were  likely  to  form  unfavourable 
impressions  of  the  Irish  character  from 
iJie  exhibitions  of  it  seen  in  that  House. 
If  they  were  compelled  to  form  a  diag- 
no^  solely  from  the  symptoms  seen  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite,  it  might  not 
be  a  very  flattering  oim  ;  but  he  could 
assure  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  that 
a  far  higher  opinion  was  entertained  of 
their  constituents  than  of  themselves. 
On  his  side  of  the  House,  then,  they  re- 
pudiated the  insinuations  of  want  of  feel- 
ing and  humanity  which  were  directed 
against  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
contended  that  there  was  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  year  1881  and  the  present 
time.  But  if  priority  was  claimed  for  the 
Land  Question  now,  as  it  was  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  why  was  it  not 
claimed  in  1881  ?  The  answer  was  that 
tho  state  of  Ireland  as  regarded  crime 
was  infinitely  worse  then.  But,  he  asked, 
was  the  state  of  the  Irish  tenant  better  ? 
The  ground  <m  which  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
said  a  Land  Bill  should  hav9  priority 
was  that  the  state  of  the  Lrish  tenant 
was  urgent  and  extreme;  but  in  1881 
the  bish  tenant  was  in  an  infinitely 
worse  condition.  He  did  not  enjoy  the 
advantages  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  or 
the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  or  the  various 
PurchsEe  Acts.  On  all  points  and  in 
every  particular  the  position  of  the  Irish 
tenant  was  infinitely  worse  in  1881 ;  yet, 
in  spite  of  this  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  did 
not  hesitate  to  claim  precedence  for 
criminal  over  remedial  legislation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  hare  none 
of  this  analogy,  and  begged  them  to  find 
out  another  precedent.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  follow  that  advice,  and  would 
refer  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  to  the 
case  of  Sir  Eobert  Feel  in  1829.  In  that 
year  he  met  Parliament  with  the  state- 
ment that  he  intended  to  propose  the 
repeal  of  Oatholic  disabilities;  but  be- 
fore that  he  insisted  on  passing  a  coer- 
cive measure  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Catholic  Association.  He  would  read 
an  extract  from  the  speech  of  Str  Bobert 
Feel  on  that  occasion  defending  the 
priority  of  coercive  over  remedial  mea- 
sures.   His  words  were — 

"  Until  the  ascendancy  of  the  laws  in  Ire- 
land was  vindicated  he  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  be  called  i^khi  to  take  into  conndeia- 
tion  the  question  of  concessions.  It  was  not 
intended  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose any  measures  until  this  essential  opjeet 
should  have  been  aooompUahed." 

Those  words  might  be  used  with  equal 
force  by  Her  Majesty's  Govemmmt  at 
the  present  moment.  Upon  the  analogy 
of  1829,  if  not  upon  1881  and  1882,  he 
thought  everyone  would  admit  that  if 
the  Government  were  erring  they  were 
erring  in  very  good  company.  It  was 
further  urged  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  remedial  measures,  if  they  were  in- 
troduced concurrently  with,  or  posterior 
to,  repressive  measures,  would  be  dis- 
credited and  ineffective.  He  understood 
however,  that  whilst  the  Grimes  Act  was 
was  intended  to  strike  at  the  criminals 
of  Ireland,  the  remedial  measures  would 
apply  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  The 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
USd  Lothian  defended  his  daim  for  the 
precedence  of  his  Oriminal  Bill  in  1881 
on  the  ground  that — 

"  It  was  directed  against  those  who  ffMri^ 
unfltlj  be  called  the  dangerona  jjglp'^^™ 
who  might  not  onjoatly  h«jtaMrih0' 
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tenni.  Thou  vera  not  the  men  to  be  conTerted 
ly  tenwdiid  legbUticm.  What  they  feared  was 
personal  oonseqaences,  and  it  vaa  for  the  power 
of  adminiatering  those  consequences  that  they 
pleaded,  and  whether  they  had  a  sufficient  case 
or  not,  it  was  idle  to  talk  of  goTeming  the 
minds  of  raoh  man  by  what  was  termed  reme- 
dial legislation." 

Now,  the  Bill  of  the  Government  was 
directed  against  those  self-same  dan- 
gerous classes ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
said  it  was  a  Bill  levelled  at  the  tenants 
of  Ireland.  That  suggested  a  connection 
between  the  tenants  of  Ireland  and  the 
dangerous  classes.  It  was  a  curioas 
thing  that  it  should  fall  to  one  who  was 
aoouBedofhaTioganinourablebeliefinthe 
inherent  villainy  of  the  Irish  oharaoter 
to  repudiate  such  an  insinuation.  The 
Crimes  Bill  of  the  Government  would  not 
touch  the  tenants  qm  tenants,  but  onl^  in 
so  far  as  th^  chose  to  join  the  criminal 
classes  of  Irdand.  Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  say  there  were  no  dangerous 
classes  in  Ireland  ?  They  did  not.  Then 
they  observed  a  creditable  moderation. 
But  they  had  heard  again  and  again  the 
statement  that  there  was  no  exceptional 
lawlessness  in  Ireland,  that  there  was 
nothing  but  sporadic  disturbance  in 
certain  districts.  When  those  statements 
were  made  about  the  law-abiding;  state 
of  their  connby,  he  was  constrained  to 
ask  whether  hon.  Membus  opposite 
read  the  daily  papers.  He  was  not 
speaking  of  publications  which  could, 
b^  any  possibility,  be  said  to  be  preju- 
diced or  partial.  He  did  not  refer  to 
the  publications  of  the  Loyal  and  Patri- 
otic Union,  nor  to  Ths  Time*,  but  to 
papers  edited  and  under  the  control  of 
non.  Members  opposite,  such  as  United 
IrehndaadiTft^ Freeman'*  Journal.  \^Cries 
o/"Read!"  and  "Quote!"]  If  he  had 
known  that  the  House  would  have  given 
him  permtssion  to  quote  he  would 
have  come  down  prepared  with  bushels. 
He  thought  it  impossible  that  any- 
one could  read  those  papers  and  still 
talk  of  the  absence  of  lawlessness  in 
Ireland.  Nor  was  it  possible  to  read  the 
speeches  made  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
when  St.  George's  Ohannelwas  between 
them  and  the  English  authorities  without 
coming  to  the  same  conclusion.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  reminded  him  of  an 
ancient  deil^,  tiie  god  Janus— they  had 
two  faces,  one  of  peace  and  the  other  of 
war.  They  wore  me  face  of  peace  when 
they  wanted  to  dupe  and  cajole  the 

.  Mr.  Curwm 


I  English  House  of  Commons,  bnt  tib^ 
'  wore  the  face  of  war  in  Ireland  wfara. 
they  wanted  to  hound  on  and  inflame 
the  Irish  peasantry.  Let  hon.  Members 
read  the  speeches  made  in  Ireland  by 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  a  gentleman  who 
was  cheered  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
because  he  was  what  he  was — namely, 
a  perfect  firebrand  of  sedition  in  Ire- 
land, scattering  sparks  of  lawlessness 
and  disorder  wherever  he  went.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  made  a  mistake  which  was  not 
uncommon — ^they  saw  one  set  of  facts 
with  extreme  and  almost  abnormal 
deamess ;  they  saw  the  misery  and 
distress  diat  prevailed  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland ;  they  saw  the  hardships  of 
evictions;  tiiey  saw  the  nnjiut  oaaea 
where  tenants,  perhaps,  reorivad  an 
insufficient  reduction  of  rent  or  no  re- 
duction at  all— they  saw  these  things, 
and,  feeling  them  profoundly,  they 
came  to  that  House  and  built  upon 
those  facts  a  moving  and  pathetic  ap- 
peal. But  there  was  another  set  of 
facts  of  which  they  saw  nothing — that 
the  greater  part  of  Ireland  was  at  the 
present  moment  given  up  to  a  successful 
rebellion  against  the  law  of  the  land. 
Various  reasons  had  been  given  for  the 
absence  of  serious  crime  in  Ireland. 
They  had  been  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  the  fear 
of  the  bullet  had  made  the  use  of  the 
bullet  unnecessary.  It  was  said  that 
violent  outoages  were  not  oommitted, 
because  no  man  was  so  foolhardy  as  to 
place  himself  in  the  position  of  a  poa- 
sible  victim.  That  explanation  was 
vanced  by  many  much  better  informed 
Members  than  himself  (Mr.  Ourzon),  but 
there  was  another  explanation  which  had 
not  yet  been  given.  What  was  the  par- 
ticular quali^  and  complexion  of  the 
crimes  that  were  not  now  oommitted? 
They  were  precisely  those  very  crimes 
with  which  the  existing  law,  weak  and 
impotent  though  it  might  be,  was  still 
strong  enough  to  grapple.  The  ave- 
rage Moonlighter  was  the  most  con- 
temptible spedmen  of  humanity  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  but  even  he  obeyed 
the  first  instinct  of  Nature — the  law 
of  self-preservation.  He  worked  with, 
a  mask  on  his  face,  he  skulked  behind 
hedges  and  fired  through  windows,  and 
conducted  his  operations  undra  the  con- 
venient didterof  the  night.  Whatever 
danger  he  inflicted  on  life  and  limb  he 
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never  endangered  his  own  skin.  The 
absence  of  open  murder,  aseassination, 
and  outrage  in  Ireland  was  due  not  so 
much  to  suddenly  acquired  scruples  on 
the  part  of  the  Moonlighteri  ob  to  his 
tiffliditT  and  personal  alarm. 

Mb.  T.  HABBINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  What  wUl  this  Bill  do  for 
bim? 

Mb.  CUBZON  said,  be  hoped  it  would 
pot  him  in  the  position  he  ought  to  be 
in  —  in  a  gaol  of  the  country.  He 
was,  further,  quite  prepared  to  ad- 
mit a  greater  part  of  what  had  been 
said  on  the  oQier  side,  to  the  effect 
that  lawlessness  did  not  lately  prevail 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time.  The 
majority  of  the  people  were  "law- 
abiding  ;  "  but  the  law  which  they  re- 
spected was  not  the  law  of  the  land  but 
the  law  of  the  League.  Facts  showed 
that  whatever  might  be  the  case  with 
regard  to  crimes  of  violence,  out- 
rages did  exist,  and  the  administration 
of  justice  bad  veiy  nearly  ceased  in 
Ireland ;  and  ihere  was  an  absolute 
repudiation  of  all  social  contracts,  at 
any  rata  of  contracts  relating  to  land — 
those  very  contracts  which  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  last 
night — and  he  was  cheered  to  the  echo 
for  saying  so — that  it  was  the  primary 
duty  of  the  Government  to  maintain. 
The  House  would,  no  doubt,  be  told,  as 
they  had  been  told  over  and  over  again, 
that  coercion  was  no  remedy  for  the 
wrongs  of  Ireland.  He  admitted  that. 
They  had  often  heard  in  the  House  of 
Commons  about  the  wrongs  inflicted 
upon  Ireland  by  England  in  the  past ; 
they  might  or  might  not  be  real  and 
genuine  and  deplorable,  but  that  was 
Dot  tbe  question  now  before  the  House. 
The;  had  been  told  that  a  luge  number 
of  uoae  wrongs  had  been  inflicted  by 
Statute  law,  and  that  this  law  was  bated 
by  the  Iridi  because  it  oame  to  them  in 
a  foreign  garb.  But  whatever  might  be 
the  wrongs  inflicted  upon  Ireland  by 
England  m  the  past — and  he  believed 
that  they  had  been  expiated  by  honest 
repentance  on  the  part  of  the  pre- 
sent generation,  and  by  an  ample 
atonement  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Parliament — the  sum  total  of  all  those 
wrongs,  whether  real  or  ima^nary, 
would  not  approximate  to  one-tenth 
part  of  the  wrong  which  would  be  in- 
flicted on  Ireland  by  England  at  the 
present  moment  if  the  British  Gorem- 
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ment  allowed  all  law.  Statute  law  and 
the  moral  law,  to  be  trampled  under 
foot  It  was  because  he  bdieved  that 
the  proposals  of  the  Qoveniment  were 
intended  to  re-enact,  by  the  agency  of 
the  Statute  law,  the  moral  law  which 
was  now  in  abeyance  in  Ireland  that 
he  would  support  tbe  Motion  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  vote 
against  the  Amendmeot  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 

Me.  H.  GABDNER  (Essex,  SaflFron 
Walden)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
admitted  that  a  Govemmeot  bringing 
forward  snch  a  meastire  as  a  Coercion 
Bill  ought  to  state  the  facts  and  the 
evidence  on  which  they  relied.  But 
this  was  just  the  course  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  bad  not  taken.  It 
would  have  been  quite  possible  for  the 
Government  to  have  introduced  their 
Bill,  and  laid  before  the  House  the 
erounds  upon  which  they  based  it  be- 
fore asking  that  it  should  have  pre- 
cedence. He  was  by  no  means  opposed 
to  all  coerdon,  and  did  not  deny  tlut 
circumstances  might  render  exceptional 
repressive  measures  necessary.  But 
before  the  Government  asked  for  spe- 
cial facilities  for  such  a  measure,  they 
ought  clearly  and  distinctiy  to  make 
out  their  case.  In  the  present  instance 
they  had  failed  to  do  this,  and  be  could 
not  support  them,  especially  as  it  was 
to  be  noticed  that  this  was  the  first 
occasion  on  which  it  was  proposed  to 
bring  in  coercion  against  the  views  of  a 
majority  of  the  Bepresentatives  from 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Hr.  Cham- 
berlain) bad  not  met  these  two  pomts, 
but  had  shown  himself  as  very  anxious 
to  hide  tbe  iron  hand  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  the  velvet  glove — under  tbe 
promises  of  land  legislation.  Excep- 
tional repressive  measures  sucb  as  the 
Government  were  about  to  introduce 
ought  not  to  be  levelled  against  politi- 
cal opponents ;  but  it  was  uie  National 
League  that  the  Government  were  really 
aiming  at,  and  not  the  prevention  of 
the  small  number  of  outrages  that  now 
took  place  in  Ireland.  With  reference 
to  tiie  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay),  he 
should  like  to  know  whether,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  not  going 
to  vote  for  coercioni  he  was  going  to 
vote  for  conciliation?    Tbe  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  had  said  the  proposed 
legialation  was  not  coercion,  because  it 
meant  the  emancipation  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  nation.  From  whom  nad 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  gathered 
that?  Hadheleamtitin  Ireland?  Or  from 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
He  thought  the  Toice  of  Ireland  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  heard 
must  have  been  that  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Oolonel  Saunderson).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inremess  (Mr. 
Finlaj)  had  accused  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler]  of  half-Heartednesa  in  opposing 
this  Motion.  He  would  remind  tiie  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  although  the 
verdict  of  the  constituencies  was  against 
Home  Bole,  yet  the  other  side  rooeired 
ftom  the  constituencies  no  mandate  in 
favour  of  coercion.  If  there  were  any 
half-heartedness  it  was  on  the  part  of 
Eer  Majesty's  Cbvemment,  who  were 
hounded  on  by  the  hysterical  screams 
of  Tht  iVftw,  and  by  the  fiery  eloquence 
of  Buoh  fuU-blooded  enthusiasts  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Tisoount  Lymington).  For  himself,  he 
refused  to  be  a  party  to  handing  over 
a  blank  cheque  to  a  Government  of 
forcible  feeblea  who  wore  being  urged 
to  their  destruction  by  a  Brummagem 
Btrafibrd  and  a  bogus  Oastlereagb. 
They  were  told  that  if  this  Ooerciou 
Bill  were  passed  the  Government  would 
bring  in  remedial  measures.  This  was 
like  using  a  cane  to  a  sick  ohild,  and 
promising  to  call  in  the  doctor  in  three 
months ;  but  be  had  no  confidence  in 
the  sort  of  parental  despotism  which  the 
Government  sought  to  set  up.  It  was 
because  he  held  this  Ooercion  Bill  to  be 
against  the  intereets  of  law  and  order, 
and  becanse  he  believed  the  policy  of 
the  Government  tended  rather  to  sepa- 
ration than  the  union  of  the  Empir^ 
that  he  Islt  it  his  duty  to  protest  against 
the  introduction  of  this  BiU. 

Me.  0.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) 
said,  that  the  Government  hod  been 
ohurged  with  preventing  matters  in 
which  the  House  was  interested  from 
being  brought  forward ;  but  the  fact 
was  that  the  Irish  Queetiou  had  gone 
on  for  Session  after  Session,  until  there 
were  a  vast  amount  of  English  matters 
blocked  in  a  way  that  was  becoming  un- 
bearable to  tiie  constituencies  of  this 
country.   By  the  course  they  had  taken 


the  Government  improved  the  chance 
which  English  Busincws  had  of  obtain- 
ing the  attention  of  Parliament  No 
one  oould  ^(ympathize  more  than  he  did 
with  the  small  farmers  of  IreUnd :  baft 
he  was  sure  that  the  interests  of  the 
farmers  would  never  be  advanced  hy 
allowing  laws  which  remained  on  the 
Statute  Book  to  be  broken.  He  was 
most  anxious  that  everything  should  be 
done  to  improve  the  position  of  Irish 
occupiers  of  land ;  but  he  oould  not  be- 
lieve, as  they  were  told,  that  an  abate- 
ment of  20  or  30  per  cent  in  rents  of 
£2  or  £3  a-year  would  briog  content- 
ment to  Irish  peasant  homes.  If  some- 
thing was  to  be  done  for  the  Irish  pea- 
sants, they  should  be  first  shown  that 
the  law  must  be  upheld,  and  then  a 
remedy  should  be  found  for  their  dis- 
tress. He  thoroughly  believed,  and  he 
had  always  maintained,  that  it  was  far 
more  for  the  interest  of  the  working 
classes  that  the  law  should  be  uphdd 
with  firmness  than  it  waa  for  that  of  the 
rich.  If  Lwland  had  been  so  badlj 
treated  as  had  been  represented — ead 
that  she  had  not  been  treated  fairly  in 
connection  with  many  matters  he  would 
be  among  the  first  to  admit — he  thoo^hl 
that  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppoeitton 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that,  during  the 
35  or  40  years  they  had  been  in 
power,  they  had  allowed  so  many  Irish 
grievances  to  exist  of  such  a  nature,  that 
it  was  now  said  that  they  almost  jnsti- 
fied  breakiDg  of  the  law.  He  ainoerely 
hoped  that  this  subject  would  be  treated 
as  a  matter  of  emergency,  and  that  the 
Government  would  enforce  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  law,  and  relieve  the  pour 
people  of  Ireland^  or  of  any  other  part 
of  the  United  £iogdom,  from  tiie 
tyTKonj  of  their  neighbours,  who  would 
not  allow  them  to  have  those  libertiea 
which  every  Englishman  ought  to  be 
able  to  enjoy,  merely  because  they 
fared  from  them  on  a  question  of  politica. 
If  the  Irish  Members  opposite  would 
agree  that  the  stamping  out  of  crime 
was  in  all  countries  a  matter  of  urgency, 
and  would  put  forward  reasonable  de- 
mands, they  would  speedily  gain  die 
ear  of  Oonservative  Bepresentativee  for 
those  demands,  and  would  also  have  the 
support  of  the  Eufflish  oonstitnentnea  ia 
obtaining  a  remedr  for  the  misfortiiBes 
and  grievances  under  whidi  their  coun- 
try had  undoubtedly  suffered  to  a  eos- 
siderable  extent 


Digitized  by 


1513  £ttniuu  9f 

Me. CHANNING (Northampton,  E.) : 
The  hoD.  Alember  for  the  Maiden  Diyi- 
sion  of  Essex  (Mr.  Gray),  who  preceded 
me  in  this  debate,  assured  the  Bepre- 
aentativeB  of  Ireland  that,  if  they  came 
to  this  House  and  told  us  what  Ireland 
really  wanted,  he  and  those  who  acted 
with  him  would  try  to  meet  their  wishes. 
Why,  Sir,  the  GoTemment  which  the 
hon.  Member  supports  have  sect  their 
own  men  to  make  inquiry  in  Ireland, 
and  have  proved  that,  ao  far  from  listen- 
ing to  the  representation  of  the  Irish 
Members,  they  will  not  even  listen  to 
th«r  own  OommisBioners.  The  hon. 
Uember  seems  to  tiiink  that  the  (^ovem- 
ment  in  taking,  as  they  propose  to  do, 
what  will  practically  be  the  whole  time 
of  this  House  till  after  Whitsuntide,  are 
taking  the  best  course  to  help  private 
Members.  It  is  more  reasonable  to  say 
that  there  are  enormous  arrears  of  legis- 
lation urgently  demanded  by  Great 
Britain.  And  there  are  vital  reforms, 
which  it  is  essential  to  the  welfare  of 
Englishmen  to  obtain,  and  which  they 
rightly  think  to  be  quite  as  urgent  and 
important  as  any  of  the  questions 
affecting  Ireland.  I  should  be  out  of 
Order  if  I  discussed  these  raforms ;  but 
I  am  expressing  the  opinion  of  the 
wh(de  House,  when  I  say  that  tfae  dis- 
astrous position  of  Uie  agricultural 
interest,  the  revirion  of  looaT  taxation, 
and  technical  education  for  the  people  of 
this  countiy,  are  matters  of  urgent  and 
immediate  importance.  What  I  main- 
tain is,  that  whatever  may  be  the 
pledges  of  hon.  Members,  whether  for 
or  against  coercion,  hon.  Members  on  all 
sides  of  this  House  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  their  constituents  to  do  their 
utmost  to  press  forward  these  reforms. 
The  utterly  unprecedented  number  of 
Bills  and  Besolutions  on  the  Order  Book 
show  that  hon.  Members  are  willing 
and  anxious  to  throw  all  their  energies 
into  this  work.  Well,  Sir,  I  think, 
wholly  irrespective  of  coercion,  it  was 
imperative  on  the  Government,  in  the 
toM  of  such  oircnmstanoes  as  tiiese, 
when  they  asked  for  tiie  whole  time  of 
the  Honse  to  make  a  complete  and  oon- 
elusive  statement  of  the  ailments 
which  led  them  to  take  this  course.  But 
no  statement,  no  coherent  argument  has 
been  offwed.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury does  not  agree  with  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  Chief  Secretary  dues  not 
agree  vith  himself.  The  First  Lord  of  the 


Treasury  gave  the  House  to  understand 
that  the  whole  of  Ireland  was  in  a  state 
of  disorder.  But  after  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-on- Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley),  the 
Chief  Secretary  had,  in  the  beginning 
of  his  speech,  to  allow  that  disturbance 
was  only  local  in  Ireland,  and  did  not 
cover  more  than  one-eighth  of  the 
country ;  and  yet,  aa  he  went  on  in 
his  singular,  haphazard  harangue,  and 
reached  higher  flights  of  rhetoric,  he 
spoke  of  tiie  whole  fabric  of  society  in 
Ireland  crumbling  to  its  primeval  atcms. 
If  the  Qovemment  have  failed  to  tell  us 
why  they  need  coercive  powers,  they 
have  as  conspicuously  abstained  from 
defining  what  sort  of  coercion  they  are 
going  to  introduce.  The  right  hon. 
Genueman  the  Member  for  west  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  last 
night  showed  an  extreme  anxiety  to 
supply  something  of  the  backbone  which 
the  Government  so  woefully  lack ;  but 
he  felt  himself  obliged  to  take  an  at- 
titude of  temporizing  scepticism,  and 
would  not  pledge  himself  to  take  this 
leap  in  the  dark  and  vote  for  the  Bill 
of  the  Qovemment  till  he  saw  what  it 
was.  And  yet,  at  the  same  time,  he 
was  so  illogical  as  to  urge  his  Unionist 
Friends  to  support  the  Government  on 
this  oecBsion,  and  to  give  them  the 
power  to  force  the  ^nae  and  the 
country  to  take  this  leap  in  the  dark. 
The  only  thing  that  was  clear  was  that 
the  Government  were  determined  to 
persist  in  the  fatal  error  adopted  last 
August.  The  House  will  remember  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
in  the  speech  which  ushered  in  his  brief 
Leadership,  declared,  as  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  that  they  would  treat 
social  order  as  a  thing  apart,  and  not 
as  dependent  on  remedisll  egislation. 
Ireland  could  wait,  and  they  would  send 
Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  real 
aspects  of  Irish  questions.  Then,  at 
Bradford,  the  noble  Lord  gave  as  the 
apology  for  the  dday  of  ttie  Govern- 
ment that  they  woud  not  legislate 
*'  until  they  knew."  Well,  our  conten- 
tion is,  that  they  will  not  legislate  even 
when  they  do  know.  They  have  sent 
the  best  men  they  could  to  Lreland,  they 
have  g^ven  them  carts  hlaruhe,  they  have 
enabled  them  to  call  the  most  capable 
witnesses;  an  exhaustive  inquiry  has 
resulted  in  a  volume  of  evidence  which 
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tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  aiadetone) 
rightly  characterizes  as  the  most  im- 
portant dooumeut  on  the  condition  of 
Ireland  ever  laid  before  this  House. 
And  yet,  Sir,  we  find  the  Government 
ready  to  cast  to  the  winds  the  practical 
recommendations  of  their  own  Com- 
missioners, and  to  give  the  preference 
apparently  to  brand-new  theoretical 
schemes  from  that  BirmiDgham  mint ; 
with  tbe  ever  ohanpng  political  our- 
renoy  of  which  we  were  so  familiar  last 
spring,  when,  as  hon  Members  will  re- 
call, each  week  there  was  a  new  issue, 
with  a  new  die  and  a  new  superscription. 
As  I  have  said,  the  Government  is  per- 
sisting in  their  policy  of  August  in  spite 
of  their  own  Oommissioners'  Beport.  If 
we  could  gather  anything  from  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  it  was 
that  he  would  firmly  maintain  the  sacred- 
ness  of  contracts,  and  uphold  the  judi- 
cially fixed  rents.  That  makes  one  call 
to  mind  once  more  the  remarkable 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  at  the 
beginning  of  the  last  Session.  Lord 
Salisbury  said,  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  if  rents  had  really  beoome  impos- 
sible, the  loss  by  the  difference  between 
the  possible  rent  now,  and  the  rent  judi> 
otally  fixed,  should  ful,  not  on  the  Irish 
landlords,  but  on  the  State — that  is,  of 
course,  on  the  taxpayers  of  England, 
Scotland^  andWnlc^.  Now,  if  the  Obief 
Secretary  w**re  in  hia  platnf,  I  should 
challenge  him,  nud  3!*J;  ilim,  why  tie  bits 
Tint  tlio  iL'OLirage  of  hia  convittion:^.  wliy 
h.0  CiTii;in;  carry  out  such  a  poliry,  wliii  li 
WtmLl  at  V'.ixst  ba  equally  fair  tn  ttiii.int 
and  ti>  iniirllord  ?  Why,  8ir,  can  hu  iint 
adopt  the  rGcommcndation  of  hia  own 
Ooinmiflsioo,  and  at  once  carry  out  a 
revision  of  the  judicial  rents;  and,  why 
can  be  not  also  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make 
good  tbe  dlfibrenoe  out  of  the  OoQBoli- 
dated  Fund?  Tlui  answer  is  obvious. 
It  in  qtMWj^,  and  eaeieri-  a^d  leu  risky 
ta  6oMefttkb'^<l^^^  Ill«ZL  tiM^  vho  is 
£ar  away,  and  weak^  and  helpleas,  who 
IB  groaning  under  the  seral-Bussinn 
df^GttimSLn  wMeh  tbe  nffht  Hon.  Goud^^- 
mgii  tfaa  AtoabW  for  West  Birmmj^hniii 
onoQ  BO  eloquently  denounced,  an^l  trho 
is,  as  that  right  hon.  Qentlenmu  jH^ated 
out,  at  the  mercy  of  30,000  bayonets.  It 
ig  easier,  I  say,  to  do  this  tlifm  it.  is  to 
faco  tho  free  hthI  )[u!i;ii-.Mi']''iit-  taxpnyer 
of  Great  Britain,  who  is  at  our  doors, 
Fho  has  free  Bp«9^  ^ 
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meeting,  and  who  will  challenge  the 
action  of  the  Government  and  insiBt 
on  a  just  consideration  of  bis  claims. 
Does  the  Keport  of  the  Oommisaion 
justify  a  resort  to  coercion  ?  The  Oom- 
missioners do  not  recommend  coercion, 
but  only  a  firm  maintenance  of  the  ordi- 
nary law.  Last  night  we  were  treated 
to  a  singular  display  of  fraternal  criticism 
from  the  right  non.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  on  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle- on-Tyne.  He  quoted  s 
passage  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  John  Morley)  said  that  it  was 
not  inconsistent  with,  that  it  was  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Liberal  creed  not  to 
hesitate  to  deal  with  outbreaks  of  vio- 
lence. But,  Sir,  that  is  just  the  differ^ 
ence.  We  Liberals  and  Badicals  are 
always  prepared  to  deal  vigorously  with 
outrage  and  crime.  We  do  not  need  to 
call  for  un-Gonstitutional  powers.  We 
hold  that  coercion  is  the  avovral  of 
weakness.  laberalism  and  Badiwalism 
are  strong  to  repress  wrong,  becanse 
they  have  a  strict  regard  to  jnsttce.  And 
I  would  say,  what  I  am  sure  on  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  will  con- 
firm, that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-on-Tyne  allowed 
in  that  short  period  in  which  he  was 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (that  period 
which  will  remain  a  bright  page  of 
Irish  history)  just  this  quality.  had 
but  one  great  opportunity,  and  that  was 
ftfEorded  Mm  by  tli&  cligriit^ofu!  Eind  aan- 
g^iinnry  riot:^  at  Helfast — iluls  which,  I 
]i!ivn  Tio  luisitdtion  in  saying,  wero  iho 
'liivLt  [aiii  (vbviijua  result  of  the  recfeless 
fiiiil  tnllrinimatij]  y  ajdros?  of  the  noble 
Ij'iril  t]ie  Membor  for  South  PaddiDgtoD. 
My  right  liun.  Friand  eliAwod  firmness, 
justiiiL^,  impartiality  in  dealing  with 
the  Belfast  riots.  I  do  not  think  any  of 
QS  doubt,  that  if  similar  oocasions  had 
ftTiean  in  the  Catholic  Provinces  of  Ito- 
lani],  he  would  have  shown  the  same 
reaolutioD  and  the  BOOie  unpastialify  ia 
putting  down  public  vi(wniee.  B«A 
happily  the  rest  of  Ireland  was  peacofcQ. 
They  had  leanied  the  lesson  of  hope,  and 
had,  &x9d^ei|!  trOBt  on  n  great  Enj^li&h- 
mflinancl  a  great  Englbh  ParLr.  Tha 
Ga?eri:mpnt  havo  a  etill  etrongpr  warn- 
ing in  tfie  separate  Eeport  of  Mr.  Knipe, 
whicli  lifis  bc'pii  ao  long  dclavtiHl,  and 
wfLa  only  Jflul  two  days  ago  on  tbelable 
of  tbii^  Ueude.    Mr.  Knipfrn^ys— • 
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in  certain  diatricta,  by  any  fresh  coercive  legis- 
lation will  now,  as  in  the  past,  not  only  fail  to 
secure  the  tranquillity  of  the  country,  bat  wUl 
ineritably  wd  in  B«rioiuIy  ag^vawig  the 
Mst  diffioultiai." 

The  real  source  of  tronblOj  he  pointed 
oat,  was  the  strained  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  because  rents  had 
become  impossible.  It  was  at  the  Bent 
Question  that  the  GoTemment  must 
strike,  if  they  wished  to  pacify  and  gain 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.  I 
would  beg  the  attention  of  Liberal 
UoioniBts  to  Mr.  Knipe's  advice ;  for 
Mr.  Knipe  is  speaking  not  as  a  Na- 
tionalist,  but  as  an  Ulster  Liberal 
TTnionist.  The  Government  have  disre- 
garded Mr.  Knipe's  advice,  and  seem  to 
nara  made  up  their  minds  that  coeroion 
is  the  best  way  to  improve  the  relations 
between  landlwd  uid  tenant.  They 
Ikave  datennined  to  oradi  byfotoe  the 
oombinations  of  the  tenants  against  rents 
which  the  CKtrenunwit's  own  Oommis- 
sion  prove  inoonteatably  to  be  unjust. 
They  seem  to  think  the  happiest  solution 
of  Irish  difficulties  is  to  dnve,  by  force, 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  into  whichever  of 
the  gigantic,  universal,  compulsory 
schemes  of  State  purchase  has  been  ex- 
cogitated by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  for 
the  present  emeivenoy  of  the  Govern- 
ment What  is  £e  real  reason  the  Oo- 
▼emment  havethrown'over  their  own  ad- 
visers ?  It  is  the  old  reason,  the  exas- 
peration of  failure.  The  Government, 
the  TTnionist  Party,  as  it  calls  itself,  has 
missed  s  golden  opportunity.  It  is  easy 
to  denonnce  and  deride  the  objects  of  the 
TJnioniatfl.  Bat  it  is  posnble  also  to 
state  the  Unionist  creed  in  noble  and 
generous  terms.  And  I  have  no  doubt 
there  are  Unionists  in  this  House,  who 
would  find  the  ideal  of  Unionist  policy 
in  words  used  many  years  ago  in 
"  another  plaoe  " — 

"We  contracted,  when  we  aasnmed  the  do- 
minion of  Ireland,  a  solemn  duty,  that  we  would 
give  to  that  ooon^  the  same  amoont  of  benefit 
as  it  would  have  received  from  an  independent 
domaitio  Legialatare,  really  v»preeenanB  the 
wanta,  the  fMlings,  and  the  widus  of  the  Irish 
People." 

If  the  Unionist  Party  last  summer,  when 
they  had  the  clear  and  undoubted  facts 
before  them,  when  thoy  were  fresh  from 
that  "irreversible  and  final  verdict  of 
the  country,"  of  which  we  heard  so 
much,  when  the^  had  that  magnificent 
miqorilj  at  tiieir  baoks;  if  they  had 
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seized  the  occasion  for  proving  that  they 
wero  the  true  friends  of  the  sufferiug 
Irish  people,  then  it  was  just  conceiv- 
able, &om  the  standpoint  of  a  Unionist, 
that  they  might  have  won  for  themselves 
the  noble  title  of  being  the  salvation  of 
Ireland.  They  have  preferred  to  leave 
the  work  and  the  reward  to  the  National 
League,  and  their  iSsilore  is  complete, 
and  that  is  the  key-note  of  their  cry  for 
ooeroion.  What  is  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Government  approach  this  task? 
Why,  in  the  speech  by  the  First  Lord 
of  tiie  Treasury,  and  in  that  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  also,  there  is  not  a  word 
of  sorrow  or  regret— not  a  single  apo- 
logy for  their  proposal  to  abridge  the 
Oonstitutional  liberties  of  Irishmen.  I 
am  almost  tempted  to  wonder  whether 
any  Member  of  the  present  Government 
has  read  and  considered  the  speeches  of 
past  statesmen  who  have  proposed  coer- 
cive measures,  such  as  ^e  noble  and 
^nerons  speech  of  Lord  Grey  in  1833, 
when  he  i^oke  with  pain  and  sorrow  at 
the  necessity  he  felt,  and  said — 

"  Such  powers  are  oaly  to  be  exeroiBed  in 
extraordinary  ciroiuostanoes,  and  are  such  as, 
if  permanently  estabUahed,  are  incompatible 
with  free  institutions ;  if  resorted  to  on  tdl 
occasions,  must  prove  deetruotive  to  every 
free  Oownment.'^ 

My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-oa-Tyne  refisrred  the  other 
night  to  the  singular  evidence  which 
Captain  Hamilton,  the  hon.  Secretary 
to  the  Property  Defence  Association, 
gave  before  the  Boyal  Commission,  and 
I  will  read  to  the  House  the  last  answer 
which  that  Gentleman  gave — an  answer 
which  seems  to  me  to  stamp  him  as  the 
apostle  of  prompt  and  pitiless  eviction. 
In  reply  to  the  question,  "What  further 
suggestions  he  wished  to  make?"  Cap- 
tain Hamilton  said — 

'*  The  only  thing  that  occurs  to  me  is  to  make 
the  law  as  short  as  poatible.  Wh^  I  always 
do  is  to  sell  the  farm  at  once ;  the  hold  the  ten- 
ant has  is  ^e  six  months  allowed  under  ^eot- 
ment  for  redemption,  and  that  is  one  thins  that, 
if  it  could  be  prevented,  it  would  be  of  great 
advantage.  In  view  of  the  combination  among 
tenants  banking  thdr  money,  the  only  way  is 
to  diow  them  wai  they  must  pay,  whethn  ther 
bank  or  not,  and  the  only  terror  yon  can  hold 
over  the  tenants  is  to  aay,  '  I  will  sell  your 
farm,  and  knock  down  your  house,  if  neces- 
sary.'" 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  in  the  temper 
of  men  like  Captain  Hamilton,  ra** 
than  in  the  grave,  and  dignifie<* 
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apoloeetio  spirit  of  great  stateamen  like 
Lord  Orey,  that  the  Government  are  in- 
troducing their  proposals.  We  are  face 
to  face  with  coercion,  that  does  not  ex- 
plain, doea  not  apologize  for  itself — with 
Ooert'ioD  impenitent  and  unredeemed  bj 
a  single  touch  of  generogity.  But  I  may 
venturo  to  say  also  we  are  face  to  face 
wiib  coorclon  in  its  unhonoured  deprepi- 
tudo,  with  coercion,  in  the  sere  and 
yellow  leaf,  which  the  etroag  and  whole- 
some breezes  of  democracrywillpromptly 
sweep  for  ever  into  the  dual,  which  ifl  its 
fitting-  refiting  place.  It  waB  hard  to 
UnderBtaad  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
maTi  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
could  aupporb  the  Government  in  so 
misQTable  and  so  mlnouB  a  potiigr,  when 
one  remembered  the  forcible  wotos  of  a 
«peHh4eliT«Md  only  a  reoi  or  two  ago, 
u  v£iii£h  11^  l^tterlj  oharactonzed  the 
want  of  sympathy  liord  Balisbury 
dho-nred  fbi  me  an^eringa  of  the  Irieh 
tonanta.  The  difference  between  aU  the 
mnmrnfitances  when  coeroion  was  last 
resorted  to,  and  the  present  eituaiion, 
whea  no  reason,  aubstantial  or  othet- 
wieo,  had  been  pnt  forncflrd  far  sneh  a 
courae,  wee  enormoaa.  I  wo'uld  wish  to 
ask  the  Liberal  Unioniets,  in  thefaee  of 
thiis  enormous  and  striking  contrast, 
whether  it  would  not  be  wiser  for 
them  in  time  to  reconaider  the  vote 
fh^y  are  about  to  give ;  whether 
it  would  not  be  wieer  for  theit  own 
future  interests  ;  whether,  apart  from 
interest  and  on  the  higher  ground 
of  couscienoe,  it  would  not  be  better  in 
view  the  ^edgei  many  of  them  htid 
given  again  ana  agun  on  public  plat- 
AnmS  iuOii^^hoattLe  country;  and  whe- 
^iflT  ykfij  aw  really  determinBd  to 
identify  taemaelves  with  a  failing  and  a 
hopole&a  eeueo,  and  reBoLved  to  go  into 
the  Dmsion  Lobby  in  support  of  a 
policy  to  which  tbey  Baw  the  entire 
democracy  of  the  United  Kingdom  were 
opposed.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can 
more  appropriately  conclude  theao  re- 
marks than  by  quoting  some  weighty 
words  from  the  noble  speech  delivered 
by  Lord  Gfrey  in  1845  on  the  state  of 
Ireland,  in  hich  ho  denounced  the  un- 
wisdom and  the  hopeless iiee,s  of  the 
policy  of  ooeroiou  persisted  in  by  the 
Con&ervative  Minietzy  of  that  day.  It 
aeeniB  to  me  that  every  word  applies 
with  equal  force  to  the  pre^n^nt  Miniatry 
the  present  occasioa.  Afterpointing 
mi  that  the  Tory  MiaistlJ  of  U-ie  rs- 


fused  to  supply  any  real  remedy  for  the 
miseries  of  iWand,  Lord  Grey  said — 

"  Her  IfajMty's  OoTamment  pn^ose  only  to 
go  on  with  meaaurefl  such  ai  thow  we  havA 

tried  over  and  over  again — measuren  which 
hj:7c  sllowedaU  4h«eril9  of  Tr?Innj  to  gxi  c»n, 
jis  I  h.-ivfi  ahown,  and  i-ntlu-r  to  fr>it  woraft  rather 
than  better.  They  projuiso  iIi^l'^'-'^IIv  to  jiiirsoe 
tha  old  and  beaten  track,  ilow,  then,  cao  tbaj 
e){pMt4^(%f}HniU'l*A4i^anf  hot  tl^ 
iomed  feniiinK^f  T#6  Wardi, '  moner'  and 
'  coeroion,'  uem  to  deaoribe  ilis  whole  policy  of 
the  OavemoiQnt'  ■  *  .  Bofli  luve  bpen  liied 
■:)ver  iind  orer  iLgain,  and  we  see  in.  the  state  of 
In-lnnf]  iha  mast  convincing^  proof  tbat  by 
tli«in9i:Ived  they  hold  out  no  hope  of  auccees." 
—(3  Hansard,  [8+]  1347-80.) 

KCb.  W.  a.  UAODOXAIiD  (dneen's 
Oo.>  Ossory]  s^d^  the  Ghtvenuuent  oxeiw 
cdasd  a  wise  discretion  in  not  putting'  np 
any  of  their  Kembers  to  reply  to  the 

Seeoh  of  the  right  hon.  Genileiiwii  1^ 
ember  flw  Hid  liOthian  (Ifr.  Wi'ft 
aiadato&e),  ^eancn  tbti  ^eeeh  tom- 
pletely  pal^cH^vaj  #«  (Meft  of  the  Qo- 
vemment.  Ba  uld  tibe  of  the  Q<»- 
VfRnment,  bnt  pradJo^y  the  Govern- 
ment  had  no  case  at  and  it  could  not 
be  said  oven  by  their  beat  friends  that 
the  Government  had  aeriously  tried  to 
make  a  case.  He  had  heard  manj 
speeches  from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  but  he  had  never  heard  the 
right  hon.  Q^entleman  sa^  anything  yet 
— he  had  never  yet  heard  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman  say  anything  that  na 
pointed,  that  was  forcible,  that  wa»tiia^ 
dnaive;  and  he  thought  whenthc^Mfi' 
ndered  the  demands  the  (ioranoHat 
wen  making  on  the  Housei,  no  i^ooeh 
oouH  be  more  ^ble  or  more  poinilMv 
than  tiie  speeeh  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  !Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasory. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  refuge 
in  generalitieB.  He  said  that  Ireland 
was  disorganized,  and  that  expression 
soemed  to  serve  him  ie  good  stead,  for 
ho  used  it  several  times  during  the 
course  of  a  short  speech,  He  said  that 
juries  were  intimidated  and  that  crimi- 
nals were  going  about  the  country  scot- 
free  and  unpunished,  though  Judges  had 
declared  they  ought  to  be  convioted.  He 
(A£r.  Mecrdouald)  did  not  know  what 
particular  instance  the  Hght  hon.  Gen- 
ttemau  bad  in  his  mind — if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  in  bis  mind  any 
inatunce  at  all  with  regard  to  the  necee^ 
BLty  for  coenjtonj  viewing  the  oonditton 
of  tbo  country.  It  aeemed  to  him  that 
the  obJHmrticai  mM  mA»  ^ 
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of  T^fue  talk  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  nsaally  indulged ;  but  he 
remembered  a  case  pretty  distinotly  in 
which  an  Orangeman  committed  a 
murder  which  was  declared  to  be  such 
by  a  Judge — and  yet  a  jury  of 
Orangemen  acquitted  '  the  prisoner. 
Whether  it  was  to  meet  such  a  case  as 
that  the  Ooercion  Act  was  introduced  he 
did  not  know,  but  if  so,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  fnends  in  the  Nor&  of  Ire- 
land  would  not  be  thankful  to  him, 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  WiU 
the  hon.  Qentleman  name  the  ease  he 
refers  to? 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD:  The  ease 
of  the  WalkwB.  He  did  not  think  the 
case  for  the  GhjToiiment  was  very  much 
mended  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. It  seemed  to  him  to  be  more  like 
a  speech  in  a  young  men's  debating 
society,  rather  than  of  the  character  they 
were  accustomed  to  listen  to  from 
Ministers.  With  regard  to  the  Ohief 
Secretary's  description  of  the  National 
League  being  merely  an  alias  for  the 
liana  League,  he  pointed  out  that  there 
was  a  Tart  distinction  between  the  old 
Land  League  in  operation  in  1880-81, 
and  the  National  Leagae  which  existed 
now.  Many  of  the  most  prominent  per- 
sons associated  with  the  old  Land  League 
were  no  longer  connected  with  the  Na- 
tional League.  The  persona  who  were 
connected  with  the  National  League 
were  hon.  Members  of  that  Honse,  and 
they  conld  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the 
House  and  of  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country  to  aooount  for  their  conduct  if 
they  pursued  any  course  which  deserved 
serious  censure.  He  contended  that  no 
case  had  been  made  out  for  coercion. 
No  exceptional  crime  existed  in  Ireland 
as  a  whole.  There  was  disorder  in  a 
few  districts,  but  Uiis  was  solely  due  to 
the  action  of  the  landlords.  If  the  Go- 
vemment,  therefore,  introduced  reforms 
neutralizing  the  action  of  the  landlords, 
they  would  get  rid  of  whatever  disturb- 
ance might  exist.  Hon.  Members  who 
contended  that  if  the  land  system  in 
Ireland  were  reformed  or  settied  there 
would  be  an  nid  to  the  demand  for 
Home  Rule,  must  be  singularly  ignorant 
of  Lrish  history,  and  particularly  of  the 
events  that  had  happened  in  that  coun- 
try during  recent  years.  The  very  soul 
of  Irish  agitation  for  a  long  period  had 
bem  the  demand  toft  self-govwDment. 


In  1843  the  great  agitation  of  O'Connell 
was  based,  not  on  a  reform  of  the  land 
system,  but  on  the  repeal  of  the  Union  ; 
and  so  in  1885  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  as  the  Leader  of  Home 
Bule,  doubled  his  strength  in  that 
House  on  the  same  demand — he  would 
say  the  indestructible  demand — of  the 
Irish  people  for  self-government.  That 
was  still  the  great  want  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  until  it  was  granted  there 
would  be  no  satisfactory  settlement  of 
die  difficulty.  Not  a  few  hon.  Members 
must  have  been  puzzled  to  discover  the 
real,  object  of  the  ooenuvo  poliqr  of  the 
GoTsmment.  It  could  not  be  the  sup- 
prearion  of  secret  societies,  tax  it  had 
been  shown  that  tiiere  were  none,  and  it 
could  not  beinconsequraiceof  tiie  general 
prevalence  of  crime,  beeanee  since  1880 
there  had  been  an  enormous  decrease  of 
crime  in  the  country.  This  had  been 
proved  to  the  House  by  the  production 
of  very  remarkable  statistics,  and  the 
chains  of  the  J udges  to  the  Grand  Juries 
throughout  Ireland  might  be  adduced  in 
strong  confirmation  of  the  statement.  It 
was,  therefore,  not  the  state  of  crime  in 
Ireland  which  induced  the  Government 
to  bring  forward  a  Coercion  Bill ;  neither 
could  it  be  on  account  of  Boycotting,  be- 
cause Lord  Salisbury  himself  had  told 
them  that  Boycotting  was  a  thing  which 
no  law  could  deal  with.  Moreover,  Boy< 
cotting  was  in  full  force  last  autumn ; 
and,  if  the  practice  could  be  raached  by 
coercive  legislation,  why  was  not  such 
legislation  proposed  then?  He  could 
only  suppose  that  the  Coercion  Bill  was 
to  be  introduced  in  order  to  prevent  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ; 
but  even  if  they  made  it  too  dangerous 
for  the  Irish  Members  to  do  so,  the 
people  themselves  would  be  c^uite  able 
to  carry  out  the  Flan,  in  spite  of  all 
their  repressive  enactments,  by  means 
of  secret  combinations.  Further,  he 
warned  the  Government  that  even  if 
they  obtained  the  exceptional  powers 
which  they  demanded,  they  would  never 
break  the  niirit  of  the  Irish  people,  who 
had  resiBted  all  the  eflbrta  made  through 
many  centuries  to  accomplish  their  sub- 
jugation by  force,  and  would  still  con- 
tinue to  do  80.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  not  assent  to  the  Motion  of  the 
Government,  whose  object  it  was  to 
destroy  all  hope  of  peace  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HOWOBTH  (Salford,  S.)  said,  the 
hon.  Qentiemfto  who  had  just  nl^iimam. 
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(Mr.  Ifacdonald)  always  seonred  tiia 
Bympathetio  attention  of  the  House  and 
set  an  example  to  some  of  his  Frieads  in 
the  earnestness  with  which  he  spoke,  but 
which  had  carried  the  House  a  long  way 
from  the  issue  before  it.  He  would  like, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Speaker,  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
very  simple  issue  which  was  before  it. 
They  were  not  there  to  discuss  hypothe- 
tical measures,  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  presented,  or  to  discuss  &at  measure 
on  its  details.  They  were  there  to  discnas 
the  grarw  question,  whether  law  and  jtis- 
tioe  bad  been  paralyzed  in  Ireland,  and 
whether  paralysis  of  lawaad  justice  jiu- 
tified  the  GoTemment  of  this  countij  in 
asking  for  exceptional  advantages  in 
prescribii^  great  remedial  measurea. 
Before  he  addressed  hinuelf  in  a  few 
words  to  the  direct  issue,  he  would  like 
to  say  a  word  or  two  about  the  incidrat 
which  occurred  the  previous  evening, 
and  in  which  he  thought  he  should 
secure  the  sympathy  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  eide  of  the  House.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  after  the  brilliant 
speech  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that 
it  was  distinctly  the  duty  of  some  Mem- 
ber on  the  Front  Bench  to  get  up  and 
reply  to  it.  He  and  others  felt  that  the 
fact  of  the  dinner  hoar  intervening  at  8 
o'clock  was  not  i>  sufficient  excuse  for 
Memb^  on  either  Front  Bench  to  re- 
frain from  speaking  when  some  one  of 
great  expenmce  was,  and  authority  in 
the  House  had  presented  the  case  from 
the  opposite  nde,  not  merely  to  the 
Benches  thej  saw  around  tbem,  but  to 
the  country.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
was  not  fair  to  their  own  people  outside 
the  House,  nor  quite  fair  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers  who  reprwented  Conservatism  there, 
that  that  speech  should  have  gone  by  de- 
foult  for  two  or  three  hours,  as  it  would 
appear  to  the  country  as  if  the  great  eon* 
jurer — who  had  conjured  so  often  with 
the  House — had  no  one  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  who  was  competent  and 
willing  to  answer  him.  The  only  excuse, 
if  it  was  an  enms^  was  that  Minis- 
ters were  addressing,  possibly,  Beoehes. 
They  had  in  the  Beporters'  Gallery, 
however,  fiieiids  who  performed  many 
aervioes  on  many  oooasions,  and  who 
fmnoed  the  oondnit  ^pe  between  that 
House  and  the  oonn^,  and  who  would 
take  good  care  that  what«nr  was  worth 
gfUMWting  and  wptatiuf  WM  ngported 
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duly  the  following  morning.  Hon.  Uem- 
bers  were  not  there  to  perform  an  intel- 
lectual and  political  parade.   They  wwe 
there  to  answer  each  other  on  the  one 
side  of  the  House  and  the  other.  Now, 
having  said  this,  he  should  like  to  refer 
to  one  or  two  parts  of  the  right  h<m. 
Gentleman's  speech  to  which  an  answer 
had  not  yet  been  given.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  b^an  his  speech  by  a  very 
dexterous  side  issue,  which  had  nothing 
whatevw  to  do  with  the  issue  before  the 
Honse.   He  occupied  one-third  of  his 
address  in  showing  that  the  parallel  be- 
tween the  cases  of  1881  and  1887  did 
not  hold  good,  and  for  this  reason — that 
whilst  he  introduced  his  measure  at  the 
b^pnning  of  the  Session,  the  pareeent 
Goreoinment  introduced  it  two  months 
after  the  Session  had  oommenoed,  and 
when  they  were  in  the  middle  of  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  affairs  of  the  country.  The 
fact  that  the  Bill  of  1881  was  introduced 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  when 
there  was,  therefore,  more  tame  to  dis- 
cuss it,  seemed  to  him  to  demand  less 
instead  of  more  urgency  than  when  such 
a  Bill  was  introdu^  later  on.  Besides, 
two  months,  it  must  be  remembered, 
had  been  occupied  in  preparing  the 
machinery  neceaeary  before  they  could 
pass  the  Bill  which  th^  deemed  to  be 
most  essential  for  the  commonify  if  it 
was  to  be  preserved  firom  dieontegration. 
This  was  the  preliminary  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speedi;  bat  he 
went  on  to  bhallenge  the  Govemment 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  did  sot  joatafy 
exceptional  advaatages  being  given  to 
the  Government  to  cany  a  measure  of  re- 
pression. He  should  quote  a  few  extracts 
more  powerful  and  more  judicial  than  i 
anything  hitherto  laid  before  the  House. 
The  authorities  he  wonld  quote  wen  in 
an  absolutely  neutral  position.    He  pro- 
posed to  read  two  or  three  short  aen- 
tences  from  the  addressee  of  several  of 
the  Irish  Judges  to  the  Grand  Juries  in 
Ireland,  not  two,  or  three,  or  10  years 
ago,  but  within  the  last  few  weeks ;  and 
he  believed  the  extracts  wonld  ^ove  the 
best  ^fanne  available  of  what  waa  the 
real  eondition  of  things  in  Irdand  just 
now.   He  began  by  quoting  the  chsTge 
of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien.   Addieesing  t&e 
Grand  Jury  at  Ennis,  Coaatydaie,  on 
Febniaiy  27,  Mr.  Jootiee  O'Bzieii  said— 

"  I  find  hj  the  retonu  comptlfld  tiie  Con-  i 
itabiiluTthatenBwitfcnBB4toth»aBdatoeted  I 
cti— thw  is  a  luge  iiiLiiMi  mmn  the  tim»  I 
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of  the  last  Bnmmer  As^hb  over  the  oorreapond- 
ing  period  of  last  year.  ,  .  ,  From  the  returns 
before  me  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
lav,  to  a  great  extent,  has  ceased  to  exist  in 
the  county.  The  common  rule  of  obedience 
which  exist  in  every  civilized  State  is  abrogated 
and  replaced  hy  an  influence  fatal  to  induatry, 
fatal  to  [irosperity,  fatal  to  every  interest  con- 
nected with  the  welfare  of  the  community,  and 
an  influence  that  is  becoming  dominant  here 
elsewhere  throa^h  a  want  of  courage  and  Arm- 
nesa  in  meeting  it." 

The  same  Judge,  addressing  the  Ghrand 
Jury  of  Kerry,  on  March  9,  said — 

"  I  grieve  that  it  is  not  in  my  ^wer  to  an- 
nounce any  change  for  the  better  m  the  state 
of  this  county.  On  the  contrary,  there  exista 
even  at  this  moment  an  oxtracrdinary  state  of 
things  of  an  unprecedented  description — nothing 
short,  in  fact,  of  a  state  of  open  war  with  all 
forma  of  anthority,  and  even,  I  may  say  with- 
ont  sxaf^eration,  with  the  necessanr  iiutita- 
tions  of  aviliied  life.  These  returns  before  mo 
present  a  picture  such  as  can  hardly  be  found 
u  any  country  that  has  passed  the  confines  of 
natural  society  and  entered  upon  the  duties  and 
relationa  and  acknowledged  obligations  of  civi- 
lised life.  The  law  is  defeated^periiaps  I 
should  r^er  say  has  ceased  to  exist. 

Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  addressing  the 
Grand  Jury  of  Oounty  Mayo  at  Oastle- 
bar,  (m  Haroh  10,  expressed  regret — 

"That  he  could  not  congratulate  them  on 
the  condition  of  the  country.  So  far  as  he  could 
judge  from  the  official  returns,  the  county  ap- 
peared to  be  in  a  state  of  disorganization.  The 
existing  state  of  things  was  most  unsatisfactory, 
and,  according  to  the  report  made  to  him,  ap- 
proached as  near  to  a  revcut  and  rebellion  against 
tiie  existing  anthorities  as  aaythiDg  riunrt  of  a 
«ivil  war  conld  do." 

These  were  appalling  statements  to 
vhich  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Memoer  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  would  address  himself,  in- 
stead of  indulging  in  rhetorical  by-play. 
He  hoped  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
would  sToid  appealing  to  the  elaborated 
rhetoric,  to  Tnuch  he  had  possibly  de- 
voted many  hours  of  preparation,  and 
rather  bring  to  bear  on  those  extracts 
that  spontaneous  geoius  which  was  at 
his  command — extracts,  howerer,  which 
he  would  not  have  the  courage  to  con- 
travene. These  statements  of  Uie  Judges 
presented  a  state  of  things  so  terrible  in 
the  condition  of  Irish  society  that  th^ 
must  feel  that  it  was  not  only  the  duty 
of  the  GoTemment  but  of  every  Member 
of  that  House  to  assist  the  Goremment 
to  find  some  way  out  of  it  unless  society 
was  to  become  disintegrated-  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Meml)er  for  WdIt^'p- 
hampton(Ur.HenryH.FowlorJ  hadiaid 
down  tiie  eztnmigaQtaiid  waiiwyljljwjf 


theory  that  people  were  not  to  obey  or  be 
controlled  by  a  law  when  they  were  not 
in  sympathy  with  it.  What,  he  should 
like  to  know,  would  have  become  of  the 
Slave  Trade  of  the  West  Indies  if  Par- 
liament had  not  gone  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  the  prejudices  of  the  slave 
owners.  At  ever;  turn  in  their  history 
they  had  been  continuously  legislating 
for  the  great  benefit  of  the  people  in 
the  teeth,  of  the  prejudices— the  immoral 
prejudices  of  la^  portions  of  the  people. 
Another  statnnait  irom  the  iKnohes 
oppoute  was  really  remarkable,  and  it 
has  been  repeated  as  if  it  had  some 
peculiar  virtue  in  it— that  no  Act  for 
the  purpose  of  restoring  order  had 
hitherto  been  passed  in  this  House 
by  a  Party  vote.  The  fact  was  true ; 
and  why  was  something  like  a  Party 
vote  about  to  be  exercised  on  this  occa- 
sion ?  Because  this  was  the  first  time 
in  tke  history  of  our  country  that  a 
lai^e  and  responsible  Party,  with  great 
traditions,  found  itself  allied  with  the 
forces  of  disorder.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  we  were  in  a  very  critical  condition 
indeed,  when  a  great  Party  like  the 
Liberal  Party  was  found  adding  its 
weight  to  those  who  would  like  to  see 
anarchy  produced  in  Ireland,  and  re- 
fused to  assist  the  Government  in  pass- 
ing a  law  which  was  called  for,  not  by 
partizan  opinion,  but  by  the  opinion  of 
independent  observers  wee  the  Judges. 
Apart  from  these  considentions,  it 
seraied  to  him  that  they  were  bonnd  to 
accept  the  Government  for  the  time 
time  being  as  the  best  judge  of  what 
was  requisite  when  the  question  was 
one  of  maintaining  order  in  any  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions.  If  the  Go- 
vernment made  a  grievous  mistake  in 
miscalculating  the  positioo,  they  would 
be  held  responsible  presently  when  they 
were  brought  before  the  bar  of  public 
opinion.  He  thought  it  was  the  duty  of 
all  hon.  Members  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment when  they  were  asked  that 
exceptional  advantages  should  be  given 
to  tUs  measure,  and  to  vote  in  favour 
of  a  propoeal  which  was  rational,  which 
was  uir,  and  which  oommended  itself  to- 
the  )  udgment  of  every  man  who  retained. 
some  love  of  order  and  of  peace. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHX  (Hti 
S.WO  :  Thwo  have  ■  - 
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self-restraint  which  we  find  in  hon. 
Members  opposite.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  CbTemment,  as  a  prelimi- 
nary to  passing  a  repressire  measure 
for  Ireland,  had  passed  a  repressive 
measure  for  their  own  Followers.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Salford 
(Mr.  Howorth),  however,  will  not  sub- 
ject himself  to  that  discipline,  although 
one  would  have  thought  he  might  have 
done  it  more  easily  than  others,  because 
he  BO  often  instnicts  us  with  his  pen. 
Instead  of  subjeeting  himself  to  that 
discipline,  he,  himself,  becomes  a  dis- 
ciplinarian, and  he  undertakes  to  lecture 
the  Bench  behind  which  he  rita  for  a 
grosa  negleot  of  daty.  Well,  I  think 
utere  is  some  reason  for  the  complaint 
he  makes  of  that  Bench ;  for  X  have 
never  known,  on  an  occasion  so  im- 
portant as  this,  BO  many  able  speeches 
from  one  side  of  the  House,  and  so  very 
few  from  the  other.  The  question  be- 
fore us  to-night  is  one  of  great  simplicity, 
and  is  perfectly  intelligible.  It  is,  whe- 
ther we  shall  grant  to  the  Ck>Temment 
the  whole  time  of  the  House,  in  order 
that  it  may  pass  a  Bill  which  it  could 
not  readily  pass  unless  we  granted 
them  that  favour.  The  peculiarity  of  it 
18,  that  nobody  knows  anything  about 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  have  a 
strong  feeling  that  there  is  no  Legislative 
Assembly  in  the  Torld  that  has  any 
degree  of  seLf-respeet  which  would  bind 
itself  hand  and  foot  in  favour  of  passing 
a  measure  which  it  has  never  seen.  I 
see  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  before 
me.  He  is  a  reasonable  man.  He 
recently  belonged  to  a  rational  Party. 
May  I  not  him  whether  it  would 
not  have  been  a  manly  and  respectful 
course  towards  this  House,  that  the 
Government,  before  asking  for  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  should  have  intro- 
duced their  Bill,  and  should  have  read 
it  a  first  time  f  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  are  precedents  for  the  coarse  which 
the  Government  are  taking ;  but,  whe- 
ther there  be  precedents  or  not,  this 
course  is  contrary  to  reason  and  common 
sense.  It  must  be  allowed  that,  con- 
sidering the  gravity  of  the  occasion,  no 
case  has  been  made  out.  Whm  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
sat  down,  that  was  the  first  thing  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morlejr)  said,  and 
in  the  speeeh  of  the  Chief  Seeretaiy  for 


Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfbnr)  thwe  was 
scarcely  a  sentence  endeavouring  to 
make  out  a  case.  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
certainly  did  more  than  his  Predecessors; 
but  I  understood  that  his  case  was  mainly 
that  there  are  combinations  in  Ireland 
that  ought  to  be  put  down.  Then  I 
seemed  to  get  a  sort  of  explanation  why 
the  Government  had  been  so  reticent. 
They  know  that  there  are  millions  of 
men  in  Great  Britain  who  will  have  no 
sympathy  whatever  with  the  Qovmi- 
ment,  when  they  find  that  their  object 
is  to  put  down  combinations  against  «x- 
cessive  rent,  seeing  tiuit  the  poor  tenant 
has  no  tribunal  to  which  to  appeaL 
The  Government  is  less  original  than 
most  Governments.  It  has  less  courage 
than  most  Qovemments.  It  scarouy 
dares  to  take  responsibility  for  its  own 
acts.  It  is  always  leaning  on  the  broad 
shoulders  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone). 
The  Leader  of  the  House  seemed  to  ex- 
cuse the  course  he  was  taking  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor  Mid 
Lothian  introduced  a  measure  of  coraoian 
in  1 8  8 1 .  The  Party  opposite  and  the  Go- 
vernment may  be  wise — may  be  right  in 
following  precedents  which  have  been 
set  by  the  late  Prime  Minister ;  but  I 
will  undertake  to  say  that  even  he  is  not 
infallible,  and  they  may  follow  him  some- 
times when  he  has  been  totally  wrong. 
In  the  precedent  of  1881 1  believe  the 
Liberal  Government  was  utteady  wrong. 
It  was  preparing  to  pass  a  great  land 
measure  for  Ireland ;  but,  before  it 

EBBsed  that  measure,  the  Government 
ad  exasperated  the  Irish  peo^e  to  the 
utmost  degree  by  taking  tiie  course  of 
giving  precedence  to  a  Ooercion  Bill. 
Now,  I  undertake  to  say  that  what  the 
Liberal  Government  did  in  1881  had 
much  to  do  with  strengthening  the  hands 
of  the  Nationalist  Party ;  and  I  believe 
what  the  Qovemment  is  doing  now  will 
have  precisely  the  same  effect.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.OhamboIain)  last  night 
declared  his  belief  that  we  required  a 
remedial  measure,  and  we  required  abo 
a  measure  for  tilie  strengtheung  of  tihe 
OriminalLaw.  When  I  heard  tiie  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  I  was  reminded 
verymuohof  the  dever  people  we  see  in 
circuses  ridinga  couple  of  horses  at  the 
same  time.  He  seemed  to  me  to  have 
one  foot  upon  the  Tozy,  and  another 
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foot  upon  the  Liberal,  horse;  but  I 
Mold  DOt  help  thinkiog  that  he  leaned 
rather  more  kiodlj  to  the  T017  horse 
than  to  the  Liberal  one.    He  made  an 
eztraordioary  statemmt — a  statemeiit 
which  he  would  not  have  made  unless  a 
groat  ehange  had  come  orer  the  temi>er 
of  his  mind.   He  sud  that  in  1B81  be 
had  supported  a  ooercire  measure ;  that  | 
he  had  supported  a  ooeroiTe  measure  in 
IMS ;  and  that  he  would  have  supported 
a  ooeidTe  measure  in  1885  if  the  Go- 
TerDineiit  had  not  broken  down.  Now, 
the  intimate  Friends  of  the  right  hon. 
(}entlemaa  know  perfectly  well  that  he 
supported  the  measure  in  1881  with 
the  utmost  reluctance.   They  hare  an 
absolute  belief  that,  if  he  had  had  his 
way,  he  would  have  said — *'  Give  us  a 
lemedial  measure  first."    Even  last 
night  he  admitted  that  the  coerdTe 
measure  had  failed,  and  that  the  reme- 
dial measure  had  fkiled  to  do  much  of 
the  good  it  might  have  done  if  it  had 
stood  alone.   But  with  regard  to  1885, 
we  hare  heard  a  apeeoh  to-night  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oentral  Bradford  (Mr.  Shav  Lefene), 
who  knows  a  good  deal  of  what  took 
place  in  1885 ;  and  it  was  then  ourrently 
stated,  and,  aa  he  says,  never  denied, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  either 

Save  in  his  resignation  to  the  Prime 
[inister,  or  threatened  to  do  it,  because 
of  the  attempt  to  enforce  another  coer- 
ciTO  measure.   Now,  this  will  be  one  of 
the  most  memorable  Sessions  that  any 
man  in  this  House  can  remember,  and 
it  will  be  memorable  in  this  way — that 
we  hare  a  Torr  Government  supported 
by  ao-called  liberals,  and  that  that 
Tory  Government  has  twice  asked  the 
whole  time  of  the  House — the  first  time 
in  order  that  it  may  gag  the  Imperial 
Farliament,  and  the  saoond  time  in 
order  that  it  may  ^torgs  fetters  for  the 
Irtah  people.  It  seems  to  me  that  die 
subject  would  form  an  admirable  cartoon 
for  some  of  the  pictorial  papers  of  the  day 
I  Toted  in  1881  against  tne  ooeroion  mea- 
sure of  the  Liberal  Government.  I  have 
to  make  no  apology  with  renrd  to  that. 
I  Toted  with  a  very  smal  [1  group  of 
Members— I  am  not  sure  whether  mere 
were  more  than  half-a-dosen  English 
and   Scotch  Members  who  wmt  into 
the  Lobby  at  the  time.  I  shall  vote  to- 
night against  this  attempt  to  pass  a 
<x>eroiTe  measure ;  but  I  shall  not  vote 
with  half-a-doi«i  Mm&bera.    I  shall 
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tions  over  wliioh  he  desires  to  throw 
tiie  proteotion  of  this  Amendment,  sare 
the  National  Xieague  and  those  who  hare 
combined  to  promote  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paifpi  ?  I  know  of  no  other ;  and  so  I 
underetaad  Uiat  the  Amendment,  which 
has  received  the  highest  sanction  in  the 
enthusiastic  support  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone],  is  an  Amend- 
ment moved  on  behalf  of  the  National 
League  and  the  Plan  of  Campaiga. 
In  order  to  make  clear  two  points 
of  difference  between  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  myself,  I  will  call  at- 
tention to  one  other  proposition  which 
has  been  submitted  to  the  House.  He 
has  told  us  what  are  the  objects  of  his 
Amendment.  He  is  anxious  to  redress 
grievances,  as  he  calls  them,  in  prefer- 
ence to  punishing  offenders.  These  are 
the  woras  of  my  right  hon.  Friend— 

*'I  sm  leu  anxiona,  snxioua  ai  I  am,  to 
■ecure  vengeance  against  100  or  200  ruffian*, 
than  I  am  to  secure  the  lighUol  and  humane 
treatment  of  the  poor  tenants  in  Ireland." 

The  issue  is  plain  and  distinct.  Whether 
there  are  1 00  or  200  ruffians,  or  600  or  600, 
can,  in  principle,  makeno difference  what- 
ever. It  would  be  petty  and  technical  to 
discuss  his  proposition  on  such  a  ground. 
Nor  is  the  number  of  tenants  that  may 
be  affected,  the  question  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  wishes  to  submit  to  the 
House,  I  will  give  bim  a  thousand,  or 
Ifit  hitn  take  any  nucnber  he  clxuoses. 
2  6Af  that  it  is  a  fair  construotiou  of 
■wiiAt  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  ho 
vould  put  uide,  at  least  for  a  timo, 
th<f  neoeasity  of  bringing  oriminala  to 
juatioe  whatover  theix  number  may 
be— that  he  wiU  ba  eat^ij^  pi  «ithsr 
their  defection  tit  i&l£r  pttOLfshment 
Ontil  a  remedial  measure  is  intro- 
duced into  this  House.  [_Cries  of  "No, 
no  !  "]  Hon.  Qoutlenaon  behind  me 
sbuut  an  emphfttio  No  1  '*  But  the&o 
fim  the  terma  of  my  rijj;lit  hon.  Friend's 
AmcuJttient,  [*'No,  no!"j  Xhe  pro- 
poftitiun.  is  raaile  in  kia  own  langiiEigrt. 
[Aiilii:>t],  Mems^kb.;  No;  tUo  riffht  huu. 
Gentleman  wiid  "h'ss  niisioua."]  My 
rii^iit  lioiu  I'liiiid  s(tid  tliat  ho  woiihl 
hIIlhv  tlio  r<Jilitiini,  bo  thiMf  number  what 
it  niuy — No,  no  !  "]— tu  g^u  un- 
punisbed  until  a  reuiediul  menauru  is 
passed.  If  that  bo  not-  bis  purpose, 
there  no  ona  ■trlio  would  ho  mcir^i  ready 
dieaTOW-  it  than  my  right  hon.  i<'riend. 


all  the  honesty  of  his  nature,  and  I  know 
he  will  adhere  to  it  Let  me  repeat  it 
again  in  his  own  language — 

"I  am  less  anzuras,  aozionB  aslam  tonosra 
vengeance  against  100  or  200mG&anB,  than  I  am 
to  secure  the  ri^tfal  and  homans  treatmoit  of 
the  poor  tenants  in  Ireland." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Heholds  that  these  ruffians, 
number  what  they  may  ["  No,  no !  '*] 
ought  to  go  unpunished  until  a  reme- 
dial measure  is  passed.  ["No!"]  If 
that  is  not  bis  purpose,  why  has  this 
Amendment  been  moved  ?  It  has  been 
moved  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
remedial  measures  first,  and  then  pro- 
ceeding to  the  detection  and  punish- 
ment of  crime.  I  am  sure  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  the  first  to  wish  that 
our  friendship  should  not  prevent  me 
from  discussing  with  him  closely  and 
critically  what  his  proposition  really 
is.  To  him  it  means  simply  that  so 
many  persons  whom  he  calls  ruffians" 
shoula  eo  undetected  and  unpunished. 
["  No ! "]  That  is  the  proposition  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  nas  submitted  to 
the  House.  ["No!"]  I  can  explain 
his  words  in  no  other  way.  Sir,  to  my 
mind,  there  are  other  and  graver  con- 
siderations. For  myself,  I  admit  that 
it  is  of  comparatively  small  moment  that 
individual  criminals — in  some  cases — 
should  go  unpunished ;  for  instance,  if 
from  want  of  testimony,  or  the  perverse- 
noBS  of  juries,  or  the  individual  action  of 
jurors— or  from  wh&tever  form  £&  may 
occur — criminnle  here  or  criminal  tfaexa 
go  unpuDi^hc'd  bccauseoottTiO^QA  canuoi 
be  obtained.  That  is  a  wnnincattire^ 
small  matter,  but  if  the  tiioqie  of  cximx- 
nala  be  ^stematio ;  H  it  woooods  from 
orgaDiEftd  action,  then  it  aS'eotSL  not  only 
tho  criminals,  but  also  ^e  State.  It 
becomsa  not  only  a  question  of  thAoriffli- 
nal  who  escapes,  but  of  thoH  who  are 
the  vicLims  of  cfiaie.  Fot  every  one  of 
ihme  criminals  wlio,  upon  the  theory  and 
Hiigg^ostion  (jf  my  right  hoij.  Friend  shall, 
fiir  ii  ti[ni3  lit  leiirtt,  f-uiitLuiie  his  iian.'iT 
uiiuheckeil  iiuJ  uiifniuislied.  ruprwatJtita 
liut  L<iily  tho  iinpuiiitv  of  individuals  who 
miglit  bo  namQd  iu  numbers,  but  th'O 
ijvor-flwmg  of  tba  whole  com.munity  of  tlio 
luyal  and  well-dispoBfid.  It  repreaenta  ^ 
iifo  of  terror  and  misery  when  no  mau'a 
life  and  no  umu'a  property  are  aafet  abd 
when  the  hours  of  every  paaung;  d>y 
must  b6  houn  of  feat  and  wxetahednsss. 
W-Q)^Eaiia  uot  only  that  cp«qTn<*-l^ 
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be  pnniBhed,  but  that  the  innocent  and 
loyal  subjects  of  the  Queen  should  he 
protected.  [A  laugh,']  A  sentiment  like 
that  is  jeered  and  laughed  at,  and  I  am 
asked  to  be  a  party  to  an  alliance  with 
such  men.  I  decline  to  join  in.  an 
alliance  with  men  who  can  laugh  and 
jeer  at  the  saggestioa  that  it  is  ue  first 
dafy  of  every  Goremment— of  every 
dvilized  State — to  afford  all  the  protec- 
tion that  the  law  and  the  authority  of  the 
GtoTemment  can  afford  to  those  who 
require  protection.  There  are  other 
considerations  besides  the  protection  of 
the  weak,  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
ought  to  have  placed  in  the  scale  of  the 
bal  lanoe  he  held  between  these  two 
classes  of  measures.  It  is  not  only 
the  protection  of  individuals  who  are 
without  j»roteotion  against  organized 
combination,  unless  the  law  should 
afford  it  to  them,  which  has  to  be 
considered ;  but  a  great  issue  is  raised 
now  in  respect  to  the  very  character 
of  the  community  in  which  the  law 
is  to  be  administered.  It  is  not  only 
tiiat  the  state  of  Ireland  on^fht,  I 
think,  to  create  alarm  in  the  muds  of 
men ;  it  is  the  countenance  that  has  been 
given  to  those  acts  of  crime  and  ille- 
gality that  alarm  the  minds  of  those  who 
are  anxious  for  the  maintonfuace  of  the 
law.  We  have  heard  something  like  a 
distinct  expression  of  praise  of  illegality. 
Hy  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  in  the  re- 
markable speech  he  made  last  night — 
a  speech  which  was  devoid  of  promise 
only  beoanse  it  was  so  full  of  the  reali- 
zation of  success— in  that  most  able 
speech  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  re- 
minded us  that  we  are  legislators,  and 
that  we  are  not  moral  censors.  But 
I  must  remind  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
who  ait  around  him  that  there  is  a  danger 
of  being  worse  than  moral  censorB,  and 
that  is  m.  being  immoral  censors.  When 
I  hear  of  hon.  Members  saying  that, 
whilst  they  care  not  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  illegal  and  criminal  they 
give  it  their  moral  sanction,  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  it 
woidd  be  well  if  Uiey  would  recollect  that 
they  are  legislators,  and  not  irresponsible 
censors.  But  there  is  a  treatment  of  this 
eombination  which  I  regard  as  being 
worse  than  an  express  sanction — it  is 
the  conduct  of  men,  on  many  of  whom 
graTexesponaibility  rests,  some  of  whom 
bare  been  HinisterB  of  the  Orown  imd 
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knowtheresponsibilityofhavingtomaiu- 
tain  law  and  order.  Desiringtospeakwith 
the  greatest  cousideratiou  of  my  old  col- 
leagueSf  I  wish  they  had  spoken  a  little 
more  plainly  on  the  subject,  and  given 
support  to  themalntenanceof  the  Queen's 
authority  by  condemning  what  they 
admit  to  be  illegal.  It  is  said  you  may 
condemn  by  faint  praise ;  so  you  may 
also  praise  by  faint  condemnation. 
Those  who  would  convert  the  men  who 
commit  crime  and  illegal  acte  into  "  vil- 
lage Hampdens "  are  men  on  whose 
shoulders  the  greatest  responsibility 
lies.  The  question  now  is  not  one  of 
mere  figures;  it  is  not  whether  the 
crime  ve  have  to  deal  with  is  of  this 
character  or  that.  We  have  not  only  to 
detect  100  or  200  criminals  or  ruffians. 
Differing  from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  we 
have  not  only  to  protect  those  who  are 
unable  to  proteot  themselves,  unless 
covered  by  the  law's  great  and  powerful 
authority;  but  we  have  here  to  try  this 
great  question — when  illegality  is  rife, 
when  illegality  is  supported  by  express 
words  and  by  covert  words,  when,  for 
the  first  time,  the  Queen's  authority  is 
repelled  with  contempt  under  a  covert 
alliance  with  men  who  have  been  Minis- 
ters of  the  Orown — are  we  to  make  the 
admission  that  nothing  is  to  be  done,  or 
are  we  to  stand  here  with  the  confession 
that  we  have  been  bullied  by  anarchy 
into  dealing  with  measures  of  remedial 
legislation?  [CrM  of"  Oh!  "  Jrom  the 
Irish  Memhtrs.li  I  scarcely  expect  the 
assent  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way to  that  proposition.  I  could  not 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  it  would  be 
accepted  by  those  who  are  anxious  that 
no  steps  should  be  token  to  recall  the 
authority  of  the  law  and  of  the  Orown, 
when  the  law  is  defied  and  treated  with 
contempt,  and  when  it  is  admitted  that 
the  Queen's  writ  does  not  ran  in  majiy 
parte  of  Ireland.  It  is  not  from  that 
point  of  view  we  have  to  deal  with  this 
question.  The  issue  is  very  clear.  We 
are  dealing  with  a  very  grave  and 
serious  question  which  affects  the  very 
character  of  the  nation.  There  are  some 
of  us  who  think  the  first  duty  of  the 
Government  is  to  protect  the  siibjects  of 
the  Queen  by  the  law.  We  admit  that 
there  is  a  duty  oast  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  redress  wrongs  and  grievances ; 
and  the  question  is  whether  the  pro- 
position which  has  been  made  to  the 
House  that  your  first  duty  is,  before 
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you  restore  law  into  its  proper  position 
and  authority,  to  consider  the  ffrievance 
of  a  class,  or  whether,  on  me  other 
Kand,  your  duty  is  not  first  to  reassert 
the  deposed  authority  of  the  Crown, 
and  th.en  to  proceed,  in  a  generous 
spirit,  with  the  remedial  meHSures.  It 
has  been  said,  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment, that  you  must  not  punish  the 
crime  that  proceeds  from  the  demand 
for  a  redress  of  grioTances— that  ymx 
must  first  remove  the  grievances  which 
are  alleged  to  be  die  causes  of  crime ; 
that  you  must  satisfy  the  demands 
made,  and  only  then  can  you  proceed 
to  frame  new  laws  or  improve  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  esisting  law  for  the 
enforcement  of  the  punishment  of 
offenders.  What  a  monstrous  proposi- 
tion, for  see  what  it  means  ?  Let 
there  be  a  demand  for  the  redress 
of  a  grievance,  just  or  unjust — although 
it  may  be  assumed  to  be  just  —  and 
it  will  be  inferred  that  you  will  not 

give  redress  unless  it  bo  supported 
y  crimes ;  and  then,  if  there  be  orimi- 
naU  to  be  dealt  with,  then  the  ^evances 
of  a  olaea,  the  redress  of  which  is  de- 
manded by  criminals,  will  be  redressed, 
and  that  upon  the  terms  which  they 
dictate,  and  after  all  this  has  been  done 
you  may  begin  to  vindicate  tbe  authority 
of  the  law.  Thus,  theo  onoeemon  of  the 
principle  of  the  Amendmoit  creates  de- 
mands for  the  remedy  of  class  grievances, 
and  creates  the  criminals  who  will  thrive 
unpunished  upon  the  grievances.  If  that 
is  so,  the  principle  involved  in  the  issue 
is  immunity  from  the  punishment  of 
crime  for  political  reasons — an  immu- 
nity which  is  inconsistent  with  the  main- 
tenance of  government  in  the  State. 
There  is  nothing  so  disastrous  to  the 
maintenance  of  good  order  as  the  know- 
ledge that  impunity  for  crime  exists.  I 
am  anxious  to  quote,  on  this  bubject,  a 
high  authority  whose  words  will  bave 
the  full  approbation  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt).  I  believe  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  that  I  am  supported 
step  by  step  in  the  proposition  I  desire 
to  lay  before  the  House,  by  the  words  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  Perhaps  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  recollect  the 
views  he  entertained  and  expressed  in 
1882,  and  I  think  that  it  may  be  of 
advantage  to  many  hon.  Memliers  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  refer  to 
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them.   In  1882,  my  right  hon.  Friend 

said — 

"  The  main  caase  of  crimeeia  the  ezpectattoa 
of  imponity-an  expectation  which,  in.  Ireland, 
is  too  wdl  founded  upon  tenoriam  and  its  oon- 
seqaences." 

My  contention  is  that  the  impunity 
which  is  suggested  by  the  Amendment, 
and  which  is  involved  in  the  proposition 
that  you  should  never  punish  criminals 
whose  crime  may  proceed  &om  a  de- 
mand  for  a  redress  of  grievances  until 
the  grievance  itself  is  removed,  is  an 
impunity  founded  too  much  upon  the 
terrorism  which  exists  in  Ireland  at 
this  moment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  whose 
speech  I  refer  to  with  pleasure  on  acooont 
of  our  long  personal  aasodatiim,  asked 
what  must  be  the  feelings  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  now,  and  suggested  that  we 
must  be  suffering  much  nom  the  pangs 
of  conscience.  He  asked  who  was  the 
director  of  our  consciences?  I  say  widi 
pride  that  for  years  the  director  of  my 
political  conscience  was  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ;  he  formed, 
to  a  great  extent,  the  political  -views  I 
held;  and  in  the  campaign  of  1882  it 
was  from  him  we  learnt  most  of  what 
formed  our  conscientious  views  of  what 
was  best  to  be  done  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  Ireland — especially  for  those 
who  needed  the  protection  and  the  sup- 
port of  the  law.  It  is  from  vhat  I 
learned  from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
I  b^eved  that  my  consdenoe  irill  have 
no  such  pangs  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  spoka  oA,  mj  right  hon.  FUond 
then  8Ud — 

"Am  I  to  be  told  that  soeh  intimtdation— 
not  trivial  intimidation,  bat  intimidation  in 
fnrUmance  of  the  ohjeota  of  illegal  oomlmta- 
lion— intimidaUon  which  doea  not  expnas  the 
Billy  and  fooUsh  wish  of  an  individual,  bat  the 
set  purpose  of  large  and  powerful  bodies  of 
doen ;  am  I  to  be  told  that  that  ia  one  of  the 
objects  beneficial  to  the  pablio  welfore,  for  the 
sake  of  which  w  a  are  to  look  with  tolerance  and 
indulgence  on  the  failure  of  the  Jury  system  f  ** 

I  remember  the  appeal  which  my 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Membra  for 
Mid  Lothian  made  to  the  consti- 
tuencies. ICries  of  "Oh!"]  I  trust 
there  is  nobody  who  supposes  that 
I  enter  into  this  controversy  with  a 
view  of  showing  that  some  of  my  former 
Colleagues  have  changed  their  opinion. 
I  believe  that  any  Member  of  Parliament 
— and  especially  one  who  belongs  to  the 
Idbeml  Party— may,  &om  the  neceaailiea 
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of  political  life,  rightly  change  his  views 
from  time  to  time  on  questions  of  policy. 
It  is  a  petty  and  paltry  argument 
to  call  attention  to  words  spoken 
here,  and  words  spoken  there,  and  to 
show  how  widely  tiioy  differ  from  pre- 
Tiona  utterances.  If  that  creed  hod 
been  accepted,  the  Liberal  Party  would 
have  lacked  its  flexibility,  and  would 
never  have  been  able  to  adopt  its 
policy  to  the  necessities  of  the 
people,  and  would  have  been  unable  to 
accomplish  the  good  which  it  has 
effected.  If  our  policy  had  been  an  in- 
variable and  fixed  one,  it  would  not 
have  been  worthy  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
But  on  questions,  not  of  policy,  but 
relating  to  great  principles  and  the 
neceasities  of  government,  there  can 
be,  and  there  ought  to  be,  no  change. 
No  one  can  believe  that  (the  demands  of 
policy  can  ever  change  the  fundamental 
principles  upon  which  government 
should  be  conducted.  Ify  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  said 
the  other  nig^t  that  he  was  very  un- 
willing to  draw  an  indictment  against 
the  landlords;  but  he  certainly  drew  as 
grave  an  indictment  as  it  was  possible 
for  anyone  to  draw  against  those  who 
are  now  his  Colleagues.  Wittingly  or 
unwittingly,  he  brought  a  most  grievous 
charge  against  those  who  are  acting 
with  him.  He  charged  them  with 
having  for  five  years,  as  a  powerful 
Government,  acted  directly  in  oppo- 
sition to  Liberal  principles.  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  right  hon.  Friends 
will  entrust  me  with  their  defence. 
If  so,  I  wUl  do  my  best  for  them ;  but 
Uiere  are,  undoubtedly,  two  or  three 
oases  which  present  exteeme  difficulty. 
There  is,  first^  the  case  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
(Mr.  Bhaw  Lefevre).  How  to  defend  him 
I  scarcely  know.  I  heard  him  this  even- 
ing explain  the  limits  of  his  personal 
connection  with  measures  of  coercion. 
He  told  us  that  he  was  innocent  of  the 
charges  made  against  him  and  other 
right  hon.  Members,  and  that  in  his 
heart— in  his  inmost  heart — he  had 
never  been  a  supporter  of  any  excep- 
tional measures  for  the  suppression  of 
crime. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said 
that  I  had  supported  by  speech  the  Gxai 
Coentton  BilL 
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Sir  HENBY  JAMES:  Yes;  but  in 
a  most  reluctant  manner. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  «aid  that  I 
supported  the  first  Coercion  Bill  of  1881 
in  a  speech,  and  tluit  it  was  after  that 
that  I  refused  to  support  similar  legisla- 
tion. 

Sib  HENBY  JAMES:  I  am  sure 
that  my  client  is  right  and  that  his  ad- 
vocate is  wrong,  and  I  will  accept 
his  instruction.  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  distinctly  stated  that,  after  giving 
that  vote  in  1881,  he  reflected,  he  visited 
Ireland,  went  among  those  who  were 
suffering  under  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  then  expressed 
to  the  late  Mr.  Forster  his  oonviotion 
that  coercion  must  never  be  applied 
again.  He  knew  then  that  our  measures 
ought  to  hare  been  of  a  remedial 
character,  and  that  repressive  measures 
should  have  been  abandoned.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  in  fact,  poses 
as  a  penitmt  who  has  diseoveiea  the 
error  of  his  ways.  But  what  strikes 
me  with  amazement  is  this.  Although 
he  says  that  in  1881  he  gave  a  vote  in 
favour  of  coercion,  he  has  found  him- 
self unable  to  take  that  course  since. 
He  says  that  he  lamented  the  vote  which 
he  then  gave ;  and  yet,  although  the  time 
that  has  elapsed  since  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  this  afternoon,  has 
been  short,  I  have  been  able  to  discover 
that  in  the  year  1882  he  recorded  no  less 
than  87  votes  in  favour  of  coercion — 
which  is  a  very  fair  amount  for  a  peni- 
tent. I  am  not  complaining  that  my 
right  hon.  iUend  or  any  Menuwr  should 
clmnge  his  opinion  on  a  question  of  po- 
licy; Irat  when  Members  do  so,  had  they 
not  better  say  so  ?  I  will  now  leave  m^ 
right  hon.  Fri^,  in  his  state  of  peni- 
tence, to  account  for  the  87  votes  wluch 
he  gave  in  1882.  But  there  is  a  worse 
case  yet,  there  is  another  criminal  —my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  —  who  offered 
me  a  few  minutes  ago  a  general  retainer. 
What  am  I  to  say  lor  him  ?  I  can  only 
offer  him  advice,  and  I  advise  him 
that  the  only  safe  course  to  pursue  is 
not  to  plead  to  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
indictment.  I  advise  him  to  remain 
mute^  not  of  malice,  but  out  at  regard 
to  truth.  I  knc  >r  tbat  the  person  re- 
maining muto  it)  ju'ii^iid  to  oB  contu- 
zauiau,  but  stilt  •  r>'.r-'  r '  will  not 
l^^r    ^  M    I  ■  lit.] 
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be  maeh  regarded  by  my  right  bon. 
Friend.  I  £aow,  too,  that  the  punish- 
ment for  contumadonsness  of  tmtt  kind 
is  that  you  have  heavy  weights  placed 
upon  your  chest;  bnt  I  am  sure  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  already  have 
felt  some  very  heavy  weights  in  the 
neighbouThood  of  that  part  of  his  heart 
which  covers  his  conscience.  Let  me 
recall  to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  before 
he  undertakes  his  own  defence,  an  in- 
cident which  occurred  in  the  year  1882. 
I  had  the  great  advantage  of  constantly 
acting  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
1882 ;  I  very  often  accepted  his  di- 
rections. In  fact,  to  use  the  phraseology 
of  a  sport,  he  used  to  put  me  on  as  a 
change  bowler  whenever  he  wanted  to 
take  himself  off.  And  so  I  learned 
his  style  of  delivery,  and,  although  I 
sometimes  thought  that  it  was  a  little 
high-pitched,  I  recognized  that  it  was 
very  effective.  Well,  I  remember  that 
on  the  14th  of  June,  1882,  precedence 
having  been  given  to  the  Crimes  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  hurrying  it  through 
the  House,  a  Bill  called  the  Arrears  of 
Bent  Bill  to  give  relief  to  those  who 
had  not  received  the  full  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act — a  Bill  which  was,  no  doubt, 
much  required,  and  which  was  a  reme- 
dial measure — was  placed  after,  and  not 
before,  the  Orimea  Bill.  On  the  14th  of 
June,  before  proceeding  with  the  Grimes 
Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton)  rose  in  his  place, 
and  appealed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  to  delay  the 
measure  for  one  single  day  in  order  that 
steps  might  be  taken  for  the  relief  of 
evicted  tenants,  on  whose  behalf  the 
hon.  Member  tdd  a  fhr  more  serious  tale 
tiian  can  be  told  now.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  had  then  the  responsibility  of 
Office,  and  an  appeal  being  made  to 
him  to  stay  the  Grimes  Act  for  one 
single  day  in  order  to  enable  the  Arrears 
Bill  to  be  brought  in,  what  was  his 
reply?  "No,"  said  my  right  hon. 
Friend — I  wish  I  could  imitate  him 
either  in  words  or  gesture.  He  is  but 
scantily  reported,  but  I  will  reiterate 
the  effect  of  his  words  No,"  said  my 
right  hon.  Friend  in  effect--"  not  for  one 
single  day  will  I  stay  the  Grimes  Act. 
I  admit  the  truth  of  all  that  has  been 
said  as  to  the  necesssty  for  the  Arrears 
Bill ;  I  know  the  hardship  and  misery 
that  are  being  inflicted  by  eviotionB, 
bat  then  is  a  paramooni  auty  placed 


upon  me — I  have  to  maintain  law  and 
order  in  this  country.  I  have  to  take 
care,  before  relief  is  given  to  a  special 
class  that  the  law  is  enforced  and  that 
the  condition  of  the  population  sliaQ 
cease  to  be  one  of  terror  and  wrotohed* 
ness  in  consequence  of  the  impnaity 
with  which  crime  can  now  be  committed 
in  Ireland."  Is  not  the  spirit  that 
animated  my  right  hon.  Fnend  thm 
the  spirit  that  ought  to  animate  him 
to-day  ?  I  ask  him  to  revert  in  tboogfat 
to  the  position  which  he  took  up 
when  it  was  his  duty  to  administer 
the  law.  If  he  stood  to-night  in  the 
same  position  in  which  he  stood  in  188:1, 
would  not,  I  ask  him,  his  line  of 
conduct  be  precisely  the  same  ?  I  aak 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  now,  to  be  careless  of  obtaining  the 
advantage  of  a  moment — task  htm,  aad 
men  like  him  to  consider  that  tiien  are 
greater  considerations  than  obtainmg 
cheers  ftom  any  quarter  of  the  House. 
I  cannot  pass,  unnotioed.  the  statemeat 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  in 
support  of  his  indictment  —  that  all 
Grimes  Acts  have  been  useless  aad 
have  failed.  I  admit  that  with  regard 
to  the  policy  of  the  Actof  1881  he  proved 
his  case,  but  he  knows  that  that  Act  was 
admittedly  a  mistaken  and  an  ill-oos- 
ceived  Act.  It  was  not  a  Crimes  Fx** 
vention  Act,  it  was  a  suspension  oi  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act.  It  was  an  Act 
which  could  succeed  only  by  terrifying 
men.  [An  hon.  Meubkr:  It  did  not 
terrify  anybody.]  I  agree  that  it  did 
not  terrify^  those  it  was  intended  to 
terrify.  Hon.  Members  played  their 
game  with  the  cards  on  the  taUe,  and 
did  not  run  away ;  bnt  after  one  year 
the  error  which  lutd  been  made  was 
remedied.  The  measure  of  my  wiAt 
hon.  Friend  was  conceived  and  drafted 
not  on  account  of  that  sad  and  terrible 
occurrence  of  the  6th  of  May.  [CWm 
of  "Oh!"  from  Ifu  Front  Oppintim 
Bmeh.'\  My  hon.  Friend  the  Hembar 
for  Hackoey  disputes  that  statemeat. 
Well,  I  know  when  the  Bill  was  drafted, 
for  I  saw  it  on  Sunday  the  7th  of  May, 
at  9  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  in  print. 
I  have  beard  the  statement  made  thai 
that  BUI  was  drafted  and  pt  nasoil 
through  the  House  on  aoooant  of  the 
dreadral  occurrence  which  happened  ia 
the  Pfaosnix  Park.  It  was  nothing  d 
the  kind.  The  Bill  had  prerioosly  pto- 
oeeded  from  the  Oabiaok,  and  had  i*- 
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oeived  its  sanction,  and  the  first  draft  of 
it  vas  placed  before  me  on  Snnday  the 
7th  of  May.  Therefore  that  Bill  was 
framed  to  meet  the  wants  <^  Ireland, 
and  did  not  result  from  the  Phoenix 
Park  aasaeainatioDS.  I  want  the  Honse 
to  see,  tor  a  moment,  the  efifect  of 
that  Bill.  Sir,  in  the  six  months  before 
it  came  into  operation  the  nnmber  of 
agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland  was  2,548 ; 
I  take  the  corresponding  period  of  1885, 
when  that  Act  was  still  operative,  and  I 
find  the  number  had  fallen  to  373,  and 
out  of  those  as  nearly  as  possible  one- 
half  were  merely  the  sending  of 
threatening  letters.  I  am  told  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  Crimes  Act.  But 
those  who  had  the  greatest  experience  of 
that  Act,  as  its  operations  drew  to  a  close, 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  its  wise  and 
equitable  proviriona  ought  to  be  renewed 
in  order  to  maintain  peaoe  and  <wder  in 
Ireland.  I  believe  it  is  tens  that  I^ord 
fipenoer  said  IreUmd  could  not  be  go- 
verned without  it;  and  I  know  it  was 
tme  that  though  statements  were  made 
that  the  Oimservative  Party  would  not 
support  the  renewal  of  the  Act  when  my 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  for  whose  defence  I  am 
still  acting,  in  the  month  of  November, 
1885,  onue  eve  of  the  General  Election, 
made  a  celebrated  speech,  he  took  the 
same  view.  In  that  speech  there 
is  one  sentence  which,  as  long  aa  I 
live,  I  shall  never  quote,  lest  it  should 
annoy  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  e£Feot 
of  that  speech  was  that  in  stating  his 
charge  against  the  Conservative  Party 
he  said  they  were  not  prepared  to  retain 
the  wise  and  equitable  provisions  of  tiie 
Orimes  Aot,  biii  they  were  going,  for 
Party  purposes,  to  abandon  their  loyal 
fellow  subjects  in  Irdand.  I  know  by 
whom  I  am  to  be  followed,  and  I  apo- 
logise  to  the  House  for  the  long  time 
I  have  occupied  its  attention.  I  can 
only  say  that  to  me  there  are  graver 
coasiderationB  involved  either  than  the 
treatment  of  Ireland  or  this  Amend- 
ment, which  I  fear  is  being  fought  on 
strictly  Party  lines.  Sir,  this  is  a 
question  that  affects  not  only  the  Irish 
criminal,  not  only  the  Irish  peaceable 
subject,  it  is  one  which  affects  every 
member  of  the  community  living  in  this 
country ;  but  there  must  be  men  in  the 
furthest  dependency  of  the  Crown,  men 
who  turn  their  thoughts  to  their  home 
and  aak  themselves  whether — ^in  that 
cwtral  power  whiidL  oimtrols  not  willi 
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physical  force  the  vast  possesuons  of 
the  Queen — whether  there  will  not  be 
men  amongst  them,  the  great  majority 
of  this  House,  who  will  not  do  their 
best  to  preserve  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  authority  of  the  law. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT 
(Derby):  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  first 
duty  of  a  man  who  has  been  unjustly 
accused  and  who  has  been  properly  ac- 
quitted, is  to  return  thanks  to  the  most 
able  counsel  by  whom  he  has  been  de- 
fended. That  that  defence  has  been 
able,  and  that  it  has  been  suocesaf  ul,  I 
should  be  the  last  to  deny,  or,  by  dis- 
uting  it,  to  cast  any  imputation  upon,  or 
0  any  injury  to,  the  professional  reputa- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  remember  a  story  connected  with  the 
trial  of  Home  Tooke.  He  was  defended 
by  Erakine,  and  thinking  that  Erskine 
was  making  a  very  bad  ^fenoe,  he  sent 
him  a  note,  saying — "It  you  go  on  in 
this  way,  I'll  be  hanged  if  I  don  t  defend 
mys^";  to  which  Erskine  replied  in 
another  note,  "yon  will  be  hanged  if 
you  do."  I  am  content  to  leave  my 
defence  in  the  hands  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  But  we  have  more 
serious  matters  to  discuss,  and  as  it  is 
getting  late,  I  think  we  had  better 
come  to  the  Besolntion  and  the  Amend- 
ment, upon  which  no  very  great  light  I 
think  haa  been  thrown  by  the  s^eedi  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnmd.  I 
always  think  it  is  best,  in  a  great  con- 
troversy of  this  kind,  to  try  to  under- 
stand and  to  stato  fairly  the  position  of 
your  adversary,  and  then  to  stato  your 
own.  If  I  understand  the  proposition 
laid  down  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  it  is  this— that  the  first  duty  of 
dviliaed  society  is  to  enfbioe  the  law.  la 
that  a  correct  statement  of  the  proposi- 
tion oi  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  f  I 
take  it  that  it  is.  But  let  ns  oleaily 
understand  that  the  position  has  been 
fairly  stated.  It  will  be  observed  that 
it  is  a  general  proposition  without  limi- 
tation. There  is  no  question  as  to  what 
the  character  of  the  law  is,  or  whether 
it  be  a  law  that  works  justice  or  injus- 
tice. It  is  a  general  proposition  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  <iK>vemment  to  enforce 
the  law,  because  it  is  the  law.  To  that 
sentiment,  in  that  general  form,  I  oppose 
an  absolute  denial.  If  the  law  be  a 
good  law  aud  a  just  law,  It  is  the  first 
duty  of  civilised  soeiety  to  enlnwe  tha 
law ;  but  if^  on  the  other  hand-  ' 
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bad  law,  which  worfca  iDjustice,  it  is  not 
the  first  dutj  of  civilized  eoniety  to  en- 
force that  law.    [Cri«  0/  "  Oh !  "  from 
the    Minuterial  J/enchea  and  interrvp- 
tim.']   I  have  stated  your  propositioD ; 
allow  me  to  otate  mine.    It  is  not  the 
first  duty  of  civilized  society  to  enforco 
that  law  ;  but  the  first  duty  uf  civilized 
eooiety  is  to  abrogate  or  amend  the 
lav.   I  desire  no  fairer  issue  than  that. 
To  enforce  the  law  whether  it  is  just  or 
unjust  is  the  Tory  principle ;  to  amend 
and  reform  laws  which  are  unjust  is  the 
principle  of  the  Liberal  Party.   It  must 
be  so ;  and  thus  I  will  answer  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  the  whole 
proposition  contained  in  his  speech.  If 
it  be  the  fact  that  the  crime  with 
which  you  have  to  de^  is  the  direct 
and  immediate  outcome  of  an  unjust 
law,  surely  if  you  amend  the  law 
nm  eonttat,  that  any  ooercion  will  be 
wanted  at  all.    You  may  deny  that 
crime  is  the  outcome  of  the  law ;  but  if 
it  be  the  fact  that  it  is  the  outcome  of 
an  unjust  law,  the  beet  way  to  get  rid 
of  crime  which  is  due  to  an  unjust  law 
is  to  amend  the  law,  and  thus  get  rid 
of  the  cause  of  crime.   That  is  a  dear 
proposition,  and  I  am  ready  to  take  my 
stand  upon  it.   [Oiw  of  "Oh!"  in 
which  tome  hon.  Mmhurt  on  the  Oppoiition 
Senchet  joined,  ] 
Mb.  SF£A£EB:  Order,  order! 
Sib  Wn.T.T am  HABCOUBT!  Surelj 
on  one's  own  nde  of  the  House  one 
might  expect  oonrteij.  I  am  Teferring 
to  toe  intenmpttona  of  a  laberal  TTnion- 
iat,  who  ought  to  be  content  with  the 
other  advantages  he  posseases.   I  will 
illustrate  my  meaning  b^  an  instance 
from  my  own  experience  m  early  politi- 
cal life,  when  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burr  (Sir  Henry 
James)  sat  with  me  below  me  Gangway 
opposite.   At  that  time  Trades  Unions 
were  practically  illegal.   The  law  of 
conspiracy  had  been  so  sbwned  by  the 
Judees  that  almost  every  combination  of 
the  labonring  classes  was  criminal,  and 
very  cruel  and  unjust  sentences  were 
paned.   I  was  associated  with  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  obtaining  an 
alteration  of  that  law,  and  in  taking 
away  the  criminal  action  attributed  to 
anoh  combinations  by  the  Law  of  Oon- 
roiraoT,  which  was  a  meet  unjust  law. 
But  what  would  hare  been  the  attitude 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  if 
at  that  time  any  Ch>vemment  had  iatro- 
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duoed  a  Coercion  Bill  more  effectnslly 
to  suppress  trade  unionism.    We  took  a 
coatrary  course ;  we  first  addressed  our- 
selves to  altering  the  unjust  law.  That 
is  the  course  which  we  desire  to  follow 
now.   I  will  not  pursue  that  part  of  the 
Bubieot  further,  because  it  was  fully 
dealt  with  yesterday  in  the  admirable 
and  consummate  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Fife  (Mr. 
Aaquith),  who  is,  I  believe,  a  pupil  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend.  I 
congratulate  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friond  ujpon  his  pupil ;  and  I  fei^  thai 
the  principles  which  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  East  Fife  has  enunciated 
are  those  which  wero  entertained  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  his 
early  youth ;  and  I  will  only  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Fife  appears  to  have  acquired  all  the 
earlier  and  better  manner  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.   Of  coarse,  it 
is  a  great  grief  to  us  to  find  some  of  our 
Friends  in  disagreement  with  tie  on  this 
subject.   I  do  not  see  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlun)  here  to-night 
We  are  not,  it  seems,  to  hare  Ua  sup- 
port.   But  I  confess — and  I  bear  m 
mind — the  blessing  which  has  heea  pro- 
nounced upon  those  who  expect  nothing 
— namely,   that  they  are  not  disap- 
pointed. We  had  no  right  to  expect  tbs 
support  of  n»r  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  Lest 
autumn,  immediatdy  after  the  General 
Election,  and  on  tiie  farmatiim  of  the 

S resent  Government,  the  right  hon. 
entieman  reiy  aocaratoly  described 
his  political  position.   He  said— 

"  I  am  not  ffoing  to  votfl  for  an  Amendmont 
the  carrying  of  which  will  he  equivalent  to  a 
vote  of  censure  on  the  GoTemmrat.   I  am  not 
■oing  to  do  anything  whidi  will  tuzn  out  thii 
^Temuent" 

CfftMo/'"Goon!"]  IwiUgoon,  Sir; 
cannot  remember  the  exact  words  but 
it  is  to  this  effect.  **Iwill  do  nothing 
which  will  in  any  way  be  an  advantage 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mran* 
ber  for  Hid  Lothian."  I  had  no  wish 
to  state  that;  but  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposito  seem  to  have  draired  that  I 
should  do  BO,  I  have  no  objection  to  com- 
ply with  their  wishes.  Then  it  is  quite 
plain  that  whatever  this  Bill  was,  whe- 
ther there  were  to  be  remedial  measnres 
or  no  remedial  measures,  no  Motion 
whatever,  to  diBtnrb  the  present  Gorem- 
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ment,  would  meet  with  the  support  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  Last  night,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  under- 
took to  explain  the  views  of  the  de- 
mooraoy  of  England  on  the  subject  of 
coeroion.  Well,  Sir,  with  the  greatest 
respect  and  regard  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  mast  tell  him  that  the  Liberal 
Party  do  not  reco^ize  in  him  the  right 
to  declare  the  opinions  of  the  English 
demooracy.  The  English  Liberal  Party 
look  more  for  their  "  iightand  leading" 
in  a  different  direction ;  they  look  to 
the  statesmen  whom  my  right  hon. 
Friend  abjures  and  refuses  to  follow. 
What  the  English  democracy  think  of 
the  views  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  we 
are  able  to  some  extent  to  judge.  We 
hare  tested  it  lately  in  a  borough  in 
Lancasbire.  My  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Boseendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartinffton)  and  I  are  personally  and 
politically  connected  with  the  great 
county  of  Derby,  and  we  have  heard  the 
opinion  to-day  of  Derbyshire.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  is  a  man  of  great  abilities 
and  great  capacity,  but  he  is  engaged, 
at  this  moment,  in  what  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright)  very  properly  described  as  a 
dangerous  perunrmance  in  political  equi- 
tation. He  is  trying  to  ride  two  horses 
at  once ;  he  is  trying  to  pose  as  the  con- 
fidentifd  advuer  and  aumoritative  agent 
of  a  Tory  Government,  and  at  the  same 
time  he  claims  to  be  the  chief  monitor 
and  sole  dictator  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
Well,  it  is  impossible  to  reooncile  those 
two  positions.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  must 
make  his  election  between  the  two. 
What  claim  has  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  speak  for  the  Liberal  Party?  Of 
course  I  may  be  answered—"  What's  in 
a  name?"  [An  hon.  Meubeb:  Hear 
hear !  ]  The  hon.  Member  is  quite 
right.  We,  at  the  present  moment  nave 
a  Liberal  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Of  the  Tory  edifice  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  the  pillar  within  while 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  is  the  buttress  out- 
side. La  that  way  the  Government  is 
well  supported.  But  the  doctrioe  which 
was  preached  last  night  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  not  alffl^  w»  Biv^ 
mingham  doctrine.  Tbwt  I*  KAother 
light  hon.  Member— I  niMtt  Sib  disre- 
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spect  to  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  but  he 
will  pardon  me  for  saying — a  greater 
Member  for  Birmingham  who  has 
spoken  on  this  question,  and  who  had 
and  has  great  claim  to  represent  the 
opinions  of  the  democracy  of  England. 
Well,  Sir,  speaking  in  the  year  1867— 
lauffh.']  I  have  thought  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  consider  that  previous 
opinions  ought  to  be  quoted ;  no  matter 
at  what  time  they  may  have  been  ex- 

Sressed,  and  why  I  have  mentioned  the 
ate  is,  that  it  was  in  the  very  height 
of  the  Fenian  insurreotion  when  Ireland 
was  in  the  most  dangerous  oondition 
that  any  man  has  ever  known,  and 
compared  with  which  its  position  now  is 
tranquillity  and  ^eaoe.  Speaking  at 
that  time  the  semor  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  used  tiiese 
words— 

"I  entirelj  disagreo  with  those  who,  when 
any  crisis  or  trouble  arises  in  Ireland,  say  you 
mast,  first  of  all,  preserve  order,  yoQ  most  pnt 
down  all  disloyalty  and  disobedience  to  law  and 
assert  the  sapretnacy  of  the  Qovemment,  and 
then  consider  the  grievances  complained  of. 
This  has  been  the  case  in  Ireland  for  a  namber 
of  rears,  and  the  gr^t  preserver  has  been  tlte 
gallows  and  the  gibbet.*' 

That  was  the  Birmingham  doctrine  in 
those  days.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
passed  in  review  the  policy  and  the  acts 
of  the  Administration  of  which  he  was 
himself  a  Member.  He  condemns  all 
remedial  measures.  He  says  of  reme- 
dial measures  that  they  have  all  been 
failures,  and  there  is  only  one  part  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  for  which 
he  expressed  unmitigated  admiration, 
and  that  was  the  coercion  policy  of  the 
time.  He  does  not  agree  with  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  the  distinc- 
tion he  drew  between  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  of  1881  and  the  Crimes  Act  of  1883. 
The  Habeas  Corpus  Act  of  1881,  he 
says,  was  a  capital  Act,  because  it  put 
the  Leadersinto  prison.  [An  hon.  Meic- 
BEB  :  Hear,  hear  !J  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  is  of  that  opinion,  and  I  pre- 
sume he  expects  that  that  n  ill  be  the 
object  and  effect  of  the  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment is  about  to  introduce.  But  I  think 
tiiat  expression  of  opinion  was  a  rather 
extraordinary  one  coming  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. I  ibiak  ttiat,  when  he  tx- 
pressed  his  admiraUmi  of  the  suapenBion 
of  the  Habeas  OoipMt  Abl^  and  c.if  the 
putting  of  all  ^AlMs^i^l^  Iiish 
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Party  into  prison,  there  ib  one  man  who 
oa{^  to  have  been  here  to  listen  to  the 
eqisession  ol  lihe  somewhat  tardy  re- 
pentance <^  my  right  hon.  Friend — a 
man  whose  premature  decease  is  re- 
garded on  all  sides  of  the  House  with 
regret.  Mr.  Forster,  I  thinkf  ought  to 
have  been  here  to  hear  that  expression 
of  opinion.  The  whirligig  of  time  brings 
about  strange  things,  and  certainly  a 
more  extraordinary  statement  never  came 
from  a  more  remarkable  quarter.  I  do 
not  agree  in  the  opinion  of  the  policy  of 
the  then  Government  that  is  formed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  admit  that 
the  Act  of  1881  did  not  completely  suc- 
ceed, and  I  will  say  s  word  directly  as 
to  ihe  causes  of  its  failure ;  but  that  the 
Ooercion  Act  failed  in  the  objects  it  had 
in  view  I  do  entirely  agree,  and  in 
that  I  have  the  concurrence,  frequently 
publicly  expressed,  of  Lord  Spencer^ 
who  had  to  administer  it.  But  how  was 
that  Ooercion  Act  to'whic^  my  right 
hon.  Friend  refers  with  so  much  exulta- 
tion, and  the  shutting  up  of  the  Leaders 
of  tlie  Lidi  Far^,  treated  by  hon. 
Members  opposite?  I  remember  a 
epeeoh  of  the  right  hon.  Member  the 
(Mtd  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  which  he 
described  tiiat  Act  as  infomous.  But 
who  was  the  ringleader  in  the  infamy  ? 
It  was  the  very  man  who  now  says  that 
the  shutting  up  of  the  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  Peaty  was  the  proper  thing.  If 
you  want  any  information  with  regard 
to  the  Kilmainham  Treaty,  you  cannot 
do  better  tiian  apply  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  Last 
night  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  that 
he  was  extremely  anxious  for  a  reform 
in  the  Irish  land  system,  and  so  vital 
and  so  essential  does  he  regard  that  re- 
iona  to  be,  that  he  says  mat,  unless  it 
is  carried  into  effect,  he  will  not  sup- 
port ersn  this  Government.  But  let  me 
refer  to  another  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  In  this  monung's  paper, 
in  which  the  ^eeoh  of  the  right  Eon. 
Member  fbr  West  Birmingham  appears, 
there  is  published  a  letter  from  the 
senior  Member  for  Birmingham,  in 
which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  he  does  not  think  there  is  any  need 
for  another  great  land  settlement  for 
Ireland,  which  would  merely  be  used  by 
the  rebel  party  in  Ireland  as  a  weapon 
for  obtaining  Home  Bale.  What  a  pify 
it  is  tiiat  we  cannot  ge^  erai  is  the  sueot 
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circle  of  the  Members  for  Birmingham, 
an  accord  upon  even  central  ^rincsptea. 
If  they  cannot  agree  on  this  point  among 
themselves,  how  can  they  euect  us  to 
agree  with  either  ol  them  ?  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
complete  confidence  in  the  reokedial 
measures  of  the  Govexnownt ;  he  aeoi— 
to  have  divined  the  nature  of  the  land 
measures  of  tiie  Gh)vemmentby  a  aoit  at 
second  si^t.  The  right  hon.  Membw 
for  West  Birmingham  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  exposition  of  those  measures 
which  was  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary ; 
he  thought  that  the  explanation  was 
imperfect,  and  he  gave  us  a  revised 
edition  of  the  Government  plans.  He 
tells  us  that  he  approves  of  those  plans 
in  their  substance  and  in  their  metluML 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  ua  that 
the  Ooercion  Bill  is  to  be  paseed  with 
rapidity  through  this  House,  and  that 
the  Land  Bill — the  remedial  measures  of 
the  Government — are  to  be  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  right  hoa. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  has  evi- 
dentiy  unlimited  confidenoe  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stands  sponsor  for  &e  Honae  at  Lorda, 
and  he  promuea  us  in  their  name  that 
they  will  pass  a  complete  and  satisfleotofy 
measure  dealing  with  the  Iridi  Lend 
Question.  For  my  own  part,  I  dumid 
have  more  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman's  assurances  if  I  could  gather 
from  his  remarks  that  he  was  himadf 
going  to  conduct  the  Bill  in  "  another 

Elace."  I  should  not  be  in  Order,  and  I 
ave  not  time  to  go  into  details  as  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  bat  the 
real  and  material  proposal  of  the  Com- 
mission  of  Lord  Cowper  is  the  reduotioa 
of  judicial  rents.  The  hon.  Member  &r 
the  Southport  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Ourson)  said  that  the  Govemmeat 
have  accepted  the  Report  of  the  Oowpv 
Oommissitm  and  their  reoommendntiaBa, 
and  that  they  are  going  to  reduce  renta 
in  aooordance  with  the  propose  of  the 
Oommisaim.  Bat  are  uiey  going  to  do 
so?  I  gather  that  thcrf  are  not  X 
understand,  from  the  rather  vague  aUa- 
sions  of  the  Ohief  Secretary,  that  the 
Government  are  going  to  make  aooM 
change  in  the  proceedings  in  brnkruptcy. 
I  did  not  quite  understand  those  omst^ 
vations,  but  they  have  been  somewhat 
expanded  and  more  fnlW  eulained  by 
my  right  hoa.  Ariend  tiu  Miinbcr  fa 


Digitized  by 


1549  Susiruu  of 

"West  Birmia^ham.  Now,  what  ia  the 
grieTance  which  is  complained  of  in  Ire- 
land ?  It  is  that,  owing  to  the  fall  in 
prices,  the  Irish  tenants  are  unable  to 
pay  their  exorbitant  rents,  and  accord- 
ingly the  Cowper  Commission  have  re- 
commended that  those  rents  should  be 
reduced.  But  the  QoTemment  are  not 
going  to  reduce  those  rents ;  the  exorbi- 
tant rente  are  ^ing  to  be  continued,  and 
they  ara  going  to  bettw  the  position  of 
the  nnhappy  tenants  by  malung  bank- 
rupts of  tnem.  That  is  the  remedial 
m»8UTe  for  Ireland  which  the  Gorem- 
ment  have  borrowed  from  my  i^Kt  hon. 
IFriisnd  the  Ifember  fbr  West  Birming- 
ham. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
many  amiable  qualities,  but  I  think  that 
that  which  most  distinguishes  him  is  the 
bump  of  philoprogenitiTeness.  He  is 
very  remarkable  for  the  fecundity  of  his 
brain,  and  he  is  also  conspicuous  by  his 

Sarental  fondness  for  everything  he  pro- 
uces.  He  once  supplied  ns,  as  a  bant- 
ling, with  a  Bankruptcy  Bill,  and  I 
reiJly  do  believe  that  my  right  bon. 
Friend  is  now  convinced  that  tiie  sum  of 
human  felicity  is  to  become  a  bankrupt 
under  his  auspices.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Q-entleman,  this  is  the 
core  for  all  the  ills  of  Ireland — namely, 
to  enable  the  oppressed  tenant,  who  is 
unable  to  pay  his  exorbitant  rent,  to  be- 
come a  buikr^k  That  is  the  first  ax- 
tiole  of  the  Jurmingham  programme. 
By  offering  the  solatium  to  a  ruined  ten- 
ant, under  exorbitant  rents,  of  becoming 
a  bankrupt,  we  are  to  restore  peace  to 
Ireland.  I  leave  the  rest  of  the  Bir- 
mingham programme  in  despair.  The 
Buggestiona  are  very  ingenious,  but  so 
numerous  that  it  is  impossible,  at  this 
late  hour,  to  get  through  them.  It  is 
somewhat  like  a  rainbow  in  the  variety 
of  its  hues ;  but  when  you  endeavour  to 
grasp  it,  beautiful  as  it  is  to  look  at,  it 
oiBappeare  with  the  swiftness  of  a  meteor. 
The  Qorernment  demand  urgency  for 
the  measure ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Government  first  of  all  have  been  ex- 
tremely prudent  on  the  subject,  and  they 
have  not  yet  told  na  why  thmr  demand 
orgeney  for  their  measure.  No  Gbvem- 
ment  before  them  has  ever  made  such  a 
demand  without  Uying  the  conation  of 
Ireland  before  the  House.  I  know  that 
in  1881  Mr.  Forster  made  a  full  state- 
ment on  the  subject  to  the  House. 
[CWm  of  "Nol"J    It  is  diffiouU  to 
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rove  a  negative ;  but  I  know  that  that 
as  been  the  usual  course.  Why,  then, 
do  you  refuse  to  lay  Papers  on  the 
Table  now  P  Is  it  because  you  know 
you  have  no  case  ?  Why  have  you  taken 
this  course  ?  The  Government,  in  mv 
opinion,  are  altogether  discredited  with 
reference  to  their  statements  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Ireland.  They  were  ohallenged 
last  September,  and  they  stated  then 
that  there  was  no  oooamon,  in  any  way. 
to  deal  with  judicial  rents.  They  stated 
that  the  fall  in  prices  could  not  possibly 
have  affected  the  judicial  rents.  We 
were  told  the  very  opposite  by  the  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  who  know  Ireland. 
But  the  Qovemment  argued — "  Oh,  the 
valuer  must  have  anticipated  the  fall  of 
prices  infixing  the  judicial  rents."  Why 
any  man  of  common  sense  could  have 
seen  that  no  man  could  have  valued  on 
such  a  basis  as  that.  In  this  Blue  Book 
there  are  a  dozen  Assistant  Oommis- 
sioners  who  come  and  tell  you  that  they 
did  nothing  of  the  kind.  Mr.  Grey,  the 
chief  valuer,  said,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion, that  if  they  anticipated  anything 
they  anticipated  a  rise  of  prices  in  the 
valuation.  What  do  you  think  of  a 
Government  that  comes  and  makes  such 
a  Istatement  ?  Why,  they  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  but  to  write  a  letter  to 
DuUin  asking  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners whether  they  had  or  had  not 
antidpated  a  fall  of  prices  in  their 
valuation ;  and  they  would  have  got  an 
answer  from  everyone  of  them  saying 
that,  so  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
they  had  not  done  anything  of  the  kind. 
The  Government  were  so  ignorant,  care- 
less, and  reckless,  that,  in  the  face  of 
Parliament  and  the  country,  they  made 
a  statement  on  that  subject  which  was 
entirely  without  foundation.  They  were 
supported,  no  doubt,  by  several  of  their 
Party.  There  was  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  who  has  a 
great  kaowledge  of  wool,  and  who  de- 
monstrated that  there  could  be  no  occa- 
sion for  any  reduction  in  rents.  And,  of 
course,  there  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose  X^tuerald) 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King- Har- 
man),  who  came  forward  and  demon- 
strated that  it  was  all  nonsense— that 
there  was  no  occasion  for  considering 
the  case  of  the  tenants  at  all,  and  they 
refdeed  all  redress.    There  is  in  this 
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Blue  Book  the  eridence  which  eontra- 
dicta  that  in  OTery  way.  The  GoTern- 
ment,  then,  does  not  come  iaio  Ooart 
with  clean  hands  in  conmdering  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  after  the  manner  in 
which  they  behaved  last  September. 
Well,  now,  the  facts  are  clear.  The 
present  rent  payable  by  law  by  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  is  not  a  fair  rent.  It  is 
an  unfair  rent.  Eveiy  eviction  in  Ire- 
land ia,  therefore,  primd  facit  unjust.  It 
is  an  eviction  for  an  unfair  rent.  [  Cries 
of  "No!"]  Every  rent  based  upon 
those  jjprices  at  that  time  is  an  unfair 
and  unjust  rent  ["No!"]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers say  "No!"  Parliament  thought 
it  right,  and  I  will  presently  state 
why  Parliament  thought  it  right,  to  fix 
a  fair  rent ;  and  it  is  now  proved  that 
that  rant  is  not  a  fair  rent.  Now,  I  will 
tell  the  GK>Temment  that  under  that 
state  of  things,  in  my  opiuion,  the  first 
thing  to  do  is  not  to  coerce  these  ^or 
peo^  into  the  payment  of  impossible 
rents.  Tour  first  object  ought  not  to  be 
to  make  it  easier  for  the  landlords  to 
exact  those  rents;  and  your  first  object 
ought  to  be  to  make  those  rents  fair. 
That  is  a  reasonable  proposition.  You 
may  say  that  rents  are  too  high  else- 
where—in England,  for  instance.  No 
doubt  the  legal  rents  in  England  are  too 
high;  but  we  do  not  interfere  with  these. ; 
Why  7  Because  we  can  trust  the  Eng- 
lish landlords  to  dojustice  to  the  tenants. 
[A  laugh.']  Yes.  The  English  landlords 
have  given  reductions  far  greater  ^an 
the  additional  15  per  cent  which  is  de- 
manded in  this  Beport.  The  Irish  land- 
lords, because  Parliament  have  com* 
pelled  them  to  do  this  act  of  justioe,  are 
always  crying  oat  about  spoHation. 
Yes,  there  has  been  spoliation;  hut 
of  whom,  and  by  whom?  Why,  Sir,  we 
were  told  that,  under  the  Act  of  1881, 
by  the  judicial  rente  since  fixed,  the  land< 
lords  have  been  deprived— as  they  say, 
robbed — of  something  like  £600,000 
a<year.  Now,  whowasitthatwasrobbed? 
In  my  opinion  it  was  the  people,  who 
before  that  time  were  made  to  pay 
£600,000  a-year,  which  they  ought  not 
to  have  paid.  In  Ireland,  where  the 
landlords  have  had  power  to  do  so — I 
am  obliged  to  say  this  because  it  lies  at 
the  root  of  the  whole  question  —  the 
tenants  never  have  had  fair  play.  That 
ia  the  root  of  your  whole  legislation. 
That  is  the  root  of  the  agitatitm  in  Ire- 
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land,  that  is  the  oauaa  of  the  oomlniia- 
tion  in  Ireland,  and  that  is  the  cause  of 
the  orime  in  Jbreland;  and  unless  this 
House  understands  that,  and.  unless  the 
English  people  understand  it,  they  will 
not  understand  the  Irish  Question.  That 
is  the  story  of  this  Blue  Book.  It  is 
told  in  every  page  of  the  evidence. 
There  is  one  piece  of  evidence  given  by 
a  gentleman  who,  up  till  very  recently, 
was  a  Member  of  this  House— a  man  of 
very  strong  Tory  opinions,  and  I  think 
a  leading  Orangeman— I  mean  Hr. 
Macartney.  At  page  223  he  is  asked— 
You  say  there  are  some  landlotda  who 
have  not  given  a  reduction  of  judicial 
rents  ?  "  His  reply  was  "  There  always 
are  hard  landlords  who  raise  the  rents  as 
long  as  they  can."  Now  mark  this  sen- 
tence  for,  coming  from  Mr.  Macartney, 
it  is  a  very  remarkable  sentence—"  That 
was  the  cause  of  the  agitation  in  Ire- 
land." That,  Sir,  ia  the  opinicm  of  on 
Orangeman  and  a  Tory  who  knows  Ire- 
land well.  "That  was  the  cause  of  the 
agitation  in  Ireland."  Well,  Sir,  Mr. 
Knipe,  in  his  Report,  of  which  the  Oo- 
vumment  seem  to  have  taken  so  very 
little  notice,  says  exactly  the  same  thing. 
We  hear  it  said  in  this  House  Uiat  ul 
the  landlords  have  shown  such  great 
consideration  for  the  tenants.  I  wish  I 
thought  so.  The  Blue  Book  shows  that 
that  is  not  the  case — that  the  number  of 
instances  in  which  it  has  been  done  ars 
the  exception  and  not  tiie  rule.  Mr. 
Knipe  says — 

"  The  Uwdlords,  with  a  few  hononrAblA  ax- 
ceptioQB,  havA  failed  to  meet  by  prompt  redac- 
tions of  rent  the  serioos  hH  in  price*,  or  to 
rect^ixe  the  serioiu  losses  to  their  teiULirt% 
sad  to  this  msy  be  attrilmted  the  oombinatioa 
and  the  renstance  to  evictiMi  which  has  taJcta 
place  and  is  likely  to  happen." 

Now,  that,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  veiy  fair 
example  of  the  evidence  contained  ia 
this  Blue  Book.  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  ia 
a  very  old  story  and  a  very  sham^ol 
story.  By  the  Union  the  British  Pariia- 
ment  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish 
landlords  weapons  of  oppreesicai  which 
they  never  possessed  before  the  Union. 
I  tiave  here  Mr.  O'Coonell,  in  1846, 
quuting  a  series  of  statistics  wUoh,  TSrf 
shortly  after  the  Union,  were  passed  ia 
favour  of  the  landlord  of  Ireland  and 
against  the  tenants.  The  hoo.  MnmhT 
for  Solford  (Mr.  Howorth)  ohallanged 
me  to  piodnoe  the  authority  of  tb» 
Judges.     Here  is  on  extract  fron  a 
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Jndffe— Baron  FoDnefather— aooa  after 
the  Uiiioii,  who  said— 

"The  entire  landlord  and  tenant  code  goes 
to  give  increased  facilities  to  the  landlord.  It 
never  entered  the  head  of  the  Legislature  to 
moke  provision  for  the  tenant ;  and  all  these 
enactments,  at  least  32,  are  invasions  of  the 
Common  Law,  vithont  any  deolared  intenticm  to 
invade." 

What  was  the  coDseqnence  of  that  ?  In 
the  same  year  another  Judge,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Fletcher,  in  his  charge  to  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  of  Watexford,  July, 
1814,  said— 

*<What  is  the  vretcihed  passant  to  doF 
Hanted  from  the  spot  where  he  had  first  drawn 
his  breaUi,  where  be  had  first  seen  the  light  of 
Heaven,  incapable  of  proeoring  any  other  means 
of  subsistence— can  we  be  surprised  that,  being 
of  unenlightened  and  uneducated  habita  (educa- 
tion having  been  denied  him  by  the  Penal  Code], 
he  should  rush  upon  the  perpetration  of  crimes 
followed  by  the  ptmidunent  of  the  rope  and  the 
gibbet  F  Nothing  remains  for  peasants  thus 
harassed,  thus  destitute,  but  with  a  strong  hand 
to  deter  the  stranger  from  intruding  upon  their 
farms,  and  to  extort  from  the  weakness  of  their 
landlords — from  whose  gratitude  and  good  feel- 
ings they  have  failed  to  win  it— a  sort  of 
preference  for  the  ancient  tenantry.'* 

In  1846,  Lord  John  Busaellheld  raactly 
the  same  langua^.  Speaking  after 
the  Devon  Comnusuon  had  sent  in  its 
Beport,  he  said — 

However  igntnant  many  of  ub  may  be  of 
the  state  of  Irdand,  we  have  here  (in  the  Devon 
Beport^  the  best  evidence  that  can  he  procured, 
the  evidence  of  persons  best  acquainted  with 
that  conntrv— of  magistrates  of  many  years' 
standing,  of  farmers,  uf  those  who  have  been 
employed  by  the  Crown — and  all  tell  you  that 
the  possession  of  land  is  that  which  makes  the 
difference  between  existing  and  starving  among 
the,  peasaotrv  and  that,  therefore,  ejections 
out  of  their  holdings  are  the  cause  of  violence 
and  crime  in  Ireland.  In  fact,  it  is  no  other 
than  the  cause  which  the  great  master  ttf  human 
nature  describes  when  he  makes  a  tempter  sug- 
gest it  as  a  reason  to  violate  the  law : — 
"  '  Famine  is  in  thy  cheeks, 
Need  and  oppressioti  itarveth  in  thine  eyes, 
Upon  thy  Mok  hangs  ra«ed  misery. 
TnewnldiBnotthyfriena,  norths  world's  law  ; 
The  world  afibrds  no  law  to  make  thee  rich : 
Then  ba  not  poto',  hut  break  it.* " 

—{^  SantarO,  [87]  507-8.) 

That  was  the  language  of  Lord  John 
BuBsell.  Now,  Sir,  the  English  Parlia- 
ment, from  the  time  of  the  Union  until 
the  year  1870,  passed  many  and  many  a 
Statute  in  favour  of  tlie  landlord,  hut 
never  lifted  a  finger  in  ftivour  of  ihp 
Irish  tenant.  It  was  thfi  b^i»lalioQ  o\ 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  MbihI'.i  l"r 
Mid  LoiUian — so  bitterly  oppo 


Irish  landlords,  so  violently  denounced 
by  the  Tory  Party,  so  mauled  and 
mangled  by  ike  House  of  Lords— which, 
was  the  first  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Parliament  to  do  its  duty  to- 
wards the  country  it  had  undertaken  to 
govern.  It  is  true,  then,  as  Sir  Bedvcra 
BuUer  said,  that  what  law  there  was  in 
the  country  waa  a  law,  not  for  the  poor, 
but  for  the  rich.  And  that  sentiment 
was  expressed  by  a  man  who  knew  Ire- 
land better  than  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer — I 
mean  tbe  late  Lord  Clarendon.  Every- 
one who  had  the  happiness  of  knowing 
Lord  Clarendon  knew  that  he  was  a  man 
of  the  highest  and  most  generous  Eonli- 
menta.  He  had  been  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland;  andin  1867,  the  last  year  of 
bis  honoured  life,  he  described  the  acts 
of  the  landlord  in  the  confiscation  of 
the  tenants'  improvements  as  "  felonious 
acts."  That  is  a  perfectly  true  descrip- 
tion ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  in  this 
Blue  Book,  too,  there  is  a  great  deal 
which  deserves  the  same  epithet.  In 
1879  there  came  a  period  of  great  dis- 
tress. That  gave  birth  to  the  Land 
League ;  it  gave  origin  to  the  Land  Act 
of  1681.  But  what  did  these  Land  Acts 
mean  f  They  showed  that  you  could  not 
trust  the  Irish  landlord  to  deal  with  the 
Irish  tenant.  You  have  not  legislated  for 
fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rents  in  Eagland. 
Why  ?  Because  it  is  not  necessary.  You 
have  established  fair  rents  in  Ireland 
because  you  cannot  allow  the  Irish  land- 
lord to  fix  a  fair  rent.  But  if  circum- 
stances have  shown  that  the  rent  is  not 
a  fair  rent,  is  it  not  the  bounden  duty  of 
of  Parliament  to  see  that  the  circum- 
stances which  led  to  that  error  should 
be  corrected  ?  Tin  fortunately,  the  per- 
sistent ingenuity  of  the  landlord  has  de- 
feated all  attpmpta  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature  to  do  justice  to  the  tenant. 
In  1870,  after  the  Land  Act  was  passed, 
Ui^  forced,  as  this  Blue  Book  will  show, 
leases  npon  the  most  unjust  terms  on 
the  tenants  in  the  Norm  of  Ireland. 
We  bad  a  speech  from  the  hon.  ICember 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Buisell)  to- 
night, andhowdidhespeak?  Hesaidthat 
unless  a  vei^  drastic  meastire  of  land 
reform  were  introduced  and  carried  for 
Ulster,  the  tenant  farmers  of  that  Pro- 
vicca  would  he  destroyed.  The  Blue 
■1.  [^rovee  t;  ■  iliiags— first  of  all, 
;i  J  rtrnta  .u  '■i  IjIo  ;  and  it  also 
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been  made,  the  tenants  have  been  willing 
to  pay.  That  is  almost  universal  in  Ire- 
land. It  shows,  also,  that  even  the 
tenant-right — the  most  valuable  posses- 
sion of  the  tenant — has  been  either  de- 
stroyed or  greatly  lowered  in  value  by 
the  fall  in  prices ;  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
that  page  after  page  is  full  of  examples 
of  the  harsh  and  cruel  treatment  of  the 
tenants  under  the  existing  law.  We  have 
heard  of  the  pressure  of  the  Government 
upon  the  landlords.  It  is  not  necessary 
for  the  English  Government  to  exercise 
pressure  upon  the  Bngliah  landlords. 
Why  was  it  necessary  in  Iceland  ?  We 
have  heard  of  the  pressure  put  upon  the 
tenants  by  the  League.  This  Book 
shows,  and  I  deeply  regret  it,  that 
throughout  the  Imgth  and  breadth  of 
Ireland,  in  most  oases,  the  full  judicial 
rents  have  been  exacted.  In  my  opi- 
nion, this  is  a  monstrous  injustice.  Now, 
this  Bill — I  do  not  say  in  its  intention, 
but  certainly  in  its  effect— will  be  to 
give  the  landlords  greater  power  to  en- 
force those  rents,  r'  No ! "]  Tou  can- 
not deny  that.  ["  Yes ! "]  Well,  how 
can  you  deny  it?  What  is  the  evil 
which  you  are  aiming  at  and  striking 
against  ?  Is  it  the  difficulties  which  now 
exist  in  the  way  of  collecting  those 
rents  ?  Then,  if  you  proceed  with  this 
measure,  and  until  you  have  amended 
the  law,  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  the 
effect  of  your  legislation  will  be  to  give 
greater  facility  for  the  collection  of  those 
rents.  The  inevitable  result  upon  the 
Irish  tenants  will  be,  in  my  opinion,  to 
inflict  the  greatest  and  the  omellest  in- 
justice. They  have  suffered  a  great  deal 
already.  They  will  suffer  a  great  deal 
more.  Who  has  demanded  this  legisla- 
ticm  at  your  hands  ?  I  am  very  much 
afrud  that  your  principal  inspirers  have 
been  tilie  Irish  landlords.  [CWm  of 
"  No !  '*]  Yes ;  I  very  much  suspect  it, 
because  we  have  seen  the  demand  made 
in  the  evidence  of  Captain  Hamilton, 
the  Honorary  Director  of  the  Property 
Defence  Association.  He  tells  us  that 
what  is  wanted  to  restore  peace  in  Ire- 
land is  that  you  should  leave  the  tenant 
no  hope.  The  whole  case  is  summed 
up  in  that  single  sentence;  and,  in 
my  opinion,  if  this  Bill  is  passed,  it 
will  leave  the  tenants  no  nope.  If 
you  ask  me  whether  I  approve  those 
oomlnnations  as  the  methods  of  giving 
some  hope  to  the  tenutfl^  I  teU  yon 
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'*  No."  I  do  not  approve  comhinaiiona, 
and  I  do  not  approve  the  pressure  of 
the  Government.   That  is  not  the  way 
to  deal  with  the  matter.    It  is  the  du^ 
of  Parliament  to  give  the  tenant  hope. 
It  is  the  duty,  and  the  first  duty  of  Par- 
liament, before  everything  else,  to  ^ve 
the  tenants  hope  and  to  give  them  jus- 
tice, and  that  is  what  is  demanded  in 
the  Amendment.  We  say,  *'  Before  you 
take  measures  to  enforce  unjust  ren^ 
there  is  a  far  higher  and  a  prior  dnty, 
and  that  is  to  provide  against  their  use 
for  Uie  pn^se  of  injustice."   Then,  I 
say,  there  is  no  case  for  coercion.  Yon 
have  made  out  no  snoh  case.    I  chal- 
lenged a  compariaoD,  and  the  Gtnrem- 
ment  evaded  that  comparison  between 
the  ease  made  out  for  coercion  on  former 
ocoasiona  and  the  case  now.  If  yon  refer 
to  1^  Tima  of  18B2,  m^  answer  to  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the  Mon- 
hm  for  Buiy  (Sir  Henry  James)  is  that 
it  is  idle  and  absurd  to  compare  the  oon- 
ditions  of  1887  with  the  conditions  of 
1882.   The  case  for  outrage  is  so  faint, 
that  The  Times  newspaper— the  great 
organ  of  coercion — is  obliged  to  invent 
one,  and  when  it  has  invented  the  out- 
rages, it  can  always  find  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell)  ready  to  endorse  them.   As  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  only  one  part  of  Ire- 
land which  can  be  justly  described  in 
the  strong  language  wfaach  has  been 
employed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oj^waite, 
and  that  is  the  Protestant  (My  of  Bel- 
fast.  That  is  a  city  in  which  there  is 
constant  and  violent  disorder;  and  if 
the  Government  eame  fnrward  and  said 
that  the  ati^  of  Belfaat  was  suoh  that 
we  must  have  a  Go^on  Bill  there,  on 
the  ground  that  we  cannot  trust  the 
juries,  that  tlie  police  are  being  attacked, 
and  every  sort  of  violence  is  going  on 
there,  I  confeas  that  I  aho^d.  have 
thought  they  had  made  out  a  strong 
and  plausible  case.    I  fully  admit  tiiat 
there  are  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  in  Ireland ;  but 
I  do  not  want  to  remove  those  difficoltieB 
by  coercion,  if  I  believe,  as  I  do  faeliere, 
that  in  remedying  the  evils  from  wli^:h 
those  difficulties  arise,  yon  would  not 
require  coercion  at  all.    That  is  our 
idain  and  simple  ease.   You  may  not 
believe  the  facts  as  we  put  them  before 
you;  but  yoa  will  find  them  in  the  eri- 
omoe  aod  in  iho  hiding  of  your  own 
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OcHninissioii.  Oor  case  is  simply  tbis. 
We  beliere  that  vhatsTer  may  be  tbe 
amount  of  disturbance  and  crime, 
bappily,  the  amount  of  crime  and  out- 
rage in  Ireland  is  not  lai^e.  The  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  used  a  very 
sinRular  argument  on  this  point.  He 


Baia — 

"  I  know  that  there  has  been  no  orime,  bat 
that  is  beoaase  of  the  alliaXLoe  of  the  Uembers 
for  Ireland  with  the  libera  Fatty." 

Well,  if  we  have  done  nothing  else,  we 
have  done  more  than  your  Coercion  Bill 
-will  do.  We  have  put  down  outrage 
and  crime  in  Ireland  already ;  but  we 
say  that  there  is  no  evidence  of  orime  or 
disturbance,  or  resistance  to  the  law,  ex- 
owt  that  which  arises  immediately  out 
of^nnjost  rents.  Then,  surely,  if  you 
make  tiioee  rents  just,  if  you  remove 
the  eanse  firom  vhich  the  crime  imme- 
diately proceeds,  if  yea  remove  the 
cause  of  grievance,  and  remove  it  at  (moe, 
you  do  not  need  any  Coercion  Bill  at 
all.  The  work  the  Commission  was 
constituted  to  perform  will  have  been  ac- 
complished, and  your  Coercion  Bill  will 
be  totally  unnecessary.  That  is  the  case 
upon  which  we  press  this  Amendment, 
xou  state  that  there  is  an  urgent  de- 
mand for  coercion.  We  say  "  No  ; "  we 
believe  that  the  cause  of  the  evil  is  to 
be  found  in  a  particular  thing,  which 
parttcnlar  thing  you  may  remove,  and 
ongbt  to  remove  at  once,  and  that 
U  you  will  only  do  that  first,  then 
oomion  will  be  unneoessaiy.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  supvort  the  Amend- 
meot,  and  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   

TBI  OHANOELLOS  or  trb  EXOHE- 
OUEB  (Mr.  OoscHXir)  (St  Qeorg6*s, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
most  interesting  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroourt)  seems  to  me  to  be  the 
exhibition  of  the  changes  which  the 
whirligig  of  time  has  produced  in  the 
opinions  of  the  ex-Home  Secretary  and 
the  present  Parliamentary  0>nnsel  of  the 
National  League.  I  was  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  view  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  of  the  duties  of  this 
House  and  of  the  country  with  regard 
to  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order, 
and  I  reverted  to  the  time  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  was  Home  1 
eretaiy  and  when  IwMktliN  aupport 


both  Parties  in  this  House  in  maintain- 
ing law  and  order.  T Interruption.']  I 
think  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
and  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  will  admit  that  it  isthebounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  speak  on  this 
occasion.  They  would  not  be  doing  their 
du^,  and  would  be  wanting  in  courtesy 
to  hon.  Members,  if  they  neglected  to 
answer  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered.  Therefore,  although  I  have 
no  wish  to  appeal  for  the  indulgence  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gkngway,  I 
think  it  would  conduce  to  the  proprieties 
of  debate  if  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Government  were  permitted  to  state 
their  views  on  this  subject.  We  owe  it 
to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  we  owe 
it  to  the  House  itself,  to  speak  folly  upon 
this  occanon ;  and  if  we  have  not  risen 
in  great  numbers  from  these  Benches, 
it  is  because  we  have  been  anxious  to 
pve  every  facility  to  every  quarter  of 
the  House  to  take  part  in  the  debate  on 
this  most  important  subject.  Great 
changes  have  been  produced  in  the  at- 
titude of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.  He  wishes  that  the  laws 
should  be  maintained  in  proportion  as 
they  are  considered  just  by  those  who 
live  under  them.  I  believe  I  am  rightly 
interpreting  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
When  he  was  Home  Secretary  did  he 
think  that  the  laws  he  was  engaged  in 
administering  and  ths  rents  wmch  were 
collected  during  that  time,  were  con- 
sidered to  be  just  by  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Ireland  ?  Does  he  not  see  that  the 
com^int  made  against  the  laws  which 
he  administered  was  essentially  the  same 
as  that  now  made  against  the  laws  which 
the  Government  are  administering?  The 
two  oases  are  precisely  alike.  Just  rents, 
the  right  h(m.  Gentleman  says,  are  to 
be  established.  Who  is  to  define  what 
is  a  jnet  rent  ?  Does  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  agree  in  his  estimate 
of  a  just  rent  with  hon.  Members  who 
sit  not  far  from  him  7  Does  he  believe 
that  if  he  were  to  say  what  he  considers 
to  be  a  fair  rent  he  would  rain  the  as- 
sent of  the  majority  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  Ireland?  He  spoke  of  just 
rents  and  he  spoke  of  reductions;  but 
he  gave  no  hint  of  any  standard  except 
the  fiuotuating  standard  of  the  popular 
feeling  at  an^  given  moment,  aad  he 
r^llMilt^fliut  tlie  Exeoatm  Qovoti- 
dM  law^Wever 
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it  does  not  coincide  vitli  that  fluc- 
toatiog  standard  of  justice.  That  is 
the  attitude  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby.  I  should  like  to  be 
permitted,  if  the  Howe  even  at  this  late 
hour  will  give  me  its  attention,  to  reply 
to  some ozthe speeches  vhich have  been 
made,  and  espeaally  to  the  charges  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  brought  against  Her 
Majesty's  (Government.  The  first  of 
these  charges,  as  I  gathered  from  the 
right  hon.  Gtentleman,  was  that  the  Go- 
vemment,  having  wasted  the  time  of  the 
Session  up  to  this  moment,  are  now  pro- 
posing to  suppress  the  individual  initi- 
ative of  hon.  Members.  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  (Hntleman  if  it  haa  been  the 
fault  of  the  Government  that  individual 
initiative  haa  been  8iu>preBsed  up  to  this 
time?  [An  hon.  Mshbsb:  Yes.]  I 
presume  that  "Tes"  comes  f^om  an 
Aon.  Member  who  has  been  present 
during  most  of  Ae  disonssions,  ana  who, 
therefore,  has  an  advantage  over  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who  has  not  ^et  been  able  to  honour  na 
with  a  sufi^ient  amount  of  his  presence 
in  this  House  to  render  us  the  aid  of  his 
authority  in  making  more  pro^ss.  We 
are  charged  with  suppressing  individnal 
initiative.  How  were  &e  first  three 
weeks  of  the  Session  spent  ?  Were  they 
spent  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
prolonging  debate?  Sixteen  days  or 
more  were  spent  on  the  Address  in  de- 
ference to  the  views  of  private  Members 
who  wished  to  prolong  that  debate. 
What  was  it  that  we  were  next  engaged 
in  7  We  are  charged  next  with  having 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  House  in 
the  consideration  of  Bulesof  Procedure — 
Bnlea  of  Procedure  which  had  tim  assent, 
I  believe,  of  the  Front  Bendi  oppomte, 
and  to  which  they  once  attached  so  mmdi 
importance  that  th^  considered  it  neces- 
aary  to  devote  a  Supplementary  Session 
to  the  subject.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman really  consider  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  to  blame  because  at  this  st^e 
— a  stage  which,  we  admit,  is  late,  and 
which  we  deeply  regret  that  we  have 
not  been  able  to  arrive  at  sooner — we 
are  obliged  to  ask  for  the  whole  time  of 
the  House  to  press  on  the  Business  of 
the  Government  ?  We  oont«id  that  the 
blame  rests  on  other  shoulders.  We 
oomplun,  and  we  complain  with  jus- 
tice, that  we  have  reoeived  no  aaaiat- 
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ance  from  the  regular  Opposition  in 
getting  on  mth  our  work.  [  Mr. 
Qladbtoke  made  an  observation  wluch 
did  not  reach  the  Gallery.]  My  right 
hon.  Friend  gives  me  an  enthosi- 
astio  cheer.  I  thought  it  was  a  tra- 
dition of  the  regular  Opposition  that 
they  should  assist  Hot  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment—the Executive  Government 
of  the  day — in  promoting  the  Business 
of  Parliament  But,  however  that  may 
be,  I  throw  back  upon  the  Opposition 
the  chaise  which  they  havo  levelled 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that 
it  is  by  our  action  that  individual  initia- 
tive has  been  suppressed;  and  if  we 
now  ask,  as  we  are  eutitied  to  aak,  the 
House  now  to  make  that  great  sacrifice 
of  time  which  we  regret  having  to  ask 
for,  it  is  because  that  sacrifice  is 
indispensable  in  the  public  interests. 
To  hear  the  right  hon.  Member  lor 
Derby  speak,  one  would  think  tJie  state 
of  Ireland  was  not  at  this  moment  what 
we  may  all  call  intolerable.  He  seemed 
to^  view  with  indifference  the  atate  <^ 
things  in  Lreland  at  the  presoit  moment 
Both  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley),  as  well 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
speak  of  the  diminution  of  crimes  and 
outrages.  They  seem  only  to  be  able  to 
read  crimes  when  they  are  written  in 
letters  of  blood.  They  do  not  seem  to 
realize  the  fact  that  the  administration 
of  justice  is  almost  entirely  aaapended 
at  this  moment  in  COTtain  portions  of 
Ireland.  They  seem  to  have  no  sense 
of  this,  and  they  seem  not  to  tbink 
it  of  much  moment  that  jurors  can 
Bcarcely  go  into  the  box  without 
having  to  make  their  choice  between 
peijiiry  and  rain.  Look  ftt  the  jurors. 
[  Criet  of  *<  Hear,  hear ! "  Avm  hOme  tk§ 
Oangway.l  Yes,  now  than  cornea  a 
chew.  Ine  administration  of  justice  is 
discredited  in  Ireland  at  this  moment. 
[An  hon.  Meubeb:  Packed  juries.] 
Yes,  you  complain  of  packed  juries ; 
others  complain  of  juries  who  will  not 
convict,  although  the  evidence  of  guilt 
is  strong  and  conclusive.  The  position 
of  the  administration  of  justice — the 
position  of  juries  in  Ireland — is  that 
m  some  cases  they  do  not  command  the 
confidence  of  the  Bepresentatives  firom 
Ireland,  and  in  other  cases  they  do  not 
command  the  cMafidanoe  if£  tite  pabUo 
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generally.  We  see,  therefore,  that  trial 
by  jury  in  Ireland  is  discredited,  even 
in  the  eyes  of  hon.  Members  who  in- 
terrupt by  speaking  of  packed  juries. 
Have  you  conGdence — ["Wo,  no  ! "  and 
*'  Name ! "]— have  you  confidence  in  the 
adminifitration  of  the  law  by  juries  in 
Ireland?   [  CVi«     "  No ! "  I 

Mb.  8PEAKEB:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  If  not— and  you 
cannot  deny  it  when  I  ask  yon — then  I 
say  that  the  moment  has  come  when 
the  Qovemment  must  deal  with  the 
matter,  and  must  restore  to  Ireland 
that  £air  administration  of  the  law  which 
shall  command  the  confidence  of  the  pub- 
lic generally.  The  House  will  have 
noticed  how,  from  point  to  point,  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  bare  spoken  as  if  the  object  of 
this  Bill  were  simply  to  provide  better 
means  of  enforcing  rents.  That  is 
not  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment.  It  does  not  approach,  in 
any  degree,  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
OoTemment ;  but  I  should  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  an  ex-Home  Secretary  and 
an  English  lawyer  was  content  wi^  the 

nient  administration  of  the  law  in 
and.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made  a  fur- 
ther charge  against  Uer  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment. He  pointed  out  to  us  the  ex 
traordinary  difference  that  there  was  be- 
tween the  present  position  and  the  pre- 
sent demands  of  Her  M^esty'a  GoTern- 
ment  and  those  to  which  he  was  a  party 
in  1681  and  1882.    [Mr.  Gladstone:  I 
iiaid  1881.]   In  1881— and  be  asked  us 
in  his  solemn  tones — and  his  demand 
was  repeated  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre] 
and  others — whether  we  were  prepared 
to  face  the  fact  that  now,  contrary  to 
what  was  the  case  in  1881,  we  should 
pass  a  law  of  this  kind  in  the  teeth  of 
85  Bepresentatives  from  Ireland,  and 
in  face  of  the  further  fact — I  admit 
that  it  is  a  most  significant  one  — 
that  the  regular  (^position  also  were 
opposing  us.    Well,  noW|  as  regards 
the  representation  of  Ireland :  is  it  con- 
tended by  the  right  hon.  Genuemanthat 
if  the  great  majority  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tires  of  Ireland  are  opposed  to  a  mea- 
sure  which  is  necessary  for  the  dae  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  we  are,  on  that 
account,  to  fiiuoh  from,  our  duty  7  TMs 
ifl  th»  pobltvbicth  u  put  to  us.  You 


have  85  Members  from  Ireland.  They 
will  oppose  your  Bill.  Therefore  yon 
ought  not  to  propose  it  or  else  you  are 
sinning  against  the  first  articles  of  the 
Liberal  creed.  Well,  suppose  my  right 
hon.  Friend  were  in  power,  and  that  the 
law  were  grossly  disobeyed  in  Ireland, 
would  he  consider  that  the  presence  in 
this  House  of  a  majority  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, who  were  opposed  to  it,  would  con- 
stitute a  bar  to  proceeding  with  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  ?  If  not,  why  then 
does  he  urge  that  against  us,  as  at  the 
present  moment?  But  he  has  another 
argument,  which  is  a  more  formidable 
argument,  I  admit.    He  says — 

"  Have  tho  Government  realized  that  there 
will  be  tbree-Beveotha  of  the  whole  of  this 
Hoase  which  may  he  (^posod  to  a  xneuaxe 
of  this  kind." 

Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Government  have 
realized  that  fact  with  the  deepest  re- 
gret, and  with  the  fullest  knowledge 
of  the  consequences  which  it  implies. 
They  see,  for  the  first  time,  I  believe, 
in  Uie  history  of  this  country,  ex-^me 
Ministers  and  ex-Home  Seoretaries 
refusing.  {^O^riHQn  ehtert  and  amnter 
cAws.'] 

Mb.  STOBEY  (Sunderland):  Not 
before  time. 
Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  did  not  oaibh 

that. 

Mb.  STOBEY:  I  said,  "Not  before 
time." 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  It  is  time  that  those 
who  have  been  charged,  as  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  with  the  administration  of 
justice,  with  seeing  that  the  laws  are 
obeyed — it  is  time,  says  my  hon.  Friend 
below  the  Gangway,  that  they  should 
desert  the  Government  of  the  day,  and 
range  themselves  under  the  standard  of 
disorder.  I  admit  that  it  would  be  un- 
fair at  this  period  of  the  debate  to  inflict 
many  quotations  cai  hon.  Members ;  but 
in  answer  to  the  cry  made  below  the 
Gangway — and  in  mrder  to  show  the 
House  and  the  country  the  realposition 
of  this  matter — I  entreat  the  House  to 
listen  for  a  nrament  to  the  words  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  The  House  will  see 
what  we  have  to  deal  with  now,  and 
what  he  had  to  deal  with  in  1881.  These 
are  the  words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
in  1881— 

It  i>  nat  with  the  people  of  Iraluad  that  we 
^re  Bii  iaauo.  Our  finn  beJicf  iA  that  the  people 
ci  Ireland,  and  eipeoUlIy  theit  the  nmae  of  the 
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tenanlry  of  that  counlrj-.  are  «»rD«tly  demrouB 
tomake  fuU  trial  of  the  eqaitable  proyinooB 

whS  with  great  labo^«^S?^Jj:J*S*fti 
Parliament  has  introduced  into  the  Uw  of  the 

land." 

That  U  our  belief  also. 
"  That  with  whioh  we  are  BtroggHng 
and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  point — 

"  IB  a  power  which  presumes  to  go  between  the 
p^pleW  the  law.  and  which  ^lU  to  how 
fc,  when,  and  how,  and  npon  what  terma  they 
are  toha^e  the  heneflta  whicA  J^iament  in- 
tended ior  them  aU  without  lertnoUon  and 
without  weerre." 

That  is  our  case.  We,  too,  are  struggling 
with  a  power  which  presumes  to  come 
between  the  people  and  the  law,  and 
tell  them  how  far  they  shall  go. 

"We  have,  I  repeat,  no  fear  of  the  people  of 
iMlandinthemaw.  What  we  have  a  fear  of 
is  lest  some  ahoold  be  corrupted  by  demoraJizing 
doctrines,  and  leat-and  it  ia  the  greatest  fear 
of  aU-more,  and  many  more,  should  one  by 
one  be  terrified  out  of  the  exerdse  of  their  just 
Constitutional  rights,  and  nnhapprty  induced 
through  intimidation,  and  from  no  other  mo- 
tive, to  make  over  their  private  Uberty  and  the 
exnctse  of  their  civil  rights  into  the  hands  of 
self-constituted  dictatora,  and  to  pUoe  those 
riffhts  under  the  unknown  provisions  of  ^un- 
written Uw  dictated  by  nothing  but  arbitrary 
will." 

Well,  Sir,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Bill  which  we  seek  to  introduce?  It  is 
to  protect  the  people  of  Ireland,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  wished  to  protect 
them,  against  arbitrary  interference  at 
every  stage  with  their  private  affairs  by 
self-constituted  dictators  who  wish  to 
exercise  the  '*  unknown  provisions  of  an 
unwritten  law."  The  occasion  on  which 
these  words  were  spoken  was  the  time 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  found  it 
necessary  to  put  into  prison  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  lest  he 
should  frustrate  the  objects  of  the  legis- 
lation of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  who 
made  the  announcement  of  the  arrest 
in  these  terms — 

"I  have  been  informed  that  towards  the  vin- 
^cation  of  law,  of  order,  and  the  rights  of  pro- 
petty,  of  the  freedom  of  the  land,  of  the  first 
elements  of  political  life  and  civilization,  the 
first  step  has  been  taken  in  the  arrest  of  the 
man  who,  unhappily,  from  whatever  motives 
they  may  be— and  I  do  not  challenge  these 
tnoUvea — motives  which  I  cannot  examine  and 
with  which  I  have  nothing  to  do,  has  made 
himself,  beyond  all  others,  prominent  in  the 
attempt  to  destroy  the  authority  of  the  law, 
■nd  to  iobstitate  what  would  end  in  being 
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notUng  men  nor  less  than  aaarchioal  wn*- 

sion  exerdsed  upon  the  people  ui  IxelsiM.* 

I  have  read  this  extract  because  it  con- 
tains practically  the  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  we  have  to  do  is  to  attonpt 
to  break  down  the  oppression  under 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  are  suffer* 
ing,  and  to  protect  them  from  the  weit- 
constituted  dictators  who  are  now  min- 
ing &e  prosperity  of  Ireland.  It  ha> 
been  said  over  and  over  again — and  I 
regretted  that  my  right  hon.  FriMid 
should  lend  the  countenance  of  his  an- 
Uunity  to  such  a  statement — that  tha 
measure  of  the  Government  was  intended 
simply  to  enable  the  landloida  to  enfom 
the  payment  of  their  rents ;  and  I  think 
he  said  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  npoa 
the  tenants— I  think  that  was  the  phraw. 
How  did  he  know  ? 

Ms.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  quoted 
one  of  the  witnesses— Sir  Eodvers  BuU«. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  Tm.  I  want  to 
say  a  word  on  that  point.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  quoted  Sir  Eedvera  Buller ; 
but  he  never  told  us  to  what  eatent  ho 
agreed  with  the  riews  of  Sir  Bedvera 
Buller.  He  put  Sir  Bedvan  BnUerinto 
the  witneas-lwx. 

Several  hon.  Mbhbbbs  :  Ton  pot  him 
in. 

Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE:  He  ia 
your  man. 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  is  our  man.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  as  well  as 
anyone  that  a  Oommission  summons  be- 
fore it  whomsoever  it  chooses.  The  Omu- 
nu8si(m  summoned  Sir  Bedvera  Boiler 
to  give  his  independent  evidence.  Bat 
curiously  enough,  my  right  hon,  Fn«d 
said — "  The  views  of  Sir  Bedvera  Bailor 
are  diametrically  opposed  to  yonn,**  and 
then  he  says— "He  ia  your  witaeaa." 
Does  my  right  hon.  Friend  mean  to  lay 
he  was  our  witness  V 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yea. 
Me.  GOSCHEN :  Oh !  His  riewa  a» 
"diametrically  opposed"  to  oare*  uid 
yet  he  ia  "  our  witness."  But  I  wisfc 
to  call  attenttpn  to  the  neat  diaXecCieal 
skill  with  which  my  right  hon.  Frimd 
dealt  with  that  point.  HepntSirBedren 
Buller  into  the  witneas-box,  and  be 
quoted  what  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  said, 
to  tho  effect  that  the  law  in  Ireland 
looked  after  the  rich  and  did  not  look 
after  the  poor.  I  hear  a  cheer  from  mj 
I  right  hon.  Friend. 
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Mb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE:  I  read 
the  words. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  Tee,  yon  read  those 
vords ;  bat  you  made  no  oomment  upon 
thoee  words.  It  is  dangerous  ground. 
VA  lauffh.']  Yes,  but  you  will  not  laugh, 
I  think,  when  I  put  the  point  to  you. 
They  are  dangerous  words  to  be  quoted 
by  my  ri^ht  non.  Friend,  unless  he  in- 
tended either  to  endorse  them  or  to 
differ  from  them.  An  hon.  and  gallant 
officer  had  said  that  that  was  the  state 
of  the  law ;  but  he  was  quoted  by  one 
who  was  a  muoh  greater  authority  than 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller ;  he  was  quoted  by 
one  who  was  a  party  to  the  legislation 
of  the  last  20  years.  I  shoald  like  to 
know,  and  I  think  that  this  House  and 
the  country  would  like  to  koow — and 
maxAi  more  are  the  peoide  of  Ireland 
entilled  to  know — whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  endorses  the  statement 
that  the  laws  in  Ireland  have  looked 
more  after  the  rich  than  the  poor  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Hear, 
hear! 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  They  have?  And 
who  but  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
xnainly  in  power,  and  has  for  20  years 
past  had  the  chief  hand  in  making 
laws  for  Ireland.  To  make  a  point  in 
debate  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  pre- 
pared to  sink  his  own  individoality,  his 
own  authority,  Ms  own  experience,  and 
his  own  knowledge,  and  simply  to  put  fbr- 
ward  suggestire  quotations  from  one  part 
of  the  OTidence  of  one  of  the  witnesses 
before  Ihe  CommissioB,  when  he  must 
hare  known  that  that  evidence  was  con- 
tradicted by  his  own  legislatiTe  acts. 
[Mr.  Gi^STOKE  disseniea.1  I  hope, 
even  at  this  time  of  the  night,  to  clear 
up  this  point,  because  it  is  one  which  is 
likely,  and  naturally  likely,  to  inflame 
the  people  of  Ireland.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  endorse,  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
the  statement  that  the  laws  of  Ireland 
have  been  made  simply  to  benefit  the 
landlords  ?  Has  not  my  right  hon. 
Friend  striven  with  the  greatest  energy 
and  devotion  to  pass  law  after  law 
on  behalf  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland? 
There  was  the  law  of  1870,  there  was 
the  law  of  1881,  the  laws  of  1882  and 
of  1885,  and  now  he  wishes  to  allow  the 
dictum  of  Sir  Hedvers  BuUer.  {^Initr- 
ruption.'] 

Mb.  BFEASEB:  Order,  ordert  1 
appeal  to  hod.  Genflvmen  to  gtire  a 


patient  hearing  to  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer.   

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  I  regret  that  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Northampton  does  not 
think  that  I  ought  to  be  fairly  heard. 

Me.  LABOUOHERE:  I  said,  Sir. 
that  Gentlemen  opposite  chose  to  talk 
exceedingly  loudly  to  drown  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  speech. 

Ma.  GOSOHEN :  I  have  been  for  a 
good  many  years  in  this  House,  and  it 
has  never  been  my  wish  to  intrude  at 
great  length  upon  the  time  of  the  House. 
But  I  have  now  a  duty  to  perform,  and 
with  all  respect  to  hon.  Members  o^- 

fosite,  I  say  I  should  not  discharge  it  if 
were  to  resume  my  seat.  I  know  it  is 
my  duty  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  take 
notice  of  his  speech.  Now,  is  it  true  ? 
I  want  to  know  this — ^is  it  trae  tiiat  the 
laws  have  done  nothing  for  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  ?  Is  it  true  that  they  have  not 
looked  after  the  tenaets?  What  did 
my  right  hon.  Friend  say  in  1881  ? — 

**  It  is  commonly  said  that  the  ituqait^  of  the 
Irish  Land  Laws  is  a  main  reason  for  legislating 
on  Irish  land.  Equity  and  iniqaity  may  be  in 
great  part  compuatiTfl.  But  if  ««  are  to 
proceed  on  that  princuple  of  comparison  it  is  an 
exaggeration  to  desorioe  the  Land  Laws  as  in- 
iquitous. The  Land  Laws  of  England  are  laws 
at  any  rate  under  which  this  country  has  lived 
and  has  been  contented  and  remained  proiperons, 
bat  the  Land  Lawi  of  Ireland  are  chiefly 
difilBrent  from  those  of  England  in  the  special 
conditions  vhlidi  they  giro  on  bebaU  ot  the 
tenants.'* 

And  these  words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
were  spoken  before  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  before  the  Arrears  Act,  before  the 
Purchase  Act,  which  enables  tenants  to 
become  the  owners  of  their  holding 
while  paying  actually  less  than  their 
preeent  rent.  It  was  not  without  rea- 
son that  my  right  hon.  Friend  declared 
on  a  subsequent  oooasion,  Uiat— 

"  A  law  bad  been  passed  for  the  sake  of  Ire* 

land,  with  respect  to  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant,  as  to  which  he  might  say  that  the 
civilized  world  did  not  record  its  equal." 
This  House  has  during  the  last  10  years 
done  its  best  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  tenants  in  Ireland.  And  besides,  the 
laws  having  been  passed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  the  laws  have 
not  been  administered  in  a  sense  hostile 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  Would  my 
right  hon.  Friend  indorse  the  view  that 
the  interests  of  the  tenants  hare  not 
been  looked  After,  when  he  eonridea  tike 
action  of  the  Oommtgeionera  and  tJta 
Snb-otnunuflHoneTe  throughout  Bnlud 
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and  the  great  reductions  of  rent  which 
have  been  made  ?  The  tenants  may  now 
complain  that  these  redactions  are  in- 
Buffioient.  But  I  maintain  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Act  of  1881  has 
been,  and  has  been  intended  to  be,  a 
boon  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland ;  and  it  is 
not  in  snoh  drcamstanoes  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  justified  in  quoting,  with- 
out comment,  the  saying  that  the  law  of 
Ireland  looks  after  the  rich  and  does  not 
look  after  the  poor.  I  wish  to  protest 
in  the  strongest  manner  against  the 
assertion  that  the  legislation  which  the 
Government  are  now  proposing  is  simply 
in  the  interests  of  the  rich.  Ibave  read 
from  the  previous  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Ooremment  to  relioTe  the  people  of 
the  country  from  self-constituted  dicta- 
tors. It  is  that  duty  which  we  are 
seeking  to  fulfil.  Our  Act  will  aim 
at  the  Bappression  of  the  fearful  curse 
of  Boycotting  which  prevails  still  over 
a  great  part  of  Ireland,  and  not  only 
in  those  unqniet  counties  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
spoke.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  minimized  the  quality  of 
crime,  as  it  is  called  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  the  geo- 
graphical area  of  crime.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  has  read  the  whole  evidence 
of  the  Blue  Book.  But  that  Blue  Book 
gives  instances  of  labourers  being 
obliged  to  refuse  work  when  they  were 
starving,  because  the  farmer  was  Boy- 
cotted and  might  not  employ  them.  I 
have  evidence  whidi  I  will  put  before 
the  House  at  a  more  aeasonabie  time  to 
prove  that  every  dasa  in  Ireland — 
tenants,  farmers,  shopkeepers,  labourers, 
every  class — suffer  from  tdie  fearful 
tyranny  which  is  at  present  existing  and 
i^iainst  which  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of 
thu  House  and  of  Her  Muesty's  Govem- 
m«Dt  to  make  a  stand.  And  it  is  a  libel 
on  our  intentions  to  say  that  it  is  simply 
for  the  sake  of  enforcm^  rents  that  we 
are  acting.  We  would  wish  and  we  hope 
to  decrease  the  number  of  evictions. 
It  will  be  our  endeavour  to  aocompUsh 
that  most  essential  object ;  but  evictions 
have  not  only  been  due  to  the  action  of 
the  landlords.  Evictions  have  taken 
place  with  all  their  tragical  accompani- 
ments bacaose  agitators  have  prevented 
compromises  between  tenants  and  land- 
lords ;  and  then  when  they  had  broken 
down  compromises,  and  when  the  eric- 

Mr.  Ootehm 


tions  took  place  under  tragical  circum- 
stances, they  gloated  over  ^ose  tragical 
circumstances,  and  did  their  best  to  de- 
lude the  people  of  England  into  the  be- 
lief that  it  was  simply  to  the  action  of 
the  landlords  that  they  were  due.  Be- 
member  the  case  wliere  a  priest  spoke  irf 
his '  <  poor  slaves, "  and  where  he  repotted 
himself  that  the  compromises  which  had 
been  offered  had  not  been  agreed  to. 
[An  hon.  Mehbbb  :  What  did  General 
Buller  say  ?]  I  should  like  to  read  a 
few  quotations  from  General  Buller. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  liOthian  said  he  did  not  flinch  from 
reading  the  evidence  of  General  Buller, 
but  he  did  not  read  it  all.  There  were 
some  very  significant  points  which  I 
remember  in  General  BuUer's  evidence- 
General  Buller  said,  "Intimidation  is 
rampant  in  this  country."  An  hon. 
Member  interrupted  me  by  saying, 
"  What  did  General  Buller  eay,"  when 
I  was  speaking  about  evictitniB.  He 
wanted  to  turn  me  from  that  delicate 
point,  that  it  is  due  to  the  National 
League  that  many  of  these  enotions 
have  taken  place.  Their  action  is  not  to 
prevent  evictions  and  to  secure  compro- 
mises between  landlords  and  tenants, 
but  to  compel  the  tenants  to  take  a 
course  which  many  tenants,  if  left  to 
themselves,  would  not  take,  but  which, 
when  taken,  forces  the  landlord  to  evict 
I  heard  of  a  cose  yesterday  where  the 
tenant  went  to  the  agent  of  his  landlord 
and  offered  him  his  rent  and  paid  it. 
[(7rM«  0/ "Name!"]  Name!  I  will 
tell  you  about  the  name  presently.  I 
will  tell  the  case  first.  The  tonant  went 
to  the  agent  of  the  landlord  and  sud — 

"  I  will  pay  ^on  the  rent,  bat  serve  me  wiA 
a  notice  of  enction.  Send  me  all  the  legal 
notioea  which  yoa  have  seat  to  my  neighboun, 
beoaose,  othwwiao,  my  life  will  be  in  dangar." 

And  this  tenant  paid  his  rent ;  bat  lie 
wanted  to  be  served  with  a  notice 
ejectment  lest  he  should  be  exposed  to 

the  dishonour  of  being  known  to  pay  his 
debt.  [  Crw  of"  Nome ! "]  Yes,  the  name. 
I  will  give  you  the  name  when  we  have 
passed  this  Bill.  When  you  have  ceased 
to  Boycott  witnesses  who  tell  Uie  truth 
I  will  tell  you  the  name ;  but  I  am  not 
prepared  to  hand  over  the  tonant  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  League.  Our 
opponents  are  continually  asBng  ua  for 
witnesses  and  for  cases.  Do  tiiey  not 
know — ^have  they  not  acquired  sufficient 
expwimce  daring  their  term  of  Office  to 
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know — that  in  these  cases  to  produce 
yoiir  witnesses  is  to  expose  them  to  the 
vengeance  of  the  National  League  ?  It 
is  the  great  disadvantage  under  which 
the  friends  of  law  and  order  labour.  I 
admit  it.  Hon.  Members  opposite  always 
cry  "  jName  I "  because  they  know  that 
the  ratreatieB  of  these  men  who  wish  to 
pay  tlieur  rente  is  that  their  names  may 
zwt  be  published.  And  why  ?  It  is  in 
the  Blue  Book — ^lest  tiiey  should  be  shot. 
It  is  against  transac^ons  of  this  kind 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  is 
directed.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  speaks  of  these 
combinations  as  spontaneous  andnatural, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  many  tenants 
are  notoriously  ooereed,  and  when  a  ten- 
ant the  other  day,  (vho  paid  his  money  to 
tiie  trustees  under  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
said  that  he  never  thought  he  should  see 
a  shilling  of  it  back.  Tou  say  these 
are  spontaneous  combinations.  Then 
why  are  hon.  Members  opposite,  why 
Im  Mr.  O'Brien,  rushing  all  over  the 
oonn^  in  order  to  stir  up  these  spon- 
taneous combinationsf  No!  these  com* 
lunations  are  no  more  ^Krataneous  than 
the  supposed  cases  of  spontaneous  gene- 
ration, ^h^  are  worked  up  by  the 
agitators  in  Dublin,  who  have  exercised 
that  kind  of  coercion  throughout  Ireland 
which  it  is  the  intention  and  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government,  if  they  receive 
the  support  of  this  House,  to  break  down. 
"We  are  asked  why  we  do  not,  in  the  first 

flace,  produce  our  remedial  measures  ? 
think  I  can  give  a  conclusive  answer 
to  that  question.  We  may  be  guided 
in  this  matter  experience  as  well 
as  by  reason.  We  are  guided  by  the 
experience  that  the  ruling  political 
forces  in  Ireland  have  always  endea- 
voured to  frustrate  remedial  legislation. 
And  why  f  Because  they  hare  poUtioal, 
and  not  only  agrariaUf  ends.  I  have 
already  alluded  to  the  fact  that  when 
my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  had  carried  the 
remedial  measure  of  1881  the  first  step 
which  he  was  compelled  to  take  was  to 
put  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  into  gaol 
lest  he  should  frustrate  the  effects  of 
that  remedial  measure.  What  security 
have  we — that  remedial  measure  having 
been  succeeded  byaNoBentManifesto — 
that  the  most  beneficial  purchase  scheme 
■which  we  cuuld  pic-i^  would  Turt  ho  fiJ- 
lowed  by  a  No  Price  Maaifesto  ?  The 
fact  is  this,  and  1  wish  the  country  tu 
understand  it,  that  iho  agTariaaqu^al^i 
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is  being  utilized  by  the  Nationalist  Parly 
in  Ireland  in  order  to  dupe  the  demo- 
cracy of  England  as  to  their  ultimate 
aims.  Matters  were  progressing  fairly 
up  to  November  last ;  but  it  does  not  suit 
the  book  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
that  there  should  be  peaceable  pro- 
gress in  that  oonntry.  What  nave 
they  to  prove?  The|pr  have  to  prove 
for  the  Buecess  of  their  soheme— and  I 
entreat  the  House  to  bear  this  in  mind — 
that  Ireland  is  ungovernable  by  Saxon 
law.  Therefore  they  produce  dis- 
order. And  how  can  they  best  produce 
disorder  ?  By  constantly  agitating  the 
agrarian  question.  In  order  that  they 
may  produce  this  effect,  they  trade  on 
the  aversion  to  landlords,  and  disguise 
their  schemes  of  Home  Bule  by  putting 
that  aversion  prominently  before  the 
people  of  this  country.  The  first  stage 
in  their  programme  is  disobedimce  to 
the  law.  That  is  followed  by  duorder, 
and  they  know  that  disorder  may  be 
followed  by  despair,  and  despair  they 
hrae  will  be  fbllowed  by  eeparation. 
We  have  arrived  at  the  stage  of  disobe- 
dience to  the  law ;  we  have  arrived,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  at  the  stage  of  dis- 
order ;  but  we  on  these  Benches  have 
not  arrived  at  the  stage  of  despair.  We 
shall  proceed  with  our  remedial  legisla- 
tion, and  we  shall  proceed,  undeterred 
by  the  fear  of  those  anarchical  forces, 
strengthened  though  they  may  be  now 
by  the  oonntenanoe  of  the  regular  Oppo- 
sition— we  shall  proceed  with  the  inten- 
tion that  these  forces  shall  not  frustrate 
our  remedial  measures,  because  we  shall 
endeavour  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
defeat  such  attempts  to  frustrate  them. 
We  are  told  that  our  repressive  mea- 
sures will  fail.  That  is  one  of  the  state- 
ments that  we  hear  most  frequently. 
But  unless  we  first  have  the  means  of 
frustrating  the  endeavours  whidh  will 
be  made  to  oheokmate  tiiose  remedial 
measures,  it  would  be  useless  to  under- 
take them  at  all.  That  is  why  we  de- 
mand urgency  for  the  reform  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  that  is  the  single 
reason  why  we  proceed  first  with  our 
demands  for  that  which  is  not  coercive 
legislation,  but  legislation  to  render 
remedial  measures  possible.  But  again, 
I.ask,  if  we  do  not  and  cannot  pass  the 
meaauroB  wo  have  in  view^  what  is  the 
alteruatiTU  ?  I  should  like  to  know  what 
ihtr  riKht  honv  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
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eition— and  the  rif(ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  think  is  the  alter- 
native if  we  cannot  pass  those  measures? 
The  altamaUre  is  the  continuance  of  dis- 
order, and  if  they  are  prepared  to  regard 
that  altematiTe  with  equanimity,  it  is 
because  they  might  point  to  triumphant 
disorder  as  a  denizing  argument  for 
Home  Bule.  That  is  the  point  which 
is  to  be  proved,  as  I  said  before, 
that  we  cannot  govern  Ireland.  [/ruA 
ehesri."]  I  accept  those  cheers.  It  is  to 
be  proved  that  we  cannot  govern  Ire- 
land. The  English  democracy  is  to  be 
told  that  we  cannot  settle  the  agrarian 
question.  You  do  not  wish  the  agrarian 
question  to  be  settled  by  sny  remedial 
legislation.  You  wish  the  difficulties  to 
continue ;  you  wish  the  disorders  to  con- 
tinue, and  to  make  those  disorders  the 
argument  for  handing  over  Ireland  to 
tiie  Nationalist  Party.  I  have  heard  of 
a  Party  who  were  described  once  as 
"marching  through  rapine" — \_lnter- 
ruption  hy  tie  S-Uh  Memb^n'] — "as 
marching  through  rapine"— -{^iZmMmtj 
mUnvptionj — "  to  disintegration."  Yon 
cannot  entirely  dispute  the  truth  of 
words  which  fell  from  your  present 
Leader.  Even  those  cheers,  whicn  seem 
to  be  sweet  Oeltio  music  in  the  ears  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  cannot  set  aside 
the  fact  that  the  Nationalist  Party  were 
described  as  "  marohiog  through  rapine 
to  disintegration."  Luckily  they  did  not 
reach  that  goal;  but  where  did  they 
march  to?  Where  are  they  now?  They 
have  marched  with  flying  colours  and 
beating  drums  into  the  oamp  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Mean)er  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  now,  under  his  command, 
the  allied  forces  intend  to  march,  if  they 
can,  thronj[h  disorder  to  Home  Bule. 
Bat  the  voice  of  the  country  issued  its 
command  at  the  last  Election.  It  had 
the  Unionists  to  bar  the  way.  That  is 
the  mandate  we  have  received.  The 
defence  of  <nder  is  the  defence  of  the 
Union.  What  we  ask  of  the  House  is 
to  ^ve  us  the  necessary  powers  for  the 
mamtenanoe  of  both. 

Me.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  I  rise,  Sir, 
to  make  a  protest,  although  I  do  not 
intend  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  in  view  of  the  &ct  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  have  been  almost 
entirely  shut  out  Aram  tbis  debate. 
{lMM§kttr.']  Well,  I  suppose  hon.  Gen- 
Uemen  wiU  admit  that  MemberB  finmt 
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Ireland  hare  some  interest  in  tliis  de- 
bate—they will  admit  that  the  Iridi 
Bepresentatives  are  entitled  to  apeak  in 
this  debate,  though  they  have  not  taken 
any  pains  or  trouble  to  allow  na  to  speak, 
having,  on  the  contrary,  done  thcdr 
best,  hj  the  arrangements  between  the 
Front  Benches,  to  prevent  us  firom  speak- 
ing. When  I  beard  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  decided  to  close  this  debate  on 
Thursday  night,  I  made  up  my  mind 
that  it  was  useless  for  any  Irish  Mem- 
ber to  attempt  to  intervene  at  all ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
good  enough,  out  of  bis  great  boun^, 
to  extend  the  discussion  to  this  evening, 
I  thought  it  might  be  possible  for  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton)  to  have  an  opportani^ 
of  speaking.  Well,  Sir,  it  has  been 
quite  impossible  for  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  to  apeak.  I 
willingly  gave  vm  mj  claim  to  speak. 
My  hon.  ^end  the  Uembw  fbr  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dilltm)  also  gave  up  hit 
daim  to  speak.  We  did  this  beoansa 
we  were  confident  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  would 
have  represented  our  opinions  and  vin- 
dicated our  position  even  bettor  than  we 
could  hare  done  ourselves.  But  we  are 
in  this  position  to-night — that  no  promi- 
nent Member  of  our  Party  has  been 
allowed  to  speak  to-night,  except  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
of  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  who 
got  up  at  a  quarter  to  12  o'clock  last 
night,  when  almost  every  Member  of 
the  Oonservative  Party  walked  out  of 
the  House  in  a  body.  [Oriet  of  "  Sul- 
livan I"]  I  call  a  delwte,  conducted 
under  these  ctroumstencee,  a  mockery 
and  a  sham.  When  yon  talk  about 
your  desire  to  hear  us,  and  to  g-ive 
us  fair  play — when  yon  say  you  desire 
to  hear  an  expression  of  our  views 
before  you  strike  us  down — I  say  that 
I  do  not  believe  these  proteste  and  these 
expressed  desires.  Before  you  take  this 
Division  to-night,  if  I  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  I  shall,  I  supp<we, 
be  told  that  I  am  interfering  with  the 
convenience  of  aboat  600  Membera  of 
the  House,  who  have  oome  down  to 
divide  on  this  question  to-night,  and  I 
shall  be  told  that  it  is  impossible  to 
allow  me  to  interfere  with  Uieir  con- 
venience in  that  way.  Nevertheleaa,  I 
say  that  we  have  not  been  heard,  and 
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that  if  this  Divisioa  is  taken  to-night, 
and  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  refuses  the  Motion 
with  which  I  intend  to  conclude,  it  is 
a  very  ourious  sample  of  your  English 
fair  play.  Tou  are  in  auok  a  desperate 
harry,  either  to  get  your  Ooercion  Act, 
or  to  go  on  your  Easter  holidays — do 
not  know  which — that  you  refuse  us  an 
additional  night  for  the  discussion  of  this 
imprartaut  question,  notwithstanding, 
as  has  been  shown  over  and  over  a^ain, 
that  what  yon  are  propoung  is  in  viola- 
tion of  all  precedent,  and  that  in  tho 
course  of  its  coneideration  we  have  been 
treated  to  two  Toices.  one  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who  told  us  that  nothing  at  all 
was  to  be  done  upon  the  Land  Question, 
and  the  other  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  who  told  us 
that  a  great  deal  was  to  be  done  upon 
the  Land  Question.  I  ask  is  it  or  is  it 
not,  right  that  the  discrepant^  between 
these  two  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
be  cleared  up  ?  I  do  not  quite  know 
what  our  position  is.  I  shall  not  know 
what  it  is  when  we  go  into  the  Dirision 
Lobby.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  ought 
to  beUere  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  or  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  I  do  not  know,  in- 
deed, whether  I  ought  to  believe  either 
of  them.  I  do  not  know  whether  either 
of  these  Gentlemen  has  made  up  his 
mind  on  the  question,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether,  having  made  up  his 
mind  yesterday  or  the  day  before 
yesterday,  he  has  not  unmade  his 
mind  yesterday  or  to-day,  or  that  he  will 
not  unmake  it  to-morrow.  Before  we 
vote  away  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government,  they 
ought,  following  precedent,  to  have 
^ooed  UB  in  possesaion  not  only  of  the 
nature  of  Uieir  repreasive  legislation, 
but  also  of  the  nature  of  their  remedial 
leg^ation.  That  was  the  course  adopted 
in  1883.  In  that  year,  before  the  Go- 
vernment moved  for  precedmce  for  the 
Crimes  Act,  the  Crimes  Act  had  been 
read  a  first  time,  and  not  only  read  a 
first  time,  but  read  a  sefond  tiuiB  ;  and 
not  only  that,  but  the  Arr^ara  Bill  had 
also  been  introduced,  and  the  second 
reading  of  it  had  been  moved,  and  uuo 
night's  discussion  had  busn  taken  iii'ou 
that  atage.   But  now  you  would  h 


us  iuto  the  Lobby  without  haviogregard 
to  that  precedent.  You  ask  us  to  go  and 
vote  blind,  and  not  only  do  you  ask  us 
to  do  that,  but  you  ask  your  own  de- 
luded followers  to  go  and  do  the  same, 
and  I  suppose  they  will  obey  you.  I 
suppose  that  the  consciences  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  be  as  elastic  as 
the  consciences  of  Members  of  larg^ 
majorities  usually  are,  and  I  suppoEO 
these  Gentlemen  will  be  aatiafied  to 
vote  blindly  upon  this  question  without 
further  inquiy.  But  that  is  not  oar 
position,  and  I  submit  that  we  are  en- 
titled to  further  information  than  that 
which  has  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  view  of  the  extraor- 
dinary discrepancy  of  statement  be- 
tween the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  spoken,  one  from  this  side 
and  one  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  I 
submit  that  we  are  entitled  to  that 
further  information  of  which  we  have 
not  received  a  single  atom  in  the 
heated  harangue  of  the  right  hon, 
GenUeman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Therefore,  Sir,  as  one  of  the 
Members  from  Ireland  who  has  a  right 
to  speak  upon  this  question,  and  who  is 
interested  in  this  question,  I,  on  behalf 
of  86  Irish  BepreBontatives*  only  three 
or  four  of  whom  have,  so  far,  been  aU 
lowed  to  take  part  in  the  discussioo,  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  FarneU.) 

The  FIRST  LOBD  op  the  TREA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  have  anticipated  the  answer 
which  it  is  my  duty  to  give  him.  He 
will  remember  perfectly  well  that  I  rose 
on  Wednesday  evening  and  remarked 
on  the  silence  of  hon.  Gentiemen  below 
the  Gangway.  Hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  have  not  availed  themselves  of 
the  opportunities  they  had  of  taking 
part  in  this  debate.  [An  hon.  Meubsr  : 
Opportunities  on  aWednesday  Sitting!] 
The  hon.  Member  complains  that  oppor> 
tunities  have  not  been  afforded  to  his 
Colleagues  from  Ireland  to  take  jpart  in 
the  debate ;  Iw^I  hare  notiDed  that  tha 
hoQ.  MeraVr  IjuwM^hia  been  absent 
durini^  M       ^^^^^fa^tke  debate. 
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of  the  hon.  Hember  from  the  debate  for 
the  last  four  days. 

Me.  PABNELL  :  It  is  very  curious, 
Sir,  but  I  have  also  noticed  the  absence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  been 
absent  from  the  House  more  than  an 
hour  during  the  whole  of  the  debate, 
and  I  can  say  this — that  neither  the 
hon.  Member  himself,  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast,  has,  at  any 
time,  risen  during  the  last  four  days. 
If  tiiey  had  risen.  Sir,  and  could  have 
eangbt  your  eye,  I  should  have  exerted 
whatever  influence  I  may  have  over 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
have  induced  them  to  give  way  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen.  Seeing  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen from  Ireland  have  not  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportunities  they 
have|had  of  speaking  in  this  debate, 
and  seeing  that  this  is  the  fourth  night 
of  the  disousBion,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  right  or  proper  to  permit 
further  discuBsion  at  a  period  of  the 
Session  when  progress  is  required  in 
the  interests  of  the  Business  of  the 
country.  We  should  not  have  proposed 
this  legislation  if  we  had  not  felt  its 
necessity  and  importance.  I  have  stated 
repeatedly  that  we  feel  it  to  be  our 
bounden  duty  to  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed, with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
with  the  consideration  and  disposal  of 
thhi  great  and  important  question.  We 
cannot,  therefore,  consent  to'  further 
adjoumment  at  this  sta^e  of  the  debate, 
and  I  must,  therefore,  ask  the  House  to 
come  to  a  Division  on  the  question  be- 
fore it  at  once. 

Mb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  It  is  following 
rather  a  dangerous  course  to  make 
remarks  upon  the  preseace  or  absence 
of  individual  Memberi  during  more 
or  less  of  the  period  occupied  by  politi- 
cal debates.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  had  more  expe- 
rience in  his  present  position — [*'0h, 
oh  1"  and  tnUrrt^tioH,']  I  wish  to  know, 
Sir,  if  I  am  disorderly  in  saying  this  ? 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  more  experience  in  his  present  posi- 
tion, he  will  find  that  observatioas  of 
that  kind  are  apt  to  be  a  good  deal  re- 
■entad;  they  are  liable  to  nnintentional 
inaoennfly,  and  are  not  found  to  con- 
teibnte  to  progress  or  harmonioos  de- 
bate. What  I  notice,  as  the  result  of 
much  observation,  is  that  there  is  much 
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greater  jealousy  when  these  observatitmi 
proceed  from  persona  in  great  antiiority 
who  are  Leaders  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  observed 
that  the  Irish  Members — the  leading 
Irish  Members — have  not  spoken  in  the 
debate  beyond  a  very  limited  extent.  I 
do  not  remember  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  and  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
are  the  only  Irish  Members  who  have 
spoken ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  others  might  have  risen  and 
taken  their  chance  of  coming  into  the 
debate.  That  is  true ;  they  might  hare 
done  that  if  they  had  chosen  to  establish 
a  competition  for  that  parpose ;  bat 
then  the  effect  would  have  been  to  shut 
out  English  and  Scotch  Members ;  and 
I  think  it  was  quite  natural  on  their 
part  to  wish  that  the  cause  of  Ireland, 
as  they  view  it,  should  be  defended  by 
English  and  Scotch  Members  as  far  as 
it  possibly  could  be.  I  think  it  would  be 
most  to  the  convenience  and  advantage  of 
the  House  that  we  should  not  divide  on 
this  Motion  for  Adjoumment — that  is  to 
say,  that  it  should  not  be  pressed  to  a 
Division.  It  is  always  a  sign  of  the  thick- 
ness  of  the  fray  when  there  are  hostile 
Motions  made  for  the  purpose  of  %d- 
joumment  on  one  aide  ana  resisted  oa 
the  other.  I  can  perceive  that  the  Inj 
is  about  to  be  thick  enough;  and  par- 
ticularly, I  must  say,  afto-  the  very  re- 
markable charges  which  have  been  mad* 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  h<m.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treanir^^ 
not  altogether  against  myself,  or  against 
my  Colleagues  on  the  EVont  Oppoaitt<m 
Bench,  but  against  what  he  calls  the 
Representatives  of  the  Irish  National 
League.  I  should  wish  very  much  that 
the  Motion  should  not  be  pressed  to  a 
Division ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  there  will 
be  fairness  enough  in  the  House  to  b«ar 
in  mind  this  fact — that,  in  considering 
the  further  stages  of  the  Bill,  Uie  Iri^ 
Members  have  as  yet  been  hardly  heard 
on  the  subject,  and  that  full  opportoaity 
should  be  afforded  to  them  for  exptsaa 
ing  their  views.  We  have  spent  a 
greater  number  of  nights  in  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  than  happens  in  moat 
cases.  There  have  been  few  ioataacM 
in  which  a  greater  number  of  nights  hava 
been  consumed ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  in  this  instance,  that  fact  ia  entiraly 
and  exclusively  due  to  the  preoedeat  sai 
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by  Her  Majesty's  GKiTemment  in  asking 
the  House  for  urgency,  without  letting 
tts  know,  in  some  official  form,  what  it 
is  they  propose  to  do.  I  trust  that  we 
shall  do  all  we  can  to  keep  down  the 
heat  of  the  moment,  and  that  this  side 
of  the  House,  especially  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  will  be  content  to 
allow  the  Mun  Question  to  be  pat,  and 
will  on  a  future  occasion  Uiat 

which  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  stand 
upon — namely,  that  up  to  the  present 
time  the  voice  of  Ireland  hu  been  very 
little  heard  on  this  question. 

Me.  sexton  CBelfast,  W.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  has,  on  this  occasion,  singularly 
and  deplorably  departed  from  what,  in 
justice,  I  must  admit  is  his  usual  cour- 
tesy. In  my  opinion,  his  reference  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork 
(Mr.  Famell)  was  a  violation  of  the  or- 
dinary rules  of  courtesy  which  are  ob- 
served and  allowed  to  opperate  on  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  fislt  himself  entitled  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that,  during  a  portion 
of  the  evening,  my  hfm.  Friend  was  ab- 
sent from  the  aebiAe.  Now,  I  feel  bound 
to  say  that,  though  it  is  a  matter  of  oom- 
mon  knowledge  that  the  health  of  my 
hon.  Friend  has  been  far  from  robust,  his 
attendance  in  the  House,  not  only  this 
evening,  but  since  the  debate  opened, 
will  compare  most  favourably  with  that 
of  almost  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  most  Members  of  this 
House.  It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind 
that,  while  my  hon.  Friend  attends  here 
Tolnntaiily  in  the  performance  of  a  doty, 
his  attendance  will  compare  favourably 
with  that  of  any  highly-paid  official  of 
the  Grown,  some  of  whom  have  scarcely 
been  seen  here  at  all.  What  adds  particu- 
larly to  the  incnvility  of  the  remark  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  fiact 
that  on  a  recent  occasion,  for  an  entire 
night,  the  Irish  Members  were  expected 
to  debate  important  Irish  questions  in 
the  absence  of  the  Ministers  who  ought 
to  have  been  present  to  answer  them. 
Not  only  were  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
not  here,  but  nobody  could  tell  where 
they  were.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  done  me  the  honour  of  making  some 
personal  reference  to  me.  He  has  paid 
me  aoompliment  whioh  I  do  not  deserve. 
He  Bays  that  if  I  had  risen  to-night  he 
would  have  used  his  influence — an  influ- 
ence whioh  I  am  afraidi  however,  is  not 


always  effectual  with  his  followers — to 
procure  a  hearing  for  me  from  the  House. 
I  did  intend  to  speak  this  evening ;  but, 
certainty,  what  occurred  early  in  the 
evening  was  not  favourable  to  effective 
debate.  The  attendance  after  the  open- 
ing Bpeechee  was  extremely  thin,  and 
I  had  ascertained  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  desired  to  address  the 
House,  and  I  had  no  wish  to  put  myself 
in  competition  with  him,  although,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
has  told  the  House,  in  the  remaining 
stages  of  the  Bill  it  may  be  necessary 
for  us  to  put  ourselves  in  competition 
with  English  and  Scotch  Members.  I 
also  noticed  the  fact,  which  I  have  no 
doubt  was  noticed  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, that  a  very  able  Member  of  the 
House— die  hon.  Member  for  the  Ciren- 
cester Division  of  Gloucestershire  (Mr. 
Winterbotham) — rose  six  times,  and, 
although  for  obvious  reasons  a  speech 
was  expected  from  him,  he  failed  to 
catch  your  eye.  Sir.  Under  those  cir- 
oamstances,  I  did  not  feel  that  if  I  had 
risen  I  could  have  any  certainty  that  I 
would  be  called  upon  by  the  Ohair.  I 
desired  to  address  the  House  at  a  period 
of  the  evening  when  the  House  was  full, 
and  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  were 
likely  to  be  influenced  by  the  arguments 
which  mi^t  be  adduced ;  but  what  did 
I  find  ?  We  all  know  that  what  takes 
place  in  the  dinner  hour  is  only  in  the 
nature  of  an  intellectual  excursion,  and 
has  no  practical  bearing  upon  the  real 
pro^;ress  of  Business.  But  I  learned 
duriDg  the  dinner  hour  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  was  to  speak ;  that  he  was 
to  be  followed  by  the  right  bra.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  tot  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt) ;  and  that  the  GhaaceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  to 
close  Uie  debate.  The  whole  time  of  the 
House  was  therefore  appropriated,  and 
under  the  oircumstanoes  I  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  rise,  nor  did  I  feel  any 
certainty  that,  if  I  had  done  so,  I  should 
have  been  called  upon.  But  althou^  a 
Division  may  be  taken  to-night — for  I  do 
not  imagine,  after  the  appeal  which  has 
been  made  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
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will  take  very  good  care  that  on  the  next 
stage,  and  indeed  upon  all  subsequent 
stages  of  the  Bill,  whether  English  Mem- 
bers rise  or  not,  or  whether  we  rise  first 
or  last,  we  shall  be  fully  and  effeotively 
heard  upon  this  question. 

Mh.  PABNELL:  In  asking  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  in  de- 
ference to  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
may  I  be  allowed  to  explain,  in  r^ard 
to  the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  respecting  my  absence  this 
evening,  that  I  distinctly  stated  I  had 
given  up  my  right  to  speak  to  my 
boo.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Bel&st  (Mr.  Sexton),  and  I  fidl  to  see 
what  relevancy  the  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  my  absence  during 
a  portion  of  the  evening  has  with  the 
matter.  As  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mia  Lothian  thinks  that 
a  Division  ought  to  be  taken  to-night,  I 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put. 
The  House  dwidtd  t—hyva  849 ;  Noes 
260:  Majority  89. 
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Fry,  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gane,  J.  L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly.  J. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Gill.  T.  P. 

Gladstone,  rt.  bn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  B.  0. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gulfy,  W.  0. 
Hsldaae,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  boo. 
I   S.  A, 
-.oiirt.tt.hn.airW. 
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Hayns,  0.  Seale* 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
HuDter.  W.  A. 
Ulingwortli,  A. 
Jacobyi  J-  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  C.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 

Kay-ShnUleworth,  rt. 
-  hon.  Sir  IT.  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  8. 
Kffliny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilcouraie,  rig^t  hon. 

Viaconnt 
Labouchwe,  H. 
Lacaita,  G.  0. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Leahv,  J, 
Leake,  B. 

Lefevre,  right  hon.  O. 

J.  S. 
Lockwood,  F. 
LyeU,  L. 

^acdonald,  W.  A. 
Haclnnea,  M. 
MacNeUl,  J.  6.  8. 
M'Arthnr,  A. 
M'Cartan,  H. 
M'Carlhy,  J. 
M'CBTthT,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
U'Bonald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Keona,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  F. 
M'Lann,  W.  8.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Uaitla^d.  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
ManuQ,  E,  M. 
Mason,  8. 
Mayne,T. 
Menzies,  R.  8. 
MoUoy,  B.  O. 
Honti^CD,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  O:  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hop.  J. 
MnndeUa^  right  hon. 

A.  J> 
Uur^y.  W.  H. 
NeviUe,  B. 
Kewnes,  Q. 
Nolan,  OcdomdJ.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,?.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  ^erry) 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
'O'HanloD.T. 


O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kdly,  J. 
Palmer,  8irG.  U. 
Parker,  0.  8. 
Pamoll,  0.  S. 
Paolton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Piokard,  B. 
PiokersriU.  E.  H. 
Pioton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerttm,  J. 
Playfair,  rt  hon.  Sir 
L, 

Plowdfln,  Sir  W.  0. 
Portman.  hon.  E,  B. 

Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R, 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestly,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pogh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Qainn,  T. 
Ratbbone,  W. 
Bedmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
IReid,  R.  T. 
Bendel,  S  . 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J, 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T.' 
Roe,T. 

RowMe,  St  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Rnssell,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Samoelson,  Sir  B. 
Schwann,  0.  E. 
Sexton,  T.  ■ 
Shaw,  T. 
Sbeehan,' J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
6heil,E. 
ShirW.  W.  8. 
Smith's. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stanafaid,  ri^t  hon. 
J. 

Ste^i^  *  ^^"'^  ^ 

Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Storey,  8. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Ihomaa,  A.*  - 


Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  L 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 
Teo,  F.  A. 

TKLLBRS. 

Uarjoribanka,  rt.  hon. 
E. 

Morley,  A. 


Tiiite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wardle,H. 
Warmington,  0.  M. 
WattTH. 
Wayman,  T. 
Win.  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOIJOHHRE  (Nortbamptoa) : 
Sir,  Z  rise  to  more  fhe  Amendmrat  c»f 
which  I  gave  Notice  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  day's  proceedings,  which  is 
that  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  the 
words  '*  except  on  Friday"  be  added. 
The  House  has  just  a^ed,  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  to  give  the  QoTem- 
ment  a  large  portion  of  our  time  for  the 
consideration  of  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ire- 
land, and  I  now  ask  the  House  to  con* 
sider  in  what  position  private  Members 
are  placed.  The  Session  has  already 
lasted  about  two  months,  during  which 
time  private  Members  have  not  had  a 
single  day  at  their  disposal.  It  may 
fai^y  be  estimated  that  the  discussions 
on  the  Ooercion  Bill  will  last  two 
months.  I  take  that  as  the  minimum, 
and  daring  that  time  private  Members 
will  get  no  day.  We  are  told  that 
after  this  Bill  is  disposed  of  there  will 
be  remedial  legislation  for  Ireland.  It 
is  my  individual  opinion,  and  that  of 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  support  the  U-overnment,  that  this 
legislation  will  also  occupy  two  months, 
and  that  the  Government  wilTprobably 
ask  for  the  whole  time  of  the  House  for 
the  purpose.  Then  we  are  told  that  the 
Government  intend  to  bring  forward  the 
rest  of  the  Procedure  Rules.  These 
will  require  for  their  discussion  another 
two  months,  and  then  there  is  Supply, 
for  whiph  towards  th6  end  of  the  Session 
the  (Government  invariably  ask  for  all 
the  remaining  days.  Tlus  will  make  a 
total  of  eight  mon&s,  during  which 
private  Members  are  not  to  have  s 
single  day  for  their  Motions.,  I  think 
it  is  not  advisable  to  stretch  the  rope  too 
tightly,  and  therefore  I  hope  that  my- 
Amendment  will  be  accepted.  On  Fri- 
days many  useful  Motions  are  brooght 
forward;  Motions  become  Bills  which, 
having  been  read  a  second  time,  pass 
into  law,  and  it  is  in  Hum  way  tiia*^  on 
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Fridays  is  sown  the  seed  of  future  legis- 
lation. I  observe  that  my  right  hon. 
Frieod  the  Member  for  Berwick  (Mr. 
Marjoribaoks)  has  on  the  Paper  a  very 
useful  Motion  in  connection  with,  har- 
bours, for  which  he  has  obtained  next 
Friday  by  ballot;  and  another  hon. 
Member  has  a  very  useful  Motion  to 
make  on  the  same  day  with  regard  to 
divorces.  It  is  obvioos,  Kowever  great 
maj  be  the  desire  to  facilitate  the  Go- 
Temment  endeayoura  to  crush  out  all 
our  liberties,  that  we  ought  to  take  into 
oonnderation  the  position  of  our  sailors 
and  the  wives  of  our  people.  I  take 
it  as  proved,  again  and  again,  tiiat 
when  the  rope  is  drawn  as  I  have 
said  too  tight,  by  taking  every  single 
day  £rom  private  Members,  there  is 
a  tendency  to  produce  anger  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  think  they  are 
unfairly  treated.  Surely  one  day  in 
the  week  is  not  too  much  to  ask  for  the 
use  of  private  Members.  I  point  out  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  we 
have  still  in  our  hands  tiie  power  to 
move  Amendments.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  must  know  that  there  are  40 
Members  who  will  stand  out,  and  who, 
if  he  does  not  give  ns  one  day  a  week, 
may  be  under  the  punful  necessity  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
We  hive  acted  with  unexampled  gene- 
nMuty  thzonghout  this  discussion.  We 
might  have  divided  the  House  again 
and  again, .  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  made  it  clear 
why  he  should  demand  the  adjourn- 
ment, in  order  to  continue  this  debate  on 
Monday ;  but  we  were  generous,  and 
allowed  the  Division  to  be  taken.  I 
hope  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
wiU  agree  to  this  trifling  modification  of 
the  Motion  which  I  propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add,  at  the 
end  of  the  Question,  the  words  *'  except 
on  Friday." — (JTr.  Labowhirt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  adoed.'* 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  f  uUy  appre- 
ciate the  genenw^  of  the  hou.  Meinber 
lor  Northampton,  and  the  extent  to 
which  he  desires  that  the  Government 
should  have  every  possible  facility  for 
proceeding  with  the  Business,  as  well  as 
his  anxiety  to  forward  this  debate.  But 
I  cannot  think  that  it  would  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  House,  nor  would  it 
be  eonaistwit  with  the  spirit  of  th« 


Motion  which  the  House  has  already 
affirmed,  that  the  exception  which  he 
suggests  should  be  made.  The  feeling 
is  that  the  House  should  proceed  with 
their  present  Business  d$  die  in  dUm,  and 
on  that  account  I  must  resist  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  T.M.HEALY(Longford,N.):  The 
hon*  Member  for  Northampton,  inmaking 
the  Government  an  offer  which  would 
hare  allowed  them  to  proceed  with  other 
Business  on  Friday,  had  no  intention  of 
testing  thwr  views  with  regard  to  Fro- 
cedure ;  bat,  by  refusing  that  offw  with 
a  sneer  at  the  generosity  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  they  have  ^own  the  true  value 
at  wh^  uey  appraise  the  Frooedora 
Rules.  I  trust  the  House  will  arrive 
at  a  perfect  understanding  on  this  point. 
We  were  told  that  the  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure were  the  great  object  in  the  mind 
of  the  Government,  and  that  they  were 
all  of  them  almost  equal  in  importance. 
The  Govemmeni  having  refused  the 
proposal  of  my  hoD.  Friend,  and  seeing 
that  urgency  is  required  for  the  discus- 
sion of  Irish  matters,  I  take  it  to  be  an 
invitation  to  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  consider  ourselves  free  to  put 
in  force  such  portion  of  tho  Bules  of  the 
House  aa  yet  give  us  the  liberty  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  at  Ques- 
tion time  in  order  to  diaouss  matters  re- 
lating to  Ireland.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  my  hon.  Friends  will  be  most  happy 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  constructive 
liberty  which  has  been  so  kindly  and 
generously  conceded  to  them  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  and  on  behalf  of 
my  hon.  Friends  I  beg  to  tender  the 
right  h<m.  Gentleman  my  warmest 
thanks. 

SirWILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby): 
I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  ; 
at  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
much  to  be  gained  by  taking  another 
IHvisnm  at  this  hour.  There  is,  how- 
ever, one  consolation.  X  have  sat  in 
{his  House  for  some  years,  and  I  have 
arrived  at  the  oonclnaion  that  the  time 
of  the  House  is  not  likely  to  be  occupied 
so  much  with  this  Coercion  Bill  as  we 
might  have  anticipated  before  the  last 
Division.  This  Bill  is  aborted  bnftw* 
it  is  formed.  Tho  legions  of  the  G 
ment  are  deserting ;  i 
ment  troops  wot  th' 
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troops  will  face  the  guns  of  the  oon- 
Btitaencies.  I  believe  this  Bill — [^Criet 
of  "Order!"] — I  am  giving  reasons 
against  the  continuance  of  tbis  discus- 
sion, which  I  am  entitled  to  do.  I  am 
really  acting  in  the  interest  of  the  Qo- 
vemment ;  I  am  extending  to  them  my 
compassion.  There  was  a  great  fear  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  this  Ooetcion 
Bill  would  take  up  a  large  part  of  the 
Session.  I  do  not  now  think  it  will.  I 
think  that,  ^thot^h  we  must  go  through 
the  struggle,  the  Bill  is  practically  dead. 
The  Government  may  go  on  for  a  time 
-with  a  sort  of  suspended  animati(m; 
but  the  divinon  of  a  Party  which  cannot 
connt  on  their  supporters  to  stand  by 
them  on  such  a  Division  as  this  must  be 
approaching  completion.  Therefore,  if 
I  were  in  the  position  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  I  should 
take  that  consolation  to  heart,  and  be- 
lieve that  before  long  we  shall  be  de- 
livered from  the  phantom  of  coercion, 
and  go  at  once  to  the  remedial  measures 
of  the  Oovernment,  when  I  think  we 
may  hope  that  the  time  of  the  House 
muld  soon  be  free. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEKE  :  Having  regard 
to  the  hour,  Hr.  Speaker,  I  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  iny  Amendment 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhirttwn. 

Main  Question  put. 

Semlvei,  Thnt  the  introdnctioQ  and  several 
stages  of  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land} Bill  have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  Notices  of  Uotion,  including  the 
Kales  of  Procedare,  whenever  the  Bill  shall  be 
set  down  for  considimtion  by  th«  Government 
as  the  first  bonnw  of  Uie  day. 

BAIJKRUPTOT  OFFICES  (SITES; 
[OONSOUDATED  FUND]. 
OOlUCIXTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
CJhair."— (i/r.  i^/wiit*;.) 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Sir,  this  soheme  proposes,  for 
the  relief  of  Uie  Treaeuzy,  to  draw  upon 
a  fund  created  bv  the  fees  in  banbruptoy 
prooeedings.  The  result  is  that  by  ap- 
propriating money  ioK  U»  btUlding  of 
ofiloas  the  fund  wiU  W  diapLeted,  and 
lSa&  £»»  Ohftrgaff  id  tMbvptoy  pru- 
eeodings  correepondingly  raised.  In 
that  way  Uie  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature, Lnpaaaiag  tho  Act  of  ]^h;s,  will 
be  entire^  let  SflLde^  and  the  proceed- 


ings  under  it  rendered  unsatisfactory  by 
reason  of  unfair  charges  on  the  estates. 
I  shall,  therefore,  oppose  your  leaving 
the  Chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  unless  there  ia 
some  assurance  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  amount  lost  to  the  creditors 
under  this  Bill  will  be  made  good. 

Thb  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plukket)  (DublinUniTex^ 
sity) :  This  is  only  a  formal  stage  Mf  tbs 
matter,  although  it  is,  of  course,  a  ne- 
cessary stage.  The  Bill  resulting  will  go 
before  a  Hylnid  Committee.  I  do  not 

Suite  understand  the  olgeotion  of  the 
on.  Member.  [Mr.  AaTnua  0*OoinroB: 
Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money  ?1 
The  1 1th  clause  of  the  Bill  provides 
that— 

"All  ezpenses  incurred  by  the  Commissioners 
imder  this  Act  shall  be  defrayed  by  iJie  Trea- 
sury out  of  any  surplus  paid  over  to  them  out 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Estates  Account  in  poraoanoe 
of  Section  76  of  tho  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883 : 
provided  that,  if  after  any  sum  in  respect  of 
soch  expenses  has  yuean.  paid,  the  Board  of  Trade 
notify  to  the  Treasury  that  an  amount  is  re- 
quired to  answer  the  demands  in  respect  of 
bankrupta*  estates,  and  the  secoritaes  and 
moneys  held  by  the  Treasury  on  the  aocennt 
mentioned  in  the  said  Section  76,  are  insufficient 
to  pay  the  amount  so  -required,  the  Treasury 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  deficiency, 
charge  on,  and  pay  out  of.  U^e  Consolidated 
Fund,  or  Uie  growing  produce  thereof,  the  sura 
expmided  in  pormaace  of  tUa  seolaon,  cr  Buck 
put  thereof  aaa^Kaxs  to  them  to  be  reqaired." 

Money  will  be  found  out  of  Aese  fhnds, 
and  the  Treasury  will  make  good  such 
sums  as  may  be  called  upon. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  (o. 

Matter  tmmder«i  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sneivtif  IhaX  it  is  expedient  to  anthorise  the 
gnuit,  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  tha 
Unitel  Kingdom,  of  a  sum  to  meet  any  de- 
ficiency which  may  arise  in  the  payment  of  the 
oxpensee  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her  ^ieaty's 
Works  and  Public  Buildings  incurred  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Sesnon  for 
the  acquisition  of  property  and  the  provision  of 
new  biuldings  for  the  Bankruptcy  Department. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mania]/ 
next. 

MOTIOirS, 


BTLL. 

On  BXotion  of  Ur.  Stuart- Worlley,  BUI  to 

conJirm  a  Prortstona!  Order  made  by  one  of 
Her  Mnjcsty's  Principal  SeoretBries  of  State 

undfT  "  Thu  Mnlr-ipohtiin  fuliiTLi  Act,  ISSfi," 
rclnliup  to  lanJa  ii3  Ih'.^  f 'nrl-lirij!  ni  Loyton 

{t^s.)  and  Couladon  {Boaeyj^  ar^td  to  bs 
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brought  in  by  Mr.  Staart-Wortley  and  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Matthews. 

SmpreunUd,  and  read  the  first  timti.  [Bill  208.] 

IJOEHSnrQ  UTS  AOSNDUSST  BILL. 

Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retalvd,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Hoase,  That  leave  be  ^ven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  licensing  Laws. 

Resolatioa  rqivrUd: —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brooght  in  by  Hr.  HonldawOTth,Colonel  Bridge- 
mao,  Vtr.  Bunnel  SmiUi,  and  Hr.  WUtmore. 
BiRpreemled,  and  read  the  flrat  time.  [Bin  207.] 

STADSAVISS  ACT  (1869)  AHENDKEirr 
BILL. 

Ordtnd,  That  the  Select  Oommittee  on  Stan- 
nariea  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill  do  conairt  of 
SeventeeoMembera:— The  Committee  was  ac- 
cordingly nominated  of, — Mr.  Charles  Adand, 
Mr.  Conyheare,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Abra- 
ham, Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr.  T.  W.  Roasell,  Sir 
John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  Charles  Hall,  Mr.  Oedge, 
Colonel  BlundeU,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  MaUock,  Mr. 
Q.  CkTendiah  Bentinck,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr.  Tom- 
linaon,  lb.  Clancy,  and  Hr.  Oonway ;  vitb 
power  to  lend  for  persona,  papers,  iiid  re- 
cords. 

Ordered,  That  Fire  be  the  qwsom.— (ifr. 
CMariet  Aeiand.) 

Murnra  leabxs  (detov  abd  oohwall) 

BILL. 

Motion  made, and  Qaestion  proposed,  "That 
the  Order  for  Committee  on  the  Mining  l^eases 
(Cornwall  and  Devon)  Bill  be  read,  and  dii- 
charged  {Mr.  CharUt  AeUnd  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  this  Hoase  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Jfr.  Ahera-BouglM.) 

Mb.  FARNELL  (Oork) :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman  what 
Business  the  Government  propose  to 
take  first  on  Monday  ? 

Thb  8E0EETABY  to  the  TREA- 
81TBY  (Mr.  Akbrs- Douglas)  :  I  under- 
Btand  me  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohiel  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  will  in- 
troduoa  the  Bill  for  the  ameniliaento£ 
the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland. 

Mh.  PABNELL  :  I  beg  to  give  No- 
tice that  on  the  Motion  for  tbe  introduc- 
tion of  the  Oriminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill  I  shall  more  as  an  Amend- 
ment — "That  this  House  wUI  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  Committee  to 
consider  the  state  of  Ireland." 

Question  put,  and  to. 
Honso  atUoonied  at  twenty-avamiati' 
Twoo'clolitMl"  ' 


HOUSE   OF  LOBDS, 
iToMfay,  mh  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.}— Ftmuo  Bills— A'n<,  Second,  and 
Third  £««(ftM;— CoosoUdated  Fund  (No.  1)  *, 
and  patted. 

Report— mtsainc  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amend- 
ment* (10). 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL. 
QUES-nOK. 

The  Ddkb  of  ABEBOOEN:  Seeing 
the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  in 
his  place,  I  would  ask  him  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice 
— namely.  When  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
will  be  printed  and  <nroulated  among  the 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House? 
Also,  I  desire  to  ask  him.  if  he  is  able 
to  state  the  time  when  the  GK)Teniment 
will  take  the  second  reading  ? 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadoqan)  :  In  reply  to  my  noble  Friend 
I  beg  to  say  that,  in  pursuance  of  Notice 
already  given,  I  propose  to  explain  to 
your  Lordships  the  Irish  Land  Bill  of 
the  Government  on  Thursday  next.  If 
it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to 
read  the  Bill  a  first  time,  it  will  be 
printed  and  circulated  immediately,  and 
will,  Ithink,  be  in  the  handsof  your  Lord- 
ships a  day  or  two  after  that.  In  regard 
to  the  second  reading,  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  fix  a  day  this  evening ;  but  I 
may  say  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  proceed  with  the  measure 
as  soon  as  possible  after  the  Easter 
Recess. 

ALLOTMENTS  BILL. 
QUESTION.  OBSKETATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  JERSEY  asked  Her 
MajesU's  Government,  Whether  they 
would  introduoe  the  Allotments  Bill  in 
that  House  at  an  earl^  date  ?  The  Bill 
had  been  promised  u  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  and  if  it  was  to  be  passed 
it  would  be  well  that  it  should  be  passed 
early  in  the  summer,  so  as  to  enable  ne- 
cessary arrangements  to  be  made  before 
Michaelmas;  but,  from  the  flow  of  words 
in  "another  place,"  there  did  not  seem 
to  bo  mnuh  prut^ifi'jct  of  tbe  Bill  beijig 
ijxau^^iero.  Ho  felt  sure 
^^^^^^(((.■ijIcI  entertain  in 
ij^i.ui  a  measure 
*riotnge  of  the 
\f  like^ 
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there  might  not  be  so  large  a  demand 
for  additional  allotments  aa  was  some- 
times supposed  ;  but  the  introduction  of 
a  practical  measure  with  fair  and  com- 
pulsory clauses,  into  their  Lordships* 
House,  would  hare  a  most  beneficial 
effect  in  reduoing  the  veiy  high  and, 
in  some  cases,  extortionate  r«its  whioh 
were  exacted  for  allotments. 

The  LOBD  PSEBIDENT  op  the 
OOUNOIL  (Tisoount  Oeanebook)  :  I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  only  answer  I  can 
give  to  my  noble  Friend's  Question  is 
that  the  Bill  will  certainly  not  be  intro- 
duced before  Easter.  I  cannot  at  pre- 
sect  fix  any  particular  day  for  its  intro- 
duction. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY :  Will  it  be 
introduced  into  this  House? 

■VisooDNT  CRANBROOK:  I  cannot 
answer  that  Questiou. 

The  prime  MINISTER  asd  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOE  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbubz) 
said,  he  could  not  foresee  what  the  state 
of  Business  would  be.  It  was  neoeaeaiy 
very  much  to  arrange  the  introduction  of 
Bills  in  Uiis  House  in  reference  to  the 
possibility  of  their  being  infaxiduoed  into 
the  other,  and  with  reference  to  the 
possibility  of  their  being  passed  iu  tiie 
other,  and  the  time  they  would  take  is 
each  House.  The  Government  had  not 
yet  decided  what  course  would  be  taken. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY :  I  only  asked 
the  Question  in  order  to  get  from  the 
Government  an  assurance  that  the  Bill 
will  be  introduced  this  Session  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  and  that  there  is 
no  intention  at  present  of  shdving  the 
Bu^ect. 

TsA  Mahquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
can  assure  the  noble  Earl  that  there  is 
HO  intention  whatever  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  shelve  the  question. 

BAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL— 
FEmriON  OF  THE  SOUTH  EASTERN 
BAILWAT  COUPANT.— UOTION. 
LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  that  last 
^day  he  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
South  Eastern  Bailway  Company,  pray- 
ing that  the  Company  might  be  hoard 
by  counsel  at  the  bar  against  the  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Traffic  Bill.    He  might 
take  the  opportunity  of  sav  ing  tEiiit  iiia 
elienta,  he  \tas  about  to  say— [ZfiM_pAf*r] 
— he  woulii  adopt  tho  word— bis  ctiants 
the  Kailway  Oompatiy,  who  wtry  rt!]>ri;:- 
aented  by  hioij  and  who  desired  to  be 


represented  by  counsel,  had  not  pre- 
sented that  Petition  in  a  spirit  of  ob- 
struction. The  application  he  was  now 
making  had  not  been  originally  sug- 
gested by  them,  but  by  himself  to 
them.  He  wanted  to  presmt,  not  an 
abstract,  but  a  concrete  case— the  par- 
ticular case  of  this  particolar  Company 
— npon  the  subject  upon  which  they 
were  called  upon  to  legislate.  The 
Petition  stated  two  facts,  neither  of 
which  could  be  otmtradicted.  One  was 
that  under  an  Act  passed  in  1836  they 
made  their  line,  and  were  empowered 
to  charge  certain  rates  and  tolls.  The 
other  fact,  equally  indisputable,  was 
that  tiie  Bill  proposed  to  take  away  the 
right  to  charge  these  rates.  It  seemed 
to  him  only  necessary  to  state  these 
facts  in  order  to  obtain  a  favourable 
answer  to  the  Petition  that  his  clients 
might  be  allowed  to  employ  counsel 
before  their  Lordships  against  the  Bill 
which  proposed  to  interfere  with  their 
rights.  The  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  stated  that  thwe  was  a  special 
reservation  by  Parliament  of  its  rig^t 
to  revise  these  rates  and  tolls.  But  no 
lawyer  would  rfuse  such  a  contention, 
as  this  reservation  was  only  to  be  found 
in  Acts  of  Parliament  passed  long  snbee- 
quently  to  the  Company's  Act  of  1836. 
As  he  had  said,  he  had  not  been  re- 
quested by  the  Company  to  bring  tliis 
matter  before  their  Lordships,  but  he 
had  made  the  suggestion  to  the  Company 
himself.  Aa  they  would  be  affected  by 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  now  before  their 
Lordships,  they  ought,  in  all  fairness 
and  justice,  to  be  heard  against  it.  It 
was  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  case  of 
the  South  Eastern  Bailway  Company 
was  so  bad  that  it  was  not  wortii  while 
to  hear  them.  That  he  denied,  and  no 
lawyer  would  contradict  him.  What 
would  be  thought  of  a  tribunal  or  Judge 
that  first  decided  ft  case  was  too  plain  to 
hear  the  party,  and  then  wttiiout  hearing, 
decided  against  him  ?  The  Company  he 
represented  would  be  seriously  affected 
by  the  Bill ;  and  in  fairness,  reason,  and 
justice,  they  ought  to  be  heard  upon  it. 
He  therefore  moved  that  the  South 
Eastern  Bailway  Company  be  heard  by 
counsel  against  the  Bill. 

Jtfovtd,  "That  the  prajer  of  the  psUliaa  oC 
fhc  South  Gaatcm  Hallway  Onnpa^.prasaiiled 
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Thk  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  Staitlet  of  Fbeston) 
•aid,  that  vhen  he  came  down  to  the 
House,  be  was  prepared  only  to  speak 
to  the  point  to  wbioh  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  bad  be- 
gon  by  calling  attention,  and  that  was 
whether  or  not  it  was  expedient  that 
this  BUl  should  be  araued  by  counsel  at 
the  Bar.  He  (Lord  Stanley  of  Preston) 
was  prepared  to  show  that  it  was  not 
expedient  for  the  House  to  acquiesce  ia 
the  Motion  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  made.  Having  consulted  the 
practice  of  the  House  on  former  occa- 
sions, in  order  to  see  what  precedents 
there  were  for  oounsel  being  heard 
i^ainst  Bills  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
he  found  that  it  was  at  least  40  years 
since  any  Motion  similar  to  that  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  made  had 
been  proposed  in  that  House.  He  would 
not  weary  the  House  by  going  through 
the  antlutrities;  but  tltere  were  at  least 
ten  or  a  dozen  measures  with  regard  to 
whioh  this  proposal  had  been  made,  the 
latest  oecarring  between  the  years  1835 
and  1840.  Nodoabt,  in  very  exceptional 
cases,  counsel  had  been  heard  at  the 
Bar  in  opposition  to  measures.  An  im- 
portant debate  took  place  in  the  House 
on  June  10,  1650,  with  regard  to  a 
Petition  concerning  the  Australian 
Ooloniea  Government  Bill,  when  it  was 
ultimately  decided  by  a  sufficient, 
though  not  a  large,  majority  that  it 
was  not  expedient  for  the  Petitioners  to 
be  heard  by-  counsel  at  the  Bar  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill.  Sir  Erskine  May,  in 
his  Parliamentary  Practice,  laid  down  the 
Bules  wbioh  had  always  prevailed  with 
T^^ird  to  the  discussion  of  Bills  of  na- 
tional interest,  and  stated  that  it  had 
not  been  unnsoal,  when  partienlar  per- 
sona were  affected,  to  allow  tiiem  to  be 
repreeented  by  ooonsel.  In  making 
that  observation  Sir  Erakine  May  was 
doubtless  referring  to  the  practice  of 
hearing  counsel  before  Ck>mmittees. 
With  respect  to  this  Petition,  the  Com- 
pany  in  question  had  not  communicated 
with  anyone  in  charge  of  the  Bill  upon 
any  of  the  grievances  which  they  al- 
leged. There  was  nothing,  he  main- 
tained, complicated  about  the  question 
to  need  their  Lordships  hearing  counsel 
upon  it.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
Sill  did  not  touch  the  revenue  of  the 
Companies ;  and  that  it  did  not  deal  in 
a-nything  Uke  tiie  sweeping  manner 


stated  with  the  traffic  arrangements. 
For  instance,  as  regarded  the  question 
of  the  reduotion  of  fares,  he  had  ex- 
pres^y  stated,  in  introducing  the  mea- 
sure, that  it  did  not  attempt  to  deal  with 
them  in  any  compreboisive  manner. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  pro- 
bably not  contend  that  Parliament,  in 
these  latter  matters,  had  reserved  to  it- 
self the  right  of  dealing  wiOi  them  on 
the  grounds  of  general  policy,  bearing 
in  mmd,  of  course,  the  interests  of  the 

gublio  on  one  hand,  and  those  of  the 
bmpanies  on  the  other.  As  regarded 
tbie  particular  Petition,  it  was  not  pre- 
sented till  Friday  evening  before  the 
debate.  He  had  no  doubt  their  Lord- 
ships would  give  it  fall  consideration ; 
but  there  was  nothing  about  the  case 
to  induce  them  to  reverse  the  uniform 
practice  of  the  House  for  at  least  40 
years.  Not  only  would  the  course  pro- 
posed be  exceedingly  inconvenient ;  but 
it  was  difficult  to  see  how  the  Petitioners 
woald  benefit  by  its  adoption,  inasmnch 
as  there  were  very  few  counsel  who 
would  be  BO  well  able  to  lay  their  case 
before  the  House  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  The  measure  was,  he 
thought,  in  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House,  &  useful  and  workable  one ;  and 
the  Company,  as  he  had  said,  bad  not 
made  any  communication  to  those  who 
were  in  charge  of  t^e'Bill.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
for  its  effect  would  be  only  to  lead  to 
delay.  It  would  not  be  productive  of 
any  advantage  to  the  Oompanies,  and  it 
would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to  the 
practice  of  their  Lordships'  House. 

LoBD  BRAMWELL  said,  he  should 
like  to  point  out  that  tiie  South  Eastern 
Railway  Company  could  not  petition 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  BilL 
What  they  aaked  was  to  be  heard  on 
clauses  which  particularly  affected  them. 
The  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  baaed  his  argument  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Bill  would  not 
affect  the  revenue  of  this  Company.  If 
the  Company  had  a  guarantee  to  that 
effect  from  the  noble  Lord,  of  course 
they  would  desire  nothing  more,  and 
would  be  satisfied.  They,  however,  be- 
lieved that  it  would  affect  tiiem  ;  and,  in 
the  name  of  justice,  those  who  were 
going  to  be  injured  by  this  l^iislation 
^onld  be  heaid  before  the  injunr  was 
done.    He  did  not  nndentand 
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Brakine  May  to  say  that  such  a  Peti- 
tion as  that  should  not  be  heard.  He 
asked,  as  a  matter  of  right,  that  the 
Petitioners  should  be  heard. 

Motion  disojfTMd  to. 

COLONIES  (NATAL  AND  MILITABT 

SERTI0E3). 

IIOTIOR  TOR  AN  ABDBXSS. 

MovedtoT,  "Address  for  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tea  appoiotod  last  year  to  consider  the  position 
of  omcera  in  receipt  of  pensions  and  desirous 
of  entering  npon  milita^  or  naval  service  in 
the  Colonies;  also  the  Correspondence  result- 
ing from  that  Report  between  the  Oommittee 
and  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury." — {Tht  Viteomt 
Sidmoath.) 

TnB  UNDER  8E0BETARY  op 
STATE  POE  THE  COLONIES  (The 
Earl  of  Ohslot)  said,  there  would  be 
no  objeotton  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goremment  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  that  House  the  Beport  of  the 
Oommittee  or  the  Correspondence  which 
followed ;  but  he  would  point  out  that, 
in  the  latter  case,  the  dooumenta  were 
not  yet  quite  complete.  The  Govern- 
meat,  however,  would  consider  what 
Papers  could  bo  laid  before  the  House. 
He  would  state  the  result  of  what  had 
been  agreed  to.  It  was  manifestly  in 
the  interests  of  the  Empire  that  no  ob- 
stacle should  be  thrown  in  the  way  of 
the  Colonies  organizing  their  own  de- 
fences in  such  a  way  as  to  become  a 
source  of  additional  strength  to  the  Em- 
pire, and  the  Goremment,  therefore,  had 
always  been  anxious  to  further  the  efforts 
of  theOoIonial  Authorities  in  that  respect. 
Many  retired  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  were  at  fvesent  forced  to  lire  a  life 
of  imenesB,  and  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
raotage  to  the  Colonies  that  they  diould 
have  the  advantage  of  the  servioas  of 
those  experienced  officers.  In  that  way 
the  forces  of  the  Colonies  might  be  ren- 
dered ef^cient  and  trustworthy  in  case 
of  emergency.  What  had  been  arranged 
was  this — that  a  naval  officer  on  the 
Active  List  would  not  draw  his  h^f<pay 
from  the  Imperial  Gk>veTDment,  but 
would  look  wholly  to  the  Colonies  for 
his  remuneration ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  his  services  would  count  for  in- 
creased pay  and  retirement  allowance, 
and  also  for  promotion.  An  officer  em- 
ployed an  an  engineer  or  torpedoist 
would  be  deemed  to  be  in  naval  or  mili- 
tary employment.  Present  holders  of 
appointments  in  the  Colonies  would  be 

lard  Brmmll 
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given  a  month  to  decide  whether  they 
would  hold  under  the  old  or  the  new 
arrangements.  Any  Army  officer  might 
count  his  time  in  the  Ccdonial  Serrioe 
fbr  pay  and  half-pay.  It  was  hoped  Uie 
effect  of  these  regulatifflia  would  be  to 
give  the  Colonies  the  advanti^  of  the 
matured  experience  of  the  cS&aen  of  the 
Im^ial  Service.  The  present  more 
rapid  system  of  promotion  caused  by  re- 
tirement after  a  certain  lei^th  of  service 
would  give  the  Colonies  more  oppor- 
tunities of  availing  themselves  of  the 
services  of  retired  officers  than  they  for- 
merly had.  It  was  not  always  convenient 
to  present  Papers  which  were  not  com- 
plete, and  in  ordinary  circumstanoea  it 
would  probably  have  been  better  to  wait; 
but,  in  view  of  the  meeting  of  the  Co- 
lonial Confo-ence,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  desirable  that  such  Fapera  as 
were  ready  should  be  presented  as  aotm 
as  possible. 
Motion  agrted  to, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACTS— REPORT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  C0MUIS8I0N, 

OtTSSTZON.  OBSBKTATIOHS. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  aakiug 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  When  it  is 
proposed  to  issue  an  analytical  index  to 
the  Evidence  of  the  Hoyal  Commission 
on  the  Irish  Land  Acts  ?  said,  there  had 
recently  been  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships House  a  very  voluminous  Blue 
Book,  containing  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Land  Commission,  of  which 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Mem- 
ber ;  but  the  importance  of  th£t  volume 
as  a  book  of  reference  was  extremely 
diminished  by  the  absence  from  it  of  aa 
analytical  Index,  one  of  the  oonaequ«ioes 
being  that  anyone  who  desired  to  find 
out  what  the  general  opinu>n  was  npon 
a  particular  point  was  involved  in  a 
difficulty  similar  to  that  of  the  individual 
who  searched  for  the  proverbial  needle 
in  a  bundle  of  hay.  That  there  was  an 
Index  he  was  aware,  because  the  ex- 
cellent and  painstaking  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  had  begun  to  prepare  it 
some  weeks  ago ;  and  he  (the  Earl  of 
Milltown)  was  certain  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  this  gentleman  that  the  Index 
was  not  printed  at  the  same  time  as  the 
Beport.  He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  the 
Paymaster  General  (Earl  Beauchanap) 
would  be  able  to  state  that  the  faut 
was  not  with  the  GoTemment  Depart- 
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nenta  in  baTing  neglected  to  supply  the 
Seoretary  to  th.e  Cwmmiseion  with  the 
neoessaxy  aaustanoe.  MoBt  misohieTOus 
retults  might  folloir  from  qaoting  iso- 
lated pMsages  from  the  evidence  ot  par- 
ticular witneraes;  and  it  was  only  by 
seeing  how  the  general  consensus  of 
evidence  went  that  an  opinion  could  be 
safely  arrived  at  as  to  the  point  to  which 
the  evidence  tended.  As  he  was  on  the 
aubjeot  of  the  Oommission,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  on  a  personal 
matter.  He  saw  by  the  newspapers  that 
the  other  day  a  gentleman,  in  making  a 
very  fiirions  onslaQght  on  the  Oommis- 
sion in  general,  elsewhere  described 
him  (the  Sari  of  UiUtown)  as  one  of 
the  most  malevolent  and  pwsistent 
rabk-renters  in  Ireland.  All  he  conld 
aay  waa  that,  if  he  waa  a  type  of  the 
rack-renter  at  large,  the  Irisb  tenant 
had  not  very  much  to  com]}lain  of,  for 
he  had  never  in  fais  life  raised  a  rent, 
nor  had  ever  a  dispute  with  a  tenant ; 
nor  did  he  deserve  much  credit  on  that 
ground,  because  the  whole  of  his  patri- 
monial estate — so  far  as  the  agricultural 
part  of  it  was  concerned — was  let  in 
leaaea  for  ever  in  the  early  part  of  last 
oentury.  It  would  puzzle  even  the  in- 
genious gentleman  who  had  made  the 
onslanght  on  him  to  demonstrate  how 
he  oomd  possibly  raise  his  rents,  as 
these  rents  were  at  present  less  than  a 
quarter  of  the  prairie  v^ue.  If  this 

gentleman  would  make  the  diaoove^, 
e  should  be  very  mnoh  obliged  to  him 
if  he  wonid  oommunioate  it  to  him. 

The  PAYBCASTKR  GEZTEBAL  (Earl 
Bbauohahf),  in  re[dy,  said,  that  neither 
the  Home  Office  nor  the  Treasury  had 
any  answer  to  give  to  the  noble  Earl 
in  Uiia  matter.  He  (Earl  Beanchamp) 
could  only  give  an  answer  similar  to 
that  tendered  under  similar  oircum- 
Btaoces  by  the  Secretary  of  State — 
namely,  that  Her  Mq'esty's  Gh>vemment 
had  no  authority  or  control  whatever 
over  a  Boyal  Oommission  when  once 
apptnnted.  The  noble  Earl  who  asked 
for  an  acceleration  of  the  work  of  pre- 
paring the  Index  must  apply  to  tha 
Chairman  of  the  Oommission,  or  the 
Secretary  who  had  the  work  under  his 
control. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed — The  Lord  Kintore 
chosen  SpMker  in  the  absence  of  the 
IJord  Ohanc^or  and  the  Iiorda  Oommis- 
saonert. 


COKSOLXDATBD  FUHD  (no.  I)  BILL. 

Brooght  from  the  Coinmona  and  read  !■: 
'nien  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  haviog  been 
dispensed  with  for  the  remaioder  of  this  daj^s 
sitting,  movtd  that  the  Bill  he  now  read  2* ; 
agrted  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  aooordingly ;  Committae 
mgatittd:  Bill  read  3*  andifOMnf. 

HooM  adioomedat  One  o'clock  a.m., 
tiU  a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HINUTES.]  —  l«iw  Hbmbbb  Swobn  —  Sir 
Balthazar  Walter  Forster,  knight, /or  Derby 
(IlkflBton  Divinon). 

Public  Bilu — Ltave — Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  [Firtt  Night],  debate  adjourtud. 

Oi  dertd—Firtt  Reading — Metropolia  ManB|;e- 
ment  Acts  Amendment  (Westmiaater)  * 
[208J. 

First  Btading  —  Christchnrch  (Soatbampton} 

Charter    (Corrootion    of    Error)  •   [209] ; 

Pharmacy  Acta  Amendment  *  [210]. 
CommitU*  —  Metropolitan  Open  Si>aces  Act 

(1881)  Extenaion[171]-B.P. 
Third  fi«<K<tV— ConsoUdated  Fond  (No.  1)*; 

Army  (Aonual)  *  [202] ;  Isle  of  Man  (Ciu- 

toma)*  [199],  and  patted. 

Q  XTESTIONS. 


nationaTj  boabd  of  education 
(ireland) «  exahikationb  for 

WOBKMISTBESSES. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNiT  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  'Wliether  in  exa- 
minations for  workmiatresses,  under  the 
National  Board  of  Education,  it  is  usual 
to  forward  work  done  in  presence  of  the 
Inspector  of  Schools  to  the  Kduoation 
Office  in  Dublin,  in  order  to  have  it 
further  examined ;  and,  if  he  will  state 
the  general  practice  in  such  oases  f 

The  OHIEF  SEORETAB  Y^r.  A.  J. 
BALFOua)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Oom- 
missionera  of  National  Education  in- 
form me  lhat  for  some  time  past  the 
practice  has  been  as  stated,  the  object 
being  that  the  work  may  be  tested  by  a 
competent  female  authority. 

LAND  ACT  (IRELAND)— MB,  IBBNOfl, 

A  LAND  COMMiS**^ 
Mr.  T.  M.  '  ■,) 

naked  the  OK  J 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  On  whose  recom- 
mendation was  Mr.  Wrench  made  a 
Land  Oommissioner ;  to  how  many  land- 
lords was  he  agent,  and  who  were  they ; 
is  he  the  same  Mr.  Wrenoh  whose  con- 
duct was  condemned  by  the  Oourt  of 
Appeal,  in  December,  1 885,  for  refusing 
to  weigh  for  certain  Oatholics  in  Clones, 
where  a  sole  right  of  weighing  pork  is 
asserted  by  the  landlord  to  whom  he 
was  then  agent;  and,  did  the  Govern- 
ment ascertain  how  many  tenants  had 
judicial  rents  fixed  on  the  properties 
with  which  the  new  Land  Commissioner 
was  connected  ? 

The  chief  SEORETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  office 
is  not  in  the  gift  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. I  have  no  information  on  the 
second  and  fourth  paragraphs.  With 
respect  to  the  third  paragraph,  I  am 
informed  that  Mr.  Wrench's  conduct 
was  never  condemned  by  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  The  action  referred  to  was 
one  in  which  no  question  of  religion 
was  involved,  and  tamed  solely  upon 
the  rights  of  a  patentee  of  fairs  and 
markets,  whose  agent  Mr.  Wrench  was. 
The  Court  merely  decided  on  certain 
questions  of  law,  holding  that  the 
patentee  could  not  sustain  his  rights  to 
the  extent  claimed  by  him. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  MAR- 
QUESS  OF  LANSDOWNE'S  ESTATE, 
QUEEN»8  COUNTY. 
Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ^e  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  The  Times  of  the  23rd  instant, 
that  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  Go- 
vemor  General  of  Canada,  commenced 
the  eviction  of  bis  Luggacurran,  Queen's 
County,  tenants  on  the  22nd  instant, 
when  he  evicted  Mr.  Denis  Kilbride ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  EUbride's 
rent  is  £760,  and  his  valuation  only 
£424,  which  leaves  his  rent  80  per  cent 
over  his  valuation ;  whether  the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  only  o£fered  a  re- 
duction of  20  per  cent  on  Mr.  Kilbride's 
rent,  which  would  still  leave  the  rent 
44  per  cent  over  the  valuation ;  whether 
Mr.  Kilbride  has  a  lease  of  his  holding, 
and  is  thereby  precluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Courts ;  and,  as 
many  of  the  other  tenants  are  in  a 
worse  position,  will  he  continue  to 
employ  the  Forces  of  the  Crowa  in  the 
eviction  of  those  people  ? 

Jfr.  T.  Jf.  Etafy 


Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bai^oub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  do  not 
consider  it  any  part  of  my  duty  to  make 
inquiries  as  to  particular  transactions 
between  individual  landlords  and  their 
tenants,  or  to  test  the  accuracy  of  every 
newspaper  paragraph  on  such  subjects. 
I  think  it  right  to  state,  however,  that 
information  has  been  voluntarily  sup- 
plied to  me  which  would  seem  to  show 
that,  while  Griffiths'  valuation  was  in- 
tended to  be  below  the  fair  rent,  the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne  actually  re- 
ceives less  than  Griffith's  valuation,  if 
interest  on  landlord's  outlay  be  taken 
into  account.  The  changes  in  the  law 
which  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
recommend  will  be  announced  on  Thurs- 
day next  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  state  from  what 
source  he  received  the  information  f 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  cannot 

fire  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  source; 
ut  it  is  one  in  which  I  have  confidence. 

LAV  AND  JUSTICE  CntSIiANDj-GBAND 
JURIES,  CO.  DOWN. 
Ma.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Grand 
Jury  empanelled  for  the  County  of 
Down,  at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes,  con- 
sisted of  12  landlords,  and  eight  other 
gentlemen  who  are  the  agents  of  land- 
lords; whether,  in  Ireland,  Grand  Juries 
are  usually  constituted  in  like  manner ; 
whether  Grand  Juries,  in  Ireland,  are 
the  only  Bodies  (save  Coroners'  Juriee) 
that  can  ignore  or  find  true  bills  against 
persons  sent  forward  for  trial  before  a 
Judge  of  Assize;  whether  these  Qrand 
Juries  have  power  to  present  or  ngect 
all  applications  respecting  the  makinff 
and  repair  of  roads,  fences,  bridges,  and 
all  other  works  to  be  undertaken  by  the 
county,  besides  the  applications  for  com- 
pensation for  malicious  injuries,  and  pre- 
sentments for  the  salaries  of  the  County 
Treasurers,  Clerks  of  the  Crown,  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  Secretaries  to  Grand 
Juries,  Coroners,  Sherifiis,  Medical  Offi- 
cers to  Prisons,  and  other  county  offi- 
cials ;  whether  the  Baronial  High  Con- 
stables appointed  for  the  collection  of 
the  assessments  made  by  the  Qrand 
J uries  are  paid  out  of  the  county 
cess;  whether  the  Qrand  Juries  ap< 
point  the  Baronial  High  Constables; 
whether  they  have  power  to  appoint^ 
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and  do  appoint,  certain  persons  to  the 
o£Boe,  notwithstanding  that  other  can- 
didates frequently  offer  to  collect  the 
eees  at  lower  rates,  and  to  give  the 
seoority  required;  and,  whether,  under 
the  oiroumstances,  the  GoTemment  will 
make  provision,  in  their  promised  legis- 
lation on  the  Lish  Land  Question,  to 
secure  to  the  eess-paying  tenant,  ^pro- 
per representation  tm  the  Gband  Janes, 
a  voice  in  the  «n>enditure  of  the  county 
monies  paid  by  them  ? 

OoLOHEL  WABING  (Bown,  N.)  said, 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swered that  Question,  he  wished  to  ask 
him,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  all 
presentments  which  came  before  the 
Grand  Jury  were  originated  at  Baronial 
Presentment  Sessions ;  and,  whether  the 
powers  of  the  former  Body  were  not 
limited  in  almost  all  oases  to  refusing, 
rejecting,  or  confirming  the  present- 
ments sent  up  to  them  by  the  latter  ? 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  ^Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  right  boa.  Gentleman,  whether 
he  was  aware  that  the  Gh-and  Svajot  the 
County  of  Down  was  oomposed  exolu- 
eively  of  Protestants  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baufottb)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
af^d  I  cannot  give  any  information  on 
that  point.  The  empanelling,  the  duties, 
and  the  functions  oi  Grand  Juries  are  all 
regulated  by  Statute ;  and  I  am  advised 
that  any  illegality  or  irregularity  con- 
nected therewith  woiild  be  at  once  cor- 
rected by  tiie  Judge  of  Assize  on  the 
matter  being  brought  to  his  notice.  The 
(Government  recognize  that  some  change 
in  the  law  is  d»irable  as  regards  these 
subjects ;  but  this,  as  weu  as  other 
very  important  questions  connected  with 
Local  Government,  must  stand  over 
until  more  pressing  matters  are  dealt 
■with. 

THE  COLONIAL  CONFEEENOE— 
IMPERIAL  FEDBaATION. 

Sib  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth)  asiked  the  Secretary  of  State 
fbr  the  Colonies,  Whether,  daring  the 
visit  of  the  Colonial  Representatives  to 
the  approaching  Colonial  Conference, 
the  Government  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  question  of  arrannng  for  a 
special  Conference  between  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  of  the 
principal  Colonies  of  the  Empire,  on  the 
question  of  Imperial  FedenUaon  of  the 

VOL.  CCOXn.  [thibd  nam.] 


United  Kingdom  and  the  Colonies  in  its 
political  aspect  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  HoLuun))  (Hampstead) :  I  un- 
derstand that  there  is  no  necessity  for 
any  special  arrangements  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  of  Imperial  Federa- 
tion, as  that  will  be  provided  for,  inde- 
pendently of  the  Colonial  Conference,  by 
those  influential  penona  who  have  taken 
an  active  interest  in  the  subject ;  but,  in 
an^  case,  the  terms  oE  the  despatch  in- 
vitmg  the  Colonies  to  the  Conference 
preclude  Her  Majesty's  Government 
nom  taking  the  action  suggested. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -GUARDIANS- 
COUNTY  COURT  JUDGES. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (CJork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  William  Newell  Barron, 
Q.O.,  Counly  Court  Judge  for  Counfry 
Monaghan,  is  on  the  list  of  ex  ojino 
Guar^ans  for  the  Carrick-on-Suir 
Union  for  the  year  1887;  and,  whe- 
ther tiie  Local  Government  Board  have 
sanctioned  this,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that,  under  1  &  2  Viet.  o.  66, 
B.  23,  County  Court  Judges  are  disquali- 
fied from  acting  as  ex  oMeio  Ghiardians  7 

The  CHIEF  SECI^TARY  (Mr.  A. 
J,  BAI.F0VB)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Several 
years  ago  uie  Uien  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  advised  that  the  section  men- 
tioned in  this  Question  does  not  dis- 
qiialify  a  County  Court  Jud^  from 
acting  as  an  »x-o^cio  Guardian  of  a 
Union  in  a  county  in  which  he  does  not 
preside  as  Judge.  No  part  of  the  Carrick- 
ou-Suir  Union  is  in  the  County  of  Mona- 
gban ;  and  Judge  Barron  is,  therefore, 
according  to  the  legal  opinion  which 
guides  we  Local  Government  Board, 
not  disqualified  firom  acting  asanur- 
oJMo  Guardian  in  that  Union. 

DOMIMION  OF  CANADA  ~  ARBIED 
CRUISERS. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland^  asked 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Ooloniea, 
Whetiier  it  is  correct  that  the  Dominion 
Parliament  possesses  authority  to  pur- 
chase and  direct  the  operations  of  armed 
cruisers  in  Dominion  waters,  without 
the  consent  of  the  Imperial  Parliament ; 
if  so,  will  he  be  good  enough  to  inform 

I the  House  tiie  statute  under  which  such 
authority  was  granted  f 
8  F  — " 
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Thb  SEORETABT  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  Hoixasd)  (Hampstead) :  By  a 
reference  to  the  Olst  Hection  of  the 
Britiafa.  North  American  Act,  1867,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  Parliament  of 
Oanada  has  power  to  lef^islate  upon  all 
qneatioaB  oi  Militia,  Hilitary,  and  Naval 
Bcnndoe  and  Defence.  But  I  may  add 
ihat  in  1884  Her  Majesty's  GoTomment 
were  advised  that  all  Colonies  possesnng 
responsible  Qovemments  are  at  liberty, 
independently  of  an  Act  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  to  provide  and  equip  armed 
Tessels  for  harbour  defence  and  police, 
and  other  like  purposes,  vithm  the 
waters  of  such  Colonies  respectively ; 
their  use  being  limited  to  those  waters. 
It  follows  that  the  Dominion  Parliament 
possesses  the  authority  referred  to  in 
the  Question  without  tho  consent  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament. 

^ACTOBIES  ACTS  —  WOBEINa  MEN 

iNSPEcrroRa. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  with  re- 
gurd  to  his  statement  on  the  9th  Sep- 
tember, 1886,  on  the  Vote  for  the  Home 
0£Boe,  that  he  should  always  be  dis- 
posed to  exercise  his  powers  in  favour 
of  amiointing  efficient  and  competent 
workmg  men  aslnspechnn  of  Factories ; 
whel^er  lie  had  acted  in  accordance 
with  that  statement  in  the  case  of  the 
two  recent  appointments  made  by  him ; 
whether,  in  the  future,  as  vacancies 
arise,  he  would  be  disposed  to  consider 
the  claims  of  competent  working  men  to 
those  appointments ;  and,  whether  pro- 
vision has  been  made  in  this  year's  Esti- 
mates for  an  increase  in  the  staff  of  Sub- 
Inspectors  of  Factories  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  statement 
referred  to,  and  the  two  appointments 
recently  made  by  me  were  of  competent 
vorking  men  with  a  practical  experience 
of  factoty  work  and  life.  I  have  stated, 
more  tiian  once  in  this  House,  that  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  increase  the  existing 
staff  of  Sub-Inspectors  at  Factories. 

D'WEXJJNGS  FOB  THE  WORKING  CLASS 
—THE  PEABODY  TBUSTBES  — THE 
PfiOPERTY  TAX. 

Mb.  MORRISON  (York,  W.E.,  Skip- 
ton)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, If  he  is  aware  that,  as  disclosed  by 


a  recent  Report  of  the  Trust,  the  build- 
ings erected  by  the  Feabody  Trustees 
(in  respect  of  which  Property  Tax  is  re- 
mitted on  the  ground  of  charity)  are 
let  at  profit  rentals  to  skilled  artizana — 
such  as  engineers,  bnus^finishers,  brink- 
layers,  carpenters,  printers,  oompositora, 
and  other  powms  of  the  good  wage  class, 
as  postmen,  pob'oemen,  &c. — and  if  he 
will  remit  the  Prtroerty  Tax  in  reapect 
of  the  dwellings  of  the  Societies  estab- 
lished to  provide  improved  dwellin|^  for 
that  class,  or  discontinue  the  remisuon 
to  the  Peabody  Trustees,  so  as  to  pre- 
serve, as  far  as  possible,  equali^  in  the 

taxation  of  tho  working  classes  ?   

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
aUER  (2£r.  Gosoeeh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  the 
exemption  of  the  Peabody  Buildings 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  any  surplus 
which  might  arise  out  of  the  rentals  of 
these  houses  was  invested  again  in  new 
buildings  for  the  working  classes,  and 
that  no  person  derived  any  profit  &om 
them.  It  was  on  that  ground  that  th^ 
were  exempted;  and  that  exemption 
would,  no  doubt,  equally  apply  to  any 
other  Societies  who  put  themselves  in 
the  same  position.  The  Sooletiea  whicli 
were  now  taxed  were  those  whidi  did 
derive  a  certain  amount  of  profit. 

PTTBLia  WOBKS  (IBELAIO))— BEPOBT 
OF  THE  BOYAL  COUUISSIOIT. 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo.  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Public  Works,  Ireland, 
is  expected  to  make  its  Report;  and, 
when  does  Government  propose  to  pro- 
ride  for  payment  of  the  additional  ex- 
penditore  inouxred  in  unions  scheduled 
under  "  The  Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Aot^ 
1886?" 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  was 
enabled  to  state  last  week,  in  reply  to 
another  hon.  Member,  that  the  Royal 
Conunisaionen  had  informed  me  mat 
liiey  are  at  presmt  preparing  ihmx 
Report  on  Arterial  Dramage. 

&t.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
a^ed  if  it  was  true,  as  sUted,  that  the 
members  of  the  Royal  Commission  wore 
paid  ten  guineas  a-day,  or  any  other 
Buoh  sum  f 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  sfud,  the  same 
rule  applied  to  them  as  to  the  monben 
of  any  other  Royal  Oommisaioa. 
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LAND  ACT  (IRELAND)— A  COMMISSION 
COURT,  00.  WEXPORD. 

Mb.  J.  B.  EEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  'Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  arrangements  for  the  hold- 
ing of  a  Land  Commission  Court  in 
Gorey,  County  Wexford,  durine  the 
prwent  month,  have  been  altered,  and 
that  no  such  Court  vill  now  be  held 
imtil  July  next;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  this  change  of  plan  has  caused 
grave  iDConrenience,  owing  to  the  num- 
ber of  cases  awaiting  judication ;  and, 
whether  he  oan  state  the  reason  for  this 
change  ? 

The  ohief  SEOBETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baleovb)  (Manohester,  E.) :  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  have  been  misin- 
formed. Tne  Land  Oommisaioners  state 
that  no  arrangement  was  made  for  the 
sitting  of  a  Sab-Commission  at  Gorey 
during  the  present  month,  and  no  c^nge 
has  been  made. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULART— BAR- 
RACK IN  COOKSTOWN,  CO.  TYRONE. 

Hb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid] 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretair  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  contem- 
rdated  to  remove  the  police  barrack  in 
Cookstown,  County  Tyrone,  from  its 
present  position  to  a  comparatiTely  re- 
mote and  inconTenient  site ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  at  certain  periods  of  the 
year  Catholics  find  it  difficult  to  pass 
through  the  Orange  quarters  owing  to 
Party  turbulence,  and  that  by  the  re- 
moval of  the  police  barrack  they  are  left 
onproteoted;  and,  whether,  having 
T^ard  to  the  peculiar  physical  shape  of 
the  town  in  question,  he  will  take  into 
oonsideration  the  adTisability  of  estab- 
lishing police  stations  at  either  end  ? 

Thk  chief  SEOEBTAKT^Mr,  A,  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  police 
are  obUged  to  remove  from  their  present 
barradc  in  Cookstown,  as  the  owner  of 
tiie  house  requires  it  for  othw  porposes 
and  has  given  them  notice  to  quii  There 
is  no  intention  of  taking  a  house  in  a 
remote  or  inconvenient  site.  On  the 
contrary,  efforts  are  being  made  to 
obtain  one  in  a  central  situation,  which 
would  place  the  police  in  a  better  posi- 
tion than  they  now  occupy  for  the  pro- 
tection of  both  parties  in  the  town.  It 
is  not  ocmaidezea  necessary  to  incur  the 
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additional  expense  of  a  second  bar- 
rack, 

ADBORALTY— DOCKYARD  OFFIOTAIS— 
LORD  BEASSEY'S  "  NAVAL  ANNUAL." 

Me.  DWTER  gray  (Dublin,  8t, 
Stephen's  Oreen)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  Uie  Admiralty,  with  reference  to  the 
disclosures  in  connection  with  the  recent 
trafficking  at  Chatham  Dockyard  in  Ad- 
miraltj  documents  containing  private 
information,  Is  it  a  fact  that  certain 
Admiralty  officials  of  position  are  in 
receipt  of  yearly  money,  or  certain  dona- 
tions of  money,  from  Lcnrd  Braseey  for 
the  purpose  of  editing,  or  assisting  in 
editing,  his  Nkval  Anmul,  which  oon- 
taius  information  drawn  from  Admi- 
ralty private  and  mmfidential  documents, 
to  which  these  officials  have  access  ? 

Thb  FISST  LOBD  (Lord  Qeobob 
Hauiltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I 
understand  that  a  gentleman  connected 
with  the  Admiralty  assisted  Lord  Brassey 
in  the  work  of  editing  his  jy0M/.<^nntM/. 
He  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  supply, 
or  collection,  of  the  information,  or  with 
the  matter  it  contained.  The  assistance 
given  was  altogether  of  a  private  nature, 
and  in  no  way  connected  with  office 
hours  or  public  duties, 

POST  OFFICE-THE  EEaiSTERED 
LETTER  BRANCH. 

Mb.  CONTBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on  the  mid- 
night duty,  in  the  registered  letter  branch 
of  the  General  Post  Office,  the  "  hand  to 
hand"  check  system  is  not  pursued ;  whe- 
ther, during  the  last  six  months,  several 
registmnd  letters  have  been  lost  on  that 
du^ ;  whether  it  is  the  ease  that  a  junior 
sorter,  named  Cox,  was  required  to  per- 
form a  sorter's  duty,  without  any  pecu- 
niary consideration  being  granted  to  him 
for  me  increased  responsibility  thereby 
entailed  upon  him,  and  was  made  re- 
sponsive for  the  loss  of  a  registered 
letter,  and  fined  10«.,  notwithstandhig 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  proof  of  it 
having  ever  been  in  his  possession ;  and, 
whetlier  he  will  take  steps  to  insure  the 
safer  transmission  of  registered  letters, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  and  in 
justice  to  the  Post  Office  officials  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees)  (Cambridge  Unirersity) :  la 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
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state  that  when  large  numbers  of  regis- 
tered letters  are  dealt  with,  it  is  impos- 
uble  to  make  the  charge  and  discharge 
in  writing  for  each  individual  letter  ;  but 
the  acceptance  of  a  certain  number  of 
registered  letters  by  one  officer  from  an- 
other ofiSoer  without  question  is  held  to 
discharge  the  lattw  from  further  respon- 
aibili^.  It  was  the  doty  of  the  officer 
namwl  by  the  hon.  Member  to  asoertain 
the  number  of  registered  letters  irhioh 
he  had  to  take  over,  and  to  oheok  this 
number  at  the  actual  time  he  reoeived 
them  by  the  entriee  in  a  certain  book. 
This  he  neglected  to  do ;  and  when  he 
Bubsequenuy  checked  the  registered  let- 
ters (marged  to  him,  the  one  now  lost 
was  missing.  For  this  neglect  of  duty  he 
was6ned.  The  officer  in  question  was  paid 
an  additional  allowance  of  2».  a-week 
in  consideration  of  his  emplojrment 
on  registered  letter  duty.  The  Eegnla- 
tione  for  dealing  with  registered  letters 
are  sufficient  if  properly  carried  out. 

LAW  AND  FOLIOE  (IRELAKD)  — Hfi. 
FEBRITEB,  OF  DINGLE. 
M&.  CONTBEABE  ^mwall,  0am- 
bome)  a^ed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
Mr.  Ferriter,  of  Dingle,  is  still  in  prison 
on  the  charge  of  having  called  out 
"Harvey  DuflF"  and  "Stringer"  at  a 
public  meeting  in  Dingle  on  the  16th 
January  last ;  now  long  he  has  been  in 
prison;  whether,  considering  that  on  the 
hearing  of  the  case  no  evidence  whatever 
was  adduced  to  prove  that  the  peaceable 
conduct  of  the  meeting  was  in  any  way 
disturbed  by  Mr.  Ferriter,  or  the  least 
indication  of  an  attack  upon  either  the 
Government  Beporter  or  the  police  was 
manifested,  he  will  order  his  release ; 
and,  whether  he  will  enable  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oamborae  Division  of 
Cornwall,  who  was  present  at  the  meet- 
ing in  question  from  first  to  last,  to  give 
hmi  information  as  to  what  actually  took 
place? 

Thb  chief  8E0EETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bai^oub)  (Manchester,  £.):  Owing  to 
the  shortness  of  the  Notice  given,  I  have 
not  been  able  to  receive  replies  to  the 
first  three  paragraphs  of  this  Question. 
As  regards  the  last  paragraph,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  receive  any  information 
which  tile  hon.  Member  may  be  good 
enough  to  furnish  me  with  on  the  sub* 
joct 

Mr.  Raikn 


LANDED  FAOPBIETOAS  {ISELAND], 
ISSe—BETUBN. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
oUffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  consent  to  a  Betum  of  Landed  Pro- 
prietors (Ireland)  for  1 886,  in  the  same 
form  as  that  ordered  to  be  printed  28rd 
April,  1872,  No.  167? 

T:hb  CHIEF  SECBETABT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Baltoub)  (Maneheater,  E.) :  The  Betum 
referred  to  was  oompiled  nuunly  through 
the  agen(7  of  tiie  InspectOTB  under  tihe 
LocaT  C^ovemment  Board;  and  these 
offloers  are  now  so  fully  oooujiied  tha^ 
without  an  increase  to  their  ^umbers, 
the  preparation  of  a  nmilar  Betum 
could  not  be  undertaken  at  present.  I 
am  not  satisfied  that  there  is  any  such 
necessity  for  the  information  as  would 
justify  me  in  asking  tiie  House  to  agree 
to  a  special  Vote  iot  the  purpose. 

POOB   LAW  (IBELAND)— EUBCnONS 
IN  OOOTEHILL  — THE  RETUBNINO 

OFFICER. 

Mr.  BIOOAB  (Oavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  trae  that  Mr.  Graham, 
senior,  is  acting  as  Betuming  Officer 
for  Foot  Law  elections  in  CootehiU,  Mr. 
Graham,  junior,  being  at  present  clerk 
to  the  Guardians ;  and,  if  the  facta  are 
as  stated,  will  he  cause  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  remedy  the  irr^ 
gularity  ? 

The  CHIEF  8E0BETABY  (Mr.  A,  J. 
BALFonR)(MancheBter,E.):  Mr.Graham, 
junior,  Clerk  of  the  Union,  reports  that, 
though  his  father  was  present  and  as- 
sisted him  by  (^>ening  the-  papers,  he 
personally  acted  as  Betuming  0£^»er, 
as  he  was  bound  to  do,  deoiding  each 
case  himself,  and  recording  the  votes 
for  the  candidates.  So  far  as  the  Local 
Government  Board  can  form  an  opinion 
from  the  information  at  present  before 
them,  no  irregularis  took  place  in  tiie 
{vooeedings. 

EGYPT  (AEUY   OF   OCOUPATION)  — 
HEALTH  OF  THE  TBOOPS  AT  AS- 

80UAN. 

Mb.  EDWABDS-MOSS  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Widnes)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
general  tranquillity  of  the  Soudan  and 
U]>per  i^ypt,  it  is  intended  to  keep  any 
British  XroopB  at  AMoaaa  daring  the 
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approaching  mimmer ;  and,  whether,  if 
forces  are  needed  at  Assouan,  it  would 
be  possible  to  relieve  the  present  Bri- 
tish Force  bj  Egyptian  troops  during 
the  summer  months,  in  view  of  the 
great  mortality  among  the  British 
soldiers  there  during  the  hot  weather 
last  year  ? 

The  SJiXIRETAJaY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofx)  (Linoolnshire,  Hom- 
oaetle) :  Her  Mtgesty's  Gtovemment  are 
fully  alire  to  the  danger  to  the  health 
of  British  troops  whiw  may  be  caused 
by  keeping  them  at  Aaaooan  dnring  the 
hot  weather,  and  I  hope  that  the  con- 
dition of  B^ira  on  the  firontier  may  be 
auoh  as  to  enable  us  to  reduce  this  risk 
to  a  minimum. 

EvicrnoNs  (Irelakd)  ~  tbul  of 

HANNAH  O'DONNELL  AT  UFFORD 

ASSIZES. 

Mb,  M*0AIITAN  (Down,  8.)  (for Mr. 
O'Dohebtt)  (Donegal,  N.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  information 
before,  and  the  evidence  at,  the  trial 
of  Hannah  O'Donnell,  at  Lifford  As- 
Bizw,  for  alleged  forcible  entry,  and 
tiie  informations  in  several  similar 
eases,  disclose  the  fact  that  the  police 
entered  Uie  houses  of  the  defendants, 
interrogated  die  inmates,  asked  them  to 
quit,  and  thai,  fbr  orez  a  month,  they 
had  be«i  wstehing  the  houses  &om 
which tiiese  defendants  had  been  evicted; 
whether  the  houses  were  for  most  of 
that  time  lying  open ;  whether  any 
bailiff  or  other  person,  on  behalf  of  the 
landlord,  was  in  possession,  or  watching 
the  houses ;  whewer  anytMng  was  done 
from  the  day  of  the  eviction  by  the 
landlord  to  secure  the  possession ;  whe- 
ther the  houses  were  built  by  the 
tenants;  whether  their  time  for  re- 
demption, after  eviction,  had  expired; 
whether  the  police  reoeive  any  remu- 
neration for  thrar  services  from  the 
landlord  in  such  cases;  whether  Ser- 
geant Mahony  was  directed  by  the  Lord 
Ohief  Baron  to  say  if  he  had  a  Circular 
of  Listmotions  for  doine  as  above,  and 
whether  he  claimed  pnvil^  for  not 
producing  it  through  olotming  thiMi  he 
acted  under  a  Ciroular  issum  sevenl 
years  before ;  and,  whether  he  wiU  oall 
for  further  explanations  as  to  thift  case  ? 

The  ohief  SECEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bautoto)  (Manchester,  E.J:  Frouitho 
reports  snbmitted  to  me,  it  app^aia 


that  the  police  entered  the  house  re- 
ferred to,  spoke  to  the  persons  whom 
they  found  treapassing  there  and  re- 
quested them  to  leave.  The  period  of 
redemption  had  not  expired  at  the  time. 
The  police  did  not  specially  watch  these 
houses,  but  acted  as  above  mentioned, 
when  paseing  through  the  locality  in  the 
ordinary  disdiarge  of  their  duty.  They 
do  not  act  as  bauifib,  or  receive  any  re- 
muneration &om  landlords  for  any  such 
services.  Sergeant  Mahony  was  not 
directed  by  the  to  aay  if  he  hod  a 
Oiionlar  of  Instmotums ;  but  he  stated, 
in  oross-uaminatiott,  that  he  acted 
under  a  Oiroular  issued  some  years  ago, 
for  the  non-production  of  which  lia 
daimed  privilege.  As  I  have  already 
intimated,  the  purport  of  that  Circular 
was  not  correotfy  stated  in  the  newspapra 
report  recently  quoted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

LA-W  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES}— ALLEOGD  ILL-TBEATUENT 

OF  CONVICTS. 

Majob  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  article  in  Th»  Sasex 
WdtHy  Nows  of  1 7th  March  with  refe- 
rence to  the  alleged  ill-treatment  of 
convicts ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  matter  ? 

The  SEOEETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  inrmly, 
said,  he  had  obtained  a  Beport  nom 
the  Cbvemor  of  the  prison  at  which  the 
convicts  were  allied  to  have  been  ill- 
treated,  and  he  was  informed  that  the 
prisoners  had  greatooats,  and  that  the 
medical  officer  stated  that  they  had  not 
received  any  injury  from  their  journey, 
although  the  weather  was  very  incle- 
ment. He,  however,  intended  to  make 
farther  inqoizy  into  the  subject. 

BURIAL  FUNDS  — PARISH  OF  LLAN- 
FROTHEN,  MERIONETHSHIRE. 
Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  lady 
who  presented  the  additional  portion  of 
tfw  buiol  gwand  of  the  porf^  of  Xlaa^ 
frothen,  MsTionetbalitra,  myjgjmy  etipa* 
lotioDB,  when  the  pi 
20  years 
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the  then  rector  of  the  parish  solicited 
and  obtained  subscriptions  from  the 
NonconfbnniBts  of  the  parish  towards 
raising  tiie  wall  of  the  new  portion  of 
the  burial  ground ;  whetber  there  is  anr 
pathway  or  other  mark  to  distinguish 
between  the  portions  where  the  Burials 
Act  of  1880  is  or  is  not  applicable; 
whether  the  deed,  by  wbich  the  present 
rector  refuses  to  Nonconformists  the 
benefits  of  the  Burials  Act  of  1880,  was 
made  after  the  passing  of  that  Act; 
whether,  at  the  vestry  of  the  parish 
held  last  Saturday,  20th  March,  tbe 
rector  said  that  this  new  portion  of  the 
burial  ground  is  as  much  the  property 
of  the  parishioners  as  the  highroad ; 
and,  whether  he  can  take  steps  to  pre- 
Tent  the  rector  from  refusing  to  hia 
pari^ioners  the  right  of  availing  them- 
selves of  the  benefits  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  on  what  is  admitted  to  be 
their  common  property  ? 

Thb  SECRETAllT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  nave 
received  a  further  oommunication  from 
the  rector  of  Llanfirothen  on  this  subject, 
who  informs  me  that  he  is  unable  to 
state  what  took  place  20  years  ago ;  but 
that  when  the  land  was  conveyed  in  1881 
it  was  the  wish  of  the  lady  that  the 
funeral  services  should  be  conducted  ac- 
cording to  the  rites  of  the  Ohuroh  of 
England.  The  rector  is  told  that  the 
parishioners  did  promise  subscriptions 
towards  building  the  walls ;  but  he  be- 
lieves that  all  the  expenses  fell  upon  the 
rector  and  the  churchwardens.  The 
wall  of  the  parish  churchyard — the 
foundation  of  which  is  untouched — di- 
vides the  two  portions  of  the  burial 
ground  from  each  other.  The  deed  was 
made  subsequently  to  the  Burials  Act 
of  1880.  The  rector  said  at  the  vestry, 
in  answer  to  an  observation  from  some 
one,  that  the  new  burial  ground  was  not 
his  private  property,  that  he  was  only  a 
trustee,  and  that  it  was  as  much  the 
property  of  the  parishioners  as  the  high- 
road on  certain  conditions,  one  of  them 
being  that  funerals  should  be  conducted 
according  to  the  rites  of  the  Church  of 
England.  I  see  no  reason  to  interfere 
wiuL  the  conduct  of  the  rector  in  this 
matter. 

INDIA  (MADRAS) -FRAUDS  ON  THE 

REVENUE. 
Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

ifr.  T,  E.  Mk't 


India,  Whether  the  senior  Member  of  the 
Madras  Board  of  Bevenue  reeently  re- 
ported tiiat  he  believes  the  Government 
to  be  regular^  defrauded  by  its  own 
servants  o£  20  per  cent  of  its  annual 
income ;  and,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  cause  inqoiry  to  be  made  into 
the  whole  system  ox  revenue  administra- 
tion in  the  Madras  Presidency  ? 

Thb  under  SECBETABY  ot 
STATE  (Sir  JoHH  Gorst)  (Ohatham): 
No  ;  the  loss  of  revenue  reported  as 
arising  from  improper  remissions  was  not 
20  but  0*3  per  cent.  The  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  consider  an  inquiry  into 
the  '*  whole  system  of  revenue  adminis- 
tration in  the  Madras  Presidency "  ne- 
cessary. He  has,  some  time  ago,  directed 
an  inquiry  into  the  special  point  of  pre- 
cautions to  be  taken  in  the  remission  of 
land  revenue. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)— OUTBREAK  IN  THE 
OUDEN  DI8TRIGT. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  0»BBIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  in  the  outbreak  in  July 
last  in  the  Guden  District^  Madras,  the 
police  defended  their  station  before  it 
was  burnt ;  how  many  police  were  en- 
gaged ;  what  was  the  total  of  casualties 
on  each  side ;  and,  who  inhabited  the 
two  bungalows  bnmt  by  the  rebels  ? 

The  under  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Ohatham) : 
There  were  10  or  11  police  at  the  station ; 
but  they  allege  that  they  were  sur- 
prised while  aJeop,  and  they  made  no 
resistance.  There  were  no  casualties  on 
either  side.  The  two  bunralows  burnt 
were  the  property  of  the  Government ; 
but  I  cannot  say  whether  they  were  in- 
habited at  the  time,  or  by  whom. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIftULS) 
AOTS-DUTOH  CATTLE. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Doohy  of  Lancaster,  If  information  baa 
been  received  from  Holland  to  the  effect 
that  Dutch  cattle  are  free  from  contagious 
diseasBs ;  whether  the  Begulations  in 
force  in  Holland  are  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment of  the  Privy  Oouncil,  so  as  to 
allow  the  free  importation  of  Dutch 
cattle  into  this  country  ;  whether  any 
application  has  been  made  by  the  Dutch 
Government,  during  the  last  year,  to 
place  Dutch  oatUe  on  the  same  iovoiuc* 
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able  footing  as  now  exists  with  respect 
to  cattle  imported  from  Scandinavia; 
and,  whether  he  will  remove  the  present 
resfiictionfl,  bo  that  Batch  cattle  need  not 
be  slaughtered  at  the  place  of  landing  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the 
DXJOHT  (Lord  John  Mawnehs)  (Leices- 
teisbire,  M.) :  Information  has  been  re- 
oeired  from  the  Dutoh  GoTemment  to 
the  effect  that  Butch  cattle  are  free  from 
eontagione  disease;  and  an  application 
woa  recfmtly  made  to  the  Privy  Council 
to  permit  the  landing  of  Butoh  cattle 
Tritaont  being  subject  to  slaughter  or 
quarantine.  In  repW  they  were  in- 
formed that  the  Begufatbns  in  force  in 
Holland,  under  which  German  sheep  are 
allowed  to  pass  tlurowh  the  Nether- 
lands to  be  shipped  at  Batch  ports,  were 
not  considered  to  be  satisfactory,  and 
that,  in  the  oiroamstances,  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  deem  it  expedient  to  relax 
the  restrictions  on  Butch  cattle.  We 
have  not  received  any  reply  to  this  oom- 
munication. 

IRELAND-DUBLIN  HOSPITALS-THE 
OOMBIISSION  ON  GRANTS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Bone- 
gal,  £.]  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Commission  on  Grants  to  the  Bubliu 
Hospitals  o(nu>lnded  its  uttio^  a  year 
ago ;  and,  when  the  Beport  will  be  pub- 
lished? 

Tde  OHIEP  SECEKTARTCMt.  a.  J. 
Balfoue)  (Manchester.  £.):  The  Com- 
missioners concluded  their  sittings  a  year 
ago,  as  stated.  I  understand  they  have 
had  great  difficulty  in  coming  to  any 
agreement  on  the  subject  of  their  Re- 
port ;  but  it  is  now  expected  that  it  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
this  week. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— THE  CATTLE  TRADE  WITH 
IRELAND. 

Mb.  M*0ARTAN  (Bown,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
O'Bobebtt)  (Donegal,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretaiy  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Board  hiis  been 
called  to  the  state  in  which  Irish  cattle 
are  landed  at  British  ports  from  cross- 
channel  steamers ;  whether  he  will  in- 
quire into  the  cause  of  thnr  arriving  in 
worse  condition,  after  eight  or  10  hours 
at  sea,  than  American  cattle,  after  10  or 
12  days  on  the  Atlantic;  whether  the 
"BomB  Begulations  proyide  for  ven- 


tilation  and  sufficient  air  space,  or  only 
deal  with  standing  room ;  and,  whether 
the  Board  will,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Privy  Councils  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  cause  a  Bepartmental  inquiry 
into  this  important  matter,  with  a  view 
to  meet  the  complaints  of  those  inter- 
rested  in  the  trade  on  both  sides  of  the 
Channel? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hekkt 
Be  Woems)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth), 
in  reply,  said,  the  subject  of  this  Ques- 
tion did  not  relate  to  the  Boaid  of  Tmde, 
but  to  the  Privy  Council. 

ADMIRALTY— (CHATHAM  DOCKTAED) 

—MB.  YOUNG  TERRY. 
Mh.  PIOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miral^,  Whether  the  statement  taken 
&om  27>e  Standard  newspaper  of  ^e 
25th  instant  is  correct — 

"  Inatraotiona  from  Whitehall  have  been  re- 
ceived at  Chatham  Dockyfird,  directing^  that 
the  son  of  Mr.  Young  Terry,  as  a  coasequence 
of  his  father's  offence,  be  redaced  frcnn  tiie  rank 
of  junior  draoghtsimui,  and  tnnaferzed  to 
Devonport  to  v<n-k  ai  a  metdianiof  " 

The  first  LORB  (Lord  Geoboe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  No, 
Sir.  The  statement  in  the  Question  is 
not  true.  The  son  of  Mr.  Young  Terxr 
has  not  been  reduced,  nor  has  his  rau 
been  in  any  way  affected ;  but,  with  his 
assent,  an  arrangement  has  been  made 
by  which  he  will  be  transferred  from 
Ohatiiam  to  another  Bod^ard. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGS. 
Adhirai.  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  ike  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  prepared  to  recommend,  at 
once,  the  construction  of  Harbours  of 
Refuge  in  such  positions  as  are  con- 
sidered most  advantageous,  with  a  view 
to  saving  the  enormous  loss  of  life  and 
property  which  now  takes  place  annually 
on  the  coasts  of  the  United  Kingdom  f 
The  SEORETAET  (Baron  Hesbt 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  modify  the  aoswev 
I  hare  already  given  my  hon.  and  gat' 
lant  Friend  on  this  subject.  I  can  only 
say  that,  while  recognizing  its  impor- 
tance, I  must  point  oat  tiutt,  as  the 
matter  would  neoessuily  involve  a  large 
outlay,  it  concerns  those  who  make  ue 
financial  arrangements  of  the  country^ 
as  well  as  the  Board  of  Trade. 
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Aduibai.  MAYNE  aaked,  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  recommend 
the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  finan- 
cial authoritj? 

Babon  HENET  DE  worms  said, 
he  could  give  no  answer;  the  matter 
was  receiving  the  consideration  of  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

ARMY— THE  AMBULANCE  SYSTEM  — 
SXJIiaEON  MAJOR  SANDFORD  MOORE, 
Db.  TINDAL  EOBEETSON  (Brigh- 
ton) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  Sur- 
geon Major  Sandford  Moore,  who  orin- 
nated  and  introdooed  into  l&e  Army  we 
present  ambnianoe  mt«a  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  wounded  from  the  field  of 
battle,  has  been  obliged  to  retire  on  the 
lowest  rate  of  pend«i,  in  consequence 
of  total  and  permanent  blindness,  in- 
duced, in  the  opinion  of  a  Medical 
Board,  by  his  extra  literary  duties ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
would  take  into  consideration  the  justice 
of  granting  to  this  officer  some  addi- 
tional pension,  to  meet  the  increased 
expenses  necessitated  by  his  disability  ? 

The  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  case  of  Surgeon  Major  Moore  is  a 
very  sad  one ;  and  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  tiiere  was  every  disposition 
to  approach  it  with  the  utmost  possible 
indoi^fence.  But  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
fbima  myself  unable,  after  very  careful 
consideratiOD,  to  grant  an  additional  pen- 
sion to  an  officer  whose  iU-health  takes 
tiie  f<am  of  loss  of  eyesight. 

BDUOATION  DEPAKTMEirT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)— THE  EXETER  TRAIN- 
ING  COLLEGE— THE  RECENT  OUT- 
BREAK. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Yice  Ptesi- 
dent  of  the  Oommittee  of  Council  on 
Education,  Whether,  seeing  that  the 
students  of  the  Exeter  Trainmg  College 
still  believe  that  those  students  who  are 
suffering  punishment  tat  the  outbreak 
which  occurred  have  been  punished  un- 
justly, he  will  now  cause  an  immediate 
inquiry  to  be  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Training  Colleges  into  the 
oiroumstances  of  the  outbreak;  and, 
vriiether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
theHoase  the  detailed  statement  received 
by  him  from  the  Kiiuapal  of  the  ^iSuin- 
ing  College? 


The  yice  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAH  Habt-Dyeb)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  that  an  Inspector  would 
visit  the  College  in  the  course  of  a 
month,  and  the  strictest  investigation 
would  be  made  into  the  cause  of  the 
outbreak.  Fending  that  inquiry,  he 
could  not  make  pubBc  the  statement  he 
had  received  irom  the  Principal  of  the 
College;  but  the  statement  would  be 
handed  to  the  Inspector  who  would  oou- 
dnct  the  inquiry. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND^  ACT,  3881, 
AND  THE  FUSOHASE  OF  LAND 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1886. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Sewetary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it  intended  to 
adopt  the  recommendations  of  Lord 
Oowper^a  Commission  as  to  extending  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  1 881  to  holders 
of  town  parks  and  pasture  lands,  as  well 
as  to  leaseholders ;  if  not,  will  he  now,  or 
in  the  course  of  debate,  explain  the  rea- 
son of  the  non-adoption  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' Heport  on  these  points;  and, 
can  he  give  any  estimate  <^  the  numbw 
of  town  park  and  pastnre  holders  now 
excluded  from  the  Aot  of  1881,  and  say 
on  what  data  such  numerical  estimate  is 
baaed? 

Tms  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BALFotTB)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  hon. 
Member  will  excuse  my  declining  to 
make  a  premature  statement  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  land  legislation,  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  being  announced  to  be  brought 
forward  on  Thursday.  As  regards  the 
number  of  the  holders  referred  to,  I  have 
no  reliable  information  before  me. 

INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT  (IRE- 
LAND)— ENGLISH  OmcIAM. 

Mb.  J.  E.  EEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  the  allegation  that  the 
principal  posts  in  the  Inland  Eevenue 
Department  in  Ireland  were  filled  by 
Englishmen,  most  of  them  transferred 
from  minor  poationa  in  London  to  the 
Dublin  Office,  and  promoted  over  ike 
heads  of  the  Irish  Civil  Servants,  Whe- 
ther the  Controller  of  Stamps  in  DubHn, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Phelps,  was  promoted  from  a 
minor  clerkship  in  Somerset  House  to 
the  head  of  the  Dublin  Office;  whether 
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the  Oontrolldr  of  Legacy  Duty,  Mr.  E. 
Freeth,  was  promoted  witMn  Uie  past 
two  years  from  a  minor  clerkship  in 
Somerset  House  to  the  head  of  that  De- 

fartment  in  Dublin ;  whether  the  two 
nspeotors  of  Taxes  for  Ireland  are  Mr. 
Xarlton  and  Mr.  Smith ;  whether  all 
these  officials  are  Englishmen,  and  fill 
the  principai  posts  in  the  Irish  Inland 
Kerenue  Semoe;  whether  there  is  a 
single  member  of  tiie  Board  of  Inland 
JRevenue  an  Irishman;  and,  whetiier 
there  is  any  instance  of  on  Iriahman 
httving  ereir  been  promoted  to  an  xm- 
nwtont  position  in  that  bruich  of  the 
Public  Service? 

Thb  SEOKETAST  (Mr.  Jaoesok) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  informed  that  the 
answer  to  the  first  Question  ia  "Nu," 
and  also  to  the  second  Question.  The 
answer  to  tlie  third  Question  is  "Yes." 
Th.e  officials  named  are  Englishmen; 
but  it  is  not  correct,  as  has  been  said, 
that  Englishmen  fill  the  principal  posts 
in  the  msli  Inland  Hevenue  Service,  the 
principal  offices  of  solicitor  and  collec- 
tor being  ably  filled  by  Irishmen.  With 
regard  to  tbe  other  Questions,  I  am  in- 
formed that  there  are  many  instances  of 
liisbmen  having  been  promoted  to  im- 
portant positions  in  the  Inland  Bevenue 
and  other  Departments  of  the  Fublio 
Service. 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDMOND  asked,  if  the 
hon.  Gtontieman  had  any  objection  to 
state  under  what  droumstanees  the  two 
Englishmen  mentioned  were  promoted 
to  their  present  position  ? 

Mb.  JAOKSON  said,  he  had  the  in- 
formation ;  but  he  thought  the  answer 
he  had  given  would  have  satisfied  the 
hon.  Member.  Mr.  Phelps  was  not  pro- 
moted from  a  minor  clerkship  in  Somer- 
set House  to  the  head  of  the  Dublin 
OfiKoe.  He  was  appointed  Assistant 
Controller  in  Dublin  in  1871,  having 
{previously  been  a  clerk  in  the  De- 
partment of  die  Accountant  and  Oon- 
troUer  General  of  Somerset  House  for 
14  years,  and  was  made  OontroUer  in 
1875.  In  refisrenoe  to  lb.  Preethi  he 
might  point  oat  that  he  was  not  the 
Oontroller  of  Legacy  Duty.  There  was 
no  Controller  of  Legacy  Duty  in  Dublin ; 
but  a  Deputy  Controller — a  clerk  of  high 
standing  and  special  qualifications  in 
Somerset  House — was  appointed  more 
than  three  years  ago,  because  there  was 
no  one  in  ue  Office  in  Dublin  who  was 


considered  competent  to  perform  the 
duties. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND:  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  inference  from  my 
Question  is  correct,  that  these  two  Eng- 
lish officials  from  Somerset  House  were 
promoted  over  the  heads  of  the  Irish 
Civil  Ser7anta  in  the  Irish  Office  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  have  endeavoured 
to  answer  the  Question  as  put,  because 
the  inference  which  is  possible  to  be 
drawn  from  the  first  Question,  that  Mr. 
Hidps  was  promoted  from  a  minor 
clerkship  in  Somerset  House  directly  to 
the  head  Office  in  Dublin,  is  not  correct, 
as  I  have  stated. 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDMOND :  That  is  not 
tiie  point  which  I  asked.  The  point 
which  I  asked  was,  whether  these  two 
Englishmen  were  promoted  over  the 
heads  of  the  Irish  Civil  Servants  in  the 
Irish  Office  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not give  the  hon.  Member  any  more  in- 
formation than  I  have  already  given.  I 
have  already  stated  that  the  inference  to 
be  drawn  from  the  first  Question  was 
not  correct  under  the  circumstances 
under  which  these  men  were  promoted. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  May  I  ask  whether  there  is  a 
member  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Board 
in  Ireland? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  heUeve  that  this 
Question  does  not  refer  to  tiie  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  in  Ireland,  but  to  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  in  this  country. 
I  believe  there  is  no  Irish  member  upon 
that  Board,  so  called ;  but  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  many  of 
Ihese  offices  have  been  filled,  and  filled 
with  great  abilify,  by  Irishmen. 

EXCISE-BREWING  LICENCES-COT- 
TAGE BREWEKS. 

Mb.  AQG-GABDNER  (Cheltenham) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excfaeqneri 
Whether,  in  order  to  protect  the  Bmse, 
and  to  enable  the  formation  of  an  acon- 
rato  estimate  of  the  amount  of  beer 
consumed  throughout  the  United  King- 
dom, he  will  cause  such  cottage  brewers 
as  are  exempt  from  the  payment  of 
brewing  licences  to  register  their  names, 
together  with  the  quantity  of  beer  pro- 
duced by  them,  once  in  every  year  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gh)S0HBN)  (St.  Qeorge's, 
HanoTW  Square),  in  reply,  sud,  the 
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iaformation  that  would  be  derived  from 
the  adoption  of  the  anggestioa  was  not 
likely  to  be  so  truBtworthy  or  bo  com- 
plete as  to  make  it  worth  while  to  impose 
such  an  obligation  on  the  cottage  brewers, 
or  the  additional  duty  on  tJie  Excise 
officers. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-COIf. 

VICTION   OF    WALKER  FOB 

MANSLAUGHTER. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gtonoral  for  Ireland, 
now  that  the  elder  Walkw  (who  mur- 
dered a  policeman  and  soldier  in  Bel- 
fast, and  dtot  a  second  policeman)  has 
only  been  convicted  of  manslaughter  by 
a  Belfast  jury,  Can  he  state  was  tlie 
report  correct  that  Judge  Lawson  on  the 
former  trial  told  the  Tyrone  jury,  which 
disagreed,  that  they  were  bound  to  con- 
vict Walker  of  murder,  and  that  he 
would  not  accept  a  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter ,-  or  can  he  say  what  exactly 
took  place  on  this  subject,  and  what 
language  the  learned  Judge  used? 

Me.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) 
a^ed  whether,  in  view  of  the  imputa- 
tion which  had  been  cast  upon  i^ro- 
testant  jurors,  the  result  of  this  trial 
was  not  sttffiident  to  show  that  those 
imputations  were  nnfonndedf 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holhzb)  (Dublin  TTni- 
Tersity):  Judge  Lawson  charged  the 
Jury  that  if  they  believed  the  endence, 
th^  would  be  bound  to  convict  the  pri- 
soner for  murder.  The  Judge  did  not 
say  that  he  would  not  accept  a  verdict 
of  manslaughter,  because  that  point 
was  never  raised,  as  the  jury  did  not 
agree,  and  stated  that  there  was  no  pro- 
bability of  their  coming  to  an  agree- 
ment. With  reference  to  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Johnston),  the 
result  of  the  trial  has  been  already  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
In  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall}  at  the 
earliest  moment,  call  attention  to  the 
scandalous  conduct  of  the  Crown  in  re- 
ference to  the  trial  of  these  two  men. 

Mb.  SFEAEEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  well 
aware  that  that  term  would  not  be  per- 
mitted in  a  Motion  or  Question. 
'  Mb.  I.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that,  at  the  earliest  moment,  I 

Jfr.  Gwhtn 


shall  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  trial  of 
these  two  men,  and  shall  charge  them 
with  deliberately  conniving  at  the  escape 
of  these  two  murderers  from  justice. 

POST  OFFICE-ELECTRIC  CABLE  BE- 
TWEEN GUERNSEY  AND  ALDERNET. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  cable  between 
Guernsey  and  Aldemey  has  beenbrokoi 
for  some  months  past;  whetiiar  there 
are,  besides  the  2,000  inhabitants  of  the 
i^and,  a  half  battalion  of  Her  Majes^s 
troops  (the  Gordon  Highlanders)  and  a 
battery  of  the  Boyal  Artillery  stationed 
there ;  whether  the  Island  is  within  a 
few  miles  of  the  French  Ooast,  and 
might  be  captnred  and  in  the  possession 
of  an  enemy  for  some  days  (Wednes- 
days to  Mondays)  before  informatitHi 
could  reach  Guernsey  and  England ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  immediate 
steps  to  have  the  cable  repaired  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL(Mr. 
Kaikeb)  (Cambridge  TJniversitiy) :  ^e 
telegraph  cable  between  Qnems^  and 
Alderney  was  broken  in  December,  and 
will,  it  is  hoped,  be  repaired  eariy  in 
May.  The  delay  in  restoring  communi- 
cation is  due  to  the  danger  of  emplqyii^ 
a  cable-repairing  ship  in  such  sea  during 
tiie  stormy  weather  of  the  winter. 

CRIUB  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  BIOTS  AT  BELFAST— HS.  W. 
M'HARDT,  CHIEF  GOKSTABLE  OF 
LANARKSHIRB-PRINTmO  HIS  RE- 
PORT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  during  the  past 
two  months,  constables  have  been  em- 
ployed in  watching  printers  at  Messrs. 
Aird  and  Coghill's,  Glasgow,  and  at  the 
office  of  The  Hamilton  Advertiser,  HamU- 
tbn,  whilst  the  printers  have  been  en* 
gaged  in  setting  up  the  Keport  of  Mr. 
Wallace  M'Hardy,  Chief  Constable  of 
Lanarkshire,  on  the  subject  of  the  Bel- 
fast riots;  and,  if  so,  by  whose  orders 
the  constables  were  thus  employed ;  how 
many  of  them  were  so  employed ;  and 
how  their  pay  for  this  work,  and  the 
cost  of  printing  the  Boport  in  this  man- 
ner, will  be  provided  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  (who  replied) 
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Baid,  it  is  not  the  fact  that  constables 
were  employed  during  the  last  two 
months  io  watching  printers  at  either 
of  the  places  mentionedwhiletheprinters 
were  setting  up  Mr.  M'Hardy's  Eeport. 
It  is  the  fact  that  during  the  printing 
off  of  the  Beport,  which  occupied  a  few 
honrs,  Mr.  M'Hardy  and  one  of  his 
constahlee  were  present  to  preTent  any 
oopiea  being  surre^titioushr  removed  and 
piutliahed  before  it  was  omoiaUy  issued. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Has  the  Keport  been 
presented  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  UA.CDONALD :  I  am 
not  awaie. 

OBDER  — THE  HALF-PAST  TWELVE 
O'CLOCK  HOLE— BLOCKING. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  the  notices  of  opposition, 
Bet  down  against  several  BiUs  and 
Motions  of  much  public  interest  and  im- 
portance by  the  Junior  Lord  of  the 
Troasury,  are  to  be  taken  as  the  dissent 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  to  the 
principles  of  such  Bills  or  Motions,  or 
only  to  the  time  of  night  at  which  they 
may  be  brought  forwani  fbr  diecusnon  f 

Tm  FIEST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
BxiT^  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  My 
hon.  Friend  wiU  understand  that  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  give  a  categorical 
answer  to  his  Question.  In  some  cases 
the  Government  obiect  to  the  principles 
involved  in  the  Bills  or  Motions  which 
Btand  for  consideration ;  but  in  by  far 
the  greater  number  they  are  of  opinion 
that  the  importance  of  the  questions  in- 
volved requires  that  they  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  House  at  an  earlier  hour 
than  12.30.  I  wish  it  was  possible  to 
BCGure  that  importuit  questions  should 
not  be  taken  at  an  hour  that  woidd  not 
insure  for  them  full  consideration  without 
putting  a  block  against  them. 

THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEBRATION 
—THE  PUBLIC  HOLIDAY. 
Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, as  only  one  public  holiday  is  to  bo 
observed  in  celebration  of  the  50th  anni- 
versary of  Her  Majesty's  accession,  the 
Government  have  finally  decided  to  fix 
Buch  holiday  for  Tuesday,  2 let  June; 
and,  whether  Monday,  20th  June,  which 
is  actually  the  date  of  such  anniversary, 
would  not  be  a  more  convenient  day  for 
the  public  generally  ? . 


The  first  LORD  JMr.  W.  H. 
Suitb)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  has 
engaged  the  serious  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  but  they 
find  it  necessary  to  adhere  to  the  ar- 
rangement they  have  already  made, 
that  Tuesday,  the  21st  of  June,  shall 
be  observed  in  celebration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Jubilee. 

REQISTBATION  OF  PARUAHENTART 
VOTERS-LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  grant  facilities  for  the  discussion 
and  amendment  of  the  alleged  unsatis- 
factory laws  relating  to  the  qualifica- 
tion and  registration  of  Parliamentary 
voters ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  consider  and  report  on  tho 
amendment  and  codification  thereof  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suite)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  not  enter  into  any  en- 
gagement with  regard  to  Parliamentary 
Business  until  progress  had  been  made 
with  the  Irish  legislation  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  annouQced  to  the  House. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  AND 
SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 
EASTER  RECESS. 

Mb.  PICKER8GILL(Belhnal  Green, 
S.  W.)a9ked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  statement  which  has 
appeared  in  the  public  Press  is  correct, 
that  the  Gtovemment  propose  to — 

"  Continne  the  sitting  of  Parliamoat  right 
through  Easter,  if  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Criminal  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  he  not  taken  before 
Good  Friday ; " 

and,  if  this  statement  is  not  correct, 
whether  he  will  now  state,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  when  the  Easter 
Becesa  will  begin  and  end  ? 

Thr  FIRST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminstor) :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  most  anxious 
to  consider  and  to  meet  the  convenience 
of  all  sections  of  the  House ;  but  they 
feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  ask  the  House 
to  give  the  Bill  lor  the  Amendment  of 
the  Criminal  Law  (Ireland)  a  second 
reading  before  they  can  propose  the 
usual  Easter  holiday— ["  Oh  !  "J— andl 
say  this,  expressly  disavowmg  any 
menace  or  threat  to  any  hon.  Member ; 
but  the  House  will  understand  that  a 
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measure  which  the  (JoTernment  regard 
as  vital  to  the  maintenauce  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland— [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 
(Longford,  K.):  Why  don't  you  hang  the 
Walkers  7] — and  on  which  they  etake 
their  own  existence,  cannot  be  postponed 
even  for  the  usual  holiday,  much  and 
sorely  as  it  may  be  needed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  asked,  whether 
it  was  intended  to  read  the  Laiid  Bill  in 
tiie  Honse  of  Lords  a  second  time  befcore 
that  Auembly  adjourned  for  the  Easter 
holidays?   

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  lam  not  able  to 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  information  which  he  requests ;  but 
I  will  undertake  to  say  that  progress  will 
be  made  very  rapidly  with  that  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  e2^>ect  it  will 
reach  this  House  before  the  Oriminal 
Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  hae  left 
it. 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) wi^ed  to  know  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Oriminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill 
not  being  taken  out  before  Uiat  time^  the 
House  was  to  sit  on  Good  Friday  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope,  Sir,  it  is 
not  necessary  to  make  any  statement 
witii  respect  to  that  day. 

Sm  QEOBGE  OAMFBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Genueman 
aware  that  it  is  stated  in  the  public  Press 
that  it  has  been  arranged  that  the  House 
of  Lords  shall  rise  the  day  after  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Land  BUl  until  the  18th 
of  April? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  acquaint 
myself  with  the  statements  in  the  ordi- 
nary organs  of  public  information,  nor 
do  I  know  what  the  arrangements  of  the 
House  of  Lords  are. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  whether  there  would  be  any,  and 
if  so,  what  interval  between  the  intro- 
duction and  the  first  reading  of  the 
Oriminal  Lav  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill  and  the  second  reading  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  there 
will  be  sufficient  interval  to  allow  hon. 
Members  to  acquaint  themselres  with 
the  contents  of  the  Bill. 

CBIMZNAL  LAW  AUBNSMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL— THE  DIVISION  ON  THE 
MOTION  OP  URQENCT. 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 

Whether  the  attwtion  of  the  Spefdser 

Mr.  r.  S.  SmOk 


had  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the 
number  of  votes  in  the  Division  List  of 
lost  Friday  was  given  as  349 ;  whereas 
only  348  names  appeared  in  the  list, 
and  whether  the  record  would  be  amended 
in  that  respect? 

Mb.  8F£A£EB:  If  that  is  so,  the 
correction  will  be  made  in  due  comae 
of  time. 

MOTIOirS, 


OBIMINAL  LA.W  AUENDUENT  (IRE^ 
LAND)  BILL. 
ICOTION  FOB  LEATB.    FIBST  BBAXmiQ. 
[fibst  nOHT.J 

Tub  OKEEF  SEOBETABT  fob  IB£- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bai^ub)  (Manches- 
ter, E.)  in  rising  to  move  for  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill — 

"  To  make  liettar  provisMm  An  the  meveatitHi 
and  poaishment  (rf  crime  in  jbdan^  and  fw 
other  purposes  relatinft  tlweto," 

said :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  perform  with  what 
success  I  may,  a  difficult  and  respon- 
sible, and  in  many  respects  a  pamfal 
task,  under  Parliamentary  ciroumstances 
somewhat  di&rent  hum  those  whidi 
have  usually  attended  those  who  have 
had  similar  tasks  befbre  in  previoas 
Parliaments.  [Gr«n  Hear,  hear!"] 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  fact,  which 
I  presume  hon.  Oentlemoi  had  in 
their  mind  when  they  gave  me  that 
cheer,  that  (or  the  first  time  we  have, 
at  all  events,  the  legitimate  Opposition 
against  us.  I  allude  rather  to  the  cir- 
cumstance that  this  debate  has  been 
preceded  by  a  discussion  on  more  or  less 
the  same  subject  which  has  eitended 
over  four  nights.  During  that  disons- 
sion  we  have  had  a  remedy  for  the  state 
of  things  eiisting  in  Ireland  which  I 
shall  have  to  put  hefore  the  House — we 
have  had  a  remedy  proposed  for  it  by 
the  legitimate  Opposition ;  and  though! 
do  not  mean  to  discuss  that  reme^ 
now,  I  wish  the  House  to  have  it  in  theu 
minds,  vhea  they  listen  to  tihe  Btatement 
I  have  to  make,  and  to  compare  it  moA. 
its  probable  efflcM^  with  the  difficnltiea 
it  IS  intended  to  iKMb.  Bight  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  lu^of  opinion  ap- 
parently that  at  this  moment  if  we  could 
alter  those  judicial  rents  which  were 
fixed  before  the  recent  fall  in  prices  we 
should  so  completely  rei^ve  all  the 
causes  of  disorder  in  Irelahd  that  we 
might  indefinitely  pQBtpQne^<^h^ua- 
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Bures  wMcli  I  am  going  to  aak  the 
Houae  to  consider.  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  recollect,  in  the  first  place,  that 
ve  also  have  propose  which  we  mean 
to  make  to  the  House  at  the  eariiest  op- 

Etrtunity,  dealing,  as  we  think,  in  a  far 
rger  spirit  with  the  land  difficulties 
in  Ireland.  I  would  ask  them  also  to 
recollect,  what  I  before  stated  to  the 
Houne  that,  with  the  same  state  of  facts 
before  iJiem,  the  Ctontlemen  who  brought 
forward  the  Ameadment  last  Tuesday 
refused  to  touch  judidal  rents  in  1885 
or  1886 ;  and  I  au  them  farther  to  re- 
collect that  even  if  the  measure  which 
they  propose  was  carried  out  to  its 
follest  extent,  it  must  do  very  little  to 
diminish  the  evictions  of  which  they 
complain ;  and  that,  if  I  might  remind 
them  of  a  concrete  case,  it  would  do 
nothing  whatever  to  prevent  such  occur- 
rences as  the  Glenbeigh  evictions,  and 
the  events  which  occurred  on  Lord 
Glanrioarde's  property.  These  occur- 
rences produced  the  most  painful  impres- 
non  on  the  public  mind  in  connection 
TiUi  evictions  in  Ireland.  That  is  all  I 
can  say  about  tiie  remedy  proposed  for 
the  present  disorders  in  Ireland  which 
the  right  bon.  (Hntlemen  opposite  have 
made  themsdves  responsible  for.  Th»te 
is  an  Amendment  diown  on  the  Paper 
to-day — ^not  pnt  down  and  not  etaad- 
ing  in  the  name  of  any  Uember  of 
the  Intimate  Opposition.  [CWm  of 
"Oh,  ohl"]  WeU,  I  beUeve  I  was 
wrong.  I  believe  we  must  now  count 
among  the  legitimate  Opposition  the 
bon.  Member  for  Oork  and  his  followers. 
But  there  is  an  Amendment  now  stand- 
ing on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  which 
asks  us,  before  we  proceed  to  consider 
tiiis  measure,  to  make  further  investi- 
gation into  the  state  of  Ireland.  I  am 
afraid  that  the  House  is  already  but  too 
well  acquainted  with  the  state  of  Ireland, 
and  it  anybody  ratEotains  doubts  as  to 
the  condition  of  that  connbr,  surely  it  is 
not  the  hon.  Uember  for  Oork  aiuL  his 
XViends.  Theyi  at  all  events,  if  no  other 
bon.  UembwBCtf  this  House,  should  know 
to  what  an  unhappy  state  that  country  is 
reduced.  They  should  know  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  as  an  artificer  recog- 
nises his  own  handiwork.  If  I  may 
judge  from  the  tenour  of  the  apeeohes 
which  were  delivered  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Front  Oppositiou  Bench 
in  the  course  of  the  deoate  which  ccn< 


eluded  on  Friday,  they  are  of  opinion 
that  we  have  no  case  for  the  Bill  we  are 
to  introduce,  because,  as  th^  think,  the 
statistics  of  crime  in  Ireland  do  not 
show  a  state  of  afiairs  so  grave  that  any 
strong  measure  of  Oiminid  Law  Amend- 
ment is  justified.  I  stated  before,  and 
I  state  again,  that  we  do  not  rest  our 
case  upon  statistics  of  agraiian  orime  in 
Ireland.  We  take  tike  view  now  tiiat 
was  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Omtleman 
the  Uember  for  Hid  Lothian  (Ur.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) — 

"That  yon  mtut  not  only  oonndar  the 
amount  <a  orime,  bat  yoa  must  take  that 
amount  into  eonrideration  in  oonjimctiui  niVb. 
ita  ^source,  with  its  iduzacter,  Koa  with  what  it 
indicates  and  what  it  meana." 

That  opinion,  which  I  have  already 
quoted  to  the  House— and  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  thanked  mo  for 
having  quoted — I  now  repeat  as  exactiy 
indicating  the  frame  of  mind  in  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  approach 
this  question.  We  do  not  think  that  the 
amount  of  crime  in  Ireland  is,  taken  by 
itself,  a  trustworthy  indication  of  the 
state  of  the  country.  Much  of  that  crime 
is  merely  in  the  enforcement,  as  every- 
body knows,  and  as  was  stated  over  and 
over  again  last  week,  of  a  system  of  in- 
timidation and  terrcffism  which  there 
prevails.  The  amount  of  that  intimi- 
dati(m  and  the  amount  of  that  terrorism 
is  no  more  indicated  by  the  amount  of 
crime  necessary  to  keep  it  in  force,  than 
the  security  which  we  derive  from  the 
law  in  respect  of  murder  is  indicated  by 
the  number  of  men  whom  it  is  annually 
necessary  to  hang  in  order  to  preserve 
oar  lives.  But  do  not  let  hon.  Gentle- 
men suppose  because  I  preface  my  state- 
ment with  these  remarks  that  statistics 
in  Ireland  indicate  a  favourable  con- 
tion  of  affairs  in  that  country  with  re- 
gard to  the  operation  of  the  Criminal 
Law.  It  is  not  BO.  Since  1845 — the  year 
in  which  the  statistics  of  agrarian  orime 
were  first  collected — there  have  been 
only  seven  years  in  which  the  present 
melancholy  list  of  crimes  has  been  ex- 
ceeded in  amount.  In  every  one  of 
those  years  was  exceptional  IegiBlati<m 
in  existence  for  the  otforcement  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  except  in  1880.  It  is 
true  that  in  1880,  1881,  and  1882  the 
amount  of  ngrarian  crimo  w&q  largely  in 
excess  nf  nnj  that  pravjiils  now.  But, 
Sir,  though  iypmf|p||^^tKree;^eara 
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of  crime  shov  not  only  a  iLost  for- 
midable list  of  snofa  crimes,  but  a  Bieady 
uureaae  durine  the  last  three  years. 
I  do  not  think  I  hare  the  statistios 
with  regard  to  the  last  three  yearn. 
In  any  case,  hon.  Qentlemmi  will  readily 
take  it  from  me.  [CW«o/ "Oh,  oh!  "J 
They  will  hardly  deny  the  statistioa 
whidi  are  in  the  hands  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House — I  shall  not  doctor 
them — they  will  hardly  deny  that  the 
statistics  of  crime  at  this  moment,  for 
the  12  months,  show  an  excess  over  the 
previous  years,  and  that  that  excess 
shows  no  sign  of  diminishing.  I  am 
{{oing  to  give  hon.  Gentlemen  the  statis- 
tics. But  those  statistics  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  are  not  the  only  statistics 
which  are  of  interest  as  showing  the 
amount  of  crime,  and  the  failure  of  law 
in  Ireland.  At  this  moment,  498  per- 
aouB  in  Munster,  176  persons  in  Oon- 
naught,  221  persons  in  Leinster,  and 
23  persons  in  Ulster  are  under  special 
police  protection.  The  number  of  pdioe- 
men  required  to  carry  out  the  apecial 
police  protecHon  Is  770,  and  some  idea 
of  the  additional  cost  thrown  on  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country  by  the  condition 
of  ^land  may  be  indicated  by  the  fact 
tiiat  each  of  these  policemen  costs,  on  an 
average,  £70 ;  and  that  the  total  cost, 
therefore,  for  extra  police  required  to 

five  the  necessary  protection  to  indlvi- 
uals  amounts  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
£55,000  a-year.  So  much  for  statistics. 
tCrM  of  "  Oh,  oh ! "]  I  am  afraid  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  resent  the  shortness  of 
time  which  I  have  taken  over  an  argpi- 
ment  on  whic&  I  do  not  rely,  they  must 
be  conscious  of  an  enormous  fund  of 
patience  if  they  contemplate  the  appal- 
Ung  length  of  the  speech  I  shall  niue 
on  arguments  on  which  I  do  rely.  We 
have  two  things  to  prove  before  we  ask 
the  House  to  assent  to  this  Bill.  We 
have  first  to  prove  that  the  law  is  not 
enforced  over  a  large  and  important 
part  of  Ireland ;  and,  secondly,  we  have 
to  show  that  the  vacuum  loft  by  the  ab- 
sence of  the  ordinary  law  is  filled  up  by 
law  which  is  not  that  of  the  Orown,  and 
which  is  not  that  of  Parliament.  In 
order  to  prove  the  first  of  these  proposi- 
tions— namely,  that  over  a  large  part  of 
Ireland  the  existing  machinery  of  the 
law  ia  inadequate,  I  will  ask  the  House 
£or  a  moment  to  confine  their  attention 
to  the  West  and  South  West  of  Ireland, 
the  Oounties  of  Mayo,  of  Galway,  of 

Mr,  A.  t/;  Balfour 


Glare,  of  Limerick,  of  Kerry,  and  of 
Oork — an  area  of  about  one-third  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  and,  roughly 
speaking,  of  about  half  of  ttiat  put  ol 
Ireland  exolumve  of  Ulster.  I  ahdU 
make  as  few  quoti^nB  as  I  can,  but  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  explain  matters 
without  making  more  than  I  oould  wish. 
I  shall  read  some  extracts  from  the 
charges  of  the  Irish  Judges  delivered 
at  the  Assizes  in  the  counties  whidi  I 
have  named.  I  shall  present  them  in 
geographical  order,  beginning  at  the 
North.  I  tahe  first  the  charge  of  Judge 
Lawson  in  the  Oounty  of  Mayo.  The 
learned  Judge  said — 

"  He  regretted  to  say  that  on  this,  the  first 
occasioii  on  which  he  had  the  honour  of  pre- 
siding in  this  Court  of  the  Ooonty  Mayo,  he 
could  not  say  anything  to  them  in  favour  of  the 
state  of  thmgs  which  existed  in  that  ooonty. 
In  his  opinion,  jnd^g  from  the  official  reports 
laid  before  him,  he  regretted  to  say  the  ooonty 
was  in  a  state  in  great  disorganisation.  It  was 
very  hard  to  say  how  long  that  state  of  things 
would  continue,  or  if  there  woold  be  any  remedy 
found  to  put  an  end  to  it.  The  present  state  ot 
things  was  morally  onsatiflfaotory,  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  reports  made  to  him,  approached  as 
near  to  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  the 
country  as  anything  short  of  oiril  war  ooold 
be." 

An  hon.  Membeb  ;  What  date  is  that  ? 

Mb.  BILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  He  does 
not  say  anything  about  orime. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALF0T7K :  The  date  of 
the  Eeport  is  March  10.  I  shall  now 
read  an  extract  from  the  charge  of  Mr» 
Justice  Unrphy  at  Ooonty  Oalway.  Ho 
says — 

"  Mr.  Fcnreman  and  G^tlemen  of  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  of  Galwar, — The  number 
of  cases  that  are  to  be  brought  before  yoo  at  the 
present  Assizes  is  very  smalt.  I  think  in  aU  it 
only  reaches  16,  and  these  offences,  as  repre- 
sented to  me  in  the  lists  furnished  by  the  (^oen 
of  this  county,  do  not  appear  to  be  <tf  a  aarions 
nature.  If  thli  letnm  ol  offraces  manifested 
or  indicated  the  condiUon  of  yonr  county  then 
would  he  presented  to  me  me  opportanity-~o( 
which  I  would,  indeed,  be  very  glad  to  avail 
myself — of  congratulating  you  on  the  conditioa 
of  yonr  county.  However,  I  regret  to  say,  from 
the  ntoms  made  to  me  by  the  In8pect<ffs  of  the 
Crown  and  the  officers  at  the  ooonty,  it  appears 
that  any  oondomon  derived  from  the  list  pr»> 
seated  for  yoor  investigation  would  be  wh(dly 
incorrect.  They  report  to  me  that  there  is  a 
complete  paralysns  ot  law,  Uiat  it  is  unable  to 
protect  many  of  the  inhabitants  in  the  exanaae 
of  their  most  ordinary  rights,  and  that  lawlna- 
nesB  is  perfectly  triumphant.'* 

I  now  pass  from  the  Oounty  of  Galway 
to  the  Oounty  of  Olare,  where  the  Judge 
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vho  preridflcl,  Mr.  Justice  O'Brieo, 
said — 

'*  I  find  1^  tiia  osasl  Tfltnraa  which  are  com- 

Eiled  1^  the  Conetabulary  that  even  with  regard 
>  the  undetected  crime  uiero  is  a  large  increase 
since  the  time  of  the  last  Summer  Assizeo  over 
the  corresponding  period  of  last  year." 

He  goes  on  to  relate  certain  horrible 
crimes  which  had  been  brought  under 
his  notice.  He  then  proceeds  to  allude 
to  a  speech  made  five  years  ago  by  the 
present  Lord  Fitzgerald  in  tluit  place, 
and  Ur.  Justice  O'Brien  says — 

"Nearly  five  vears  have  elapsed  inneettiat 
charge  by  Lord  Fitsgenl^  and  no  penon  can 
say  after  so  Irag  a  period  of  tame  this  country 
is  not  worse  off  in  every  respect — worse  off  in 
obedience  to  the  law,  worse  off  in  the  peace  and 
security  of  life  and  property,  and  worse  off  as 
regards  every  class  and  every  rank  in  that 
material  prosperity,  of  which  peace  and  aeonrity 
to  life  and  propw^  are  the  necessaiy  fonnda- 
Uons.** 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

"  AU  these  returns  which  I  have  before  me, 
and  ^  infimnation  which  has  reached  me  from 
other  qaartexs  of  an  onqnestionahly  anthentic 
character,  lead  me  to  the  ooncludon  that  law  to 
a  great  extent  has  ceased  to  exist  in  this 
county;  the  common  rule  of  obedience  which 
must  exist  in  every  civilized  State  and  which 
every  honest  and  well-diBposed  citizen  is  ex- 
pected to  perform  and  moat  yield,  if  unwillingly, 
is  abrogated  for  the  present  by  an  iofloence 
and  replaced  b^  an  influence  fatal  to  industry, 
&tal  to  prosperity,  fatal  to  every  interest  con- 
nected  with  the  welfare  of  the  community,  and 
an  influence  that  I  still  cannot  but  be  persuaded 
is  becoming  dominant  here  and  dsewhere 
through  the  want  of  courage  and  firmness  in 
meeting  it." 

I  pass  from  Olare  to  Limerick,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  hare  patience  vith 
me.   Hr.  Justice  Johnson  said — 

"  Gentlemen,  turning  to  the  list  of  r^rted 
oases  furnished  to  me  by  the  authorities,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  oonnty  presents  no  advance 
towards  peace  and  order  since  the  time  ^t  I 
lost  had  the  opportunity  of  addressing  you.  On 
the  comparative  calendar  which  is  presented 
to  me,  the  serious  offences  have  not  dimlnidied, 
but  increased.  I  find  Uiat  firing  at  the  person 
has  increased  by  two ;  assaidts  inflicting  bo^y 
harm  have  increased  from  13  to  24 ;  cattle 
stealing  has  increased  from  one  to  four ;  maim- 
ing of  cattle  has  enlarged  from  9  to  16  ;  intimi- 
dation has  doubled,  and  the  very  serious  offence 
of  arising  anna  and  levying  contribnticaiB  has 
more  than  doubled.** 

An  hon.  Ububbb:  Hot  many  vere 
there? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  He  does  not 
say  how  many.  I  amqnoting  his  ad- 
dress.  He  goes  on — 

"  I  flnd  here  that  in  no  less  than  nine  cases 
partifli  of  atined  men  '*~tbia,  periu^  aaawen 


the  hon.  Member's  question — "frequently  dis- 
guised, and  all  under  circumstances  which  en- 
able them  to  avoid  detection,  and  be  made 
amenable,  have  gone  deliberately  roaming  abont 
through  the  country  for  the  puiiMse  (rf  wreak- 
ing vengeance,  or  committing  injary  on  the 
niuortunate  inmates  of  peaceable  homes,  some- 
times, as  X  have  said,  to  the  large  number  of  30, 
sometimes  being  smaller— varying  from  two 
persons  to  30 — sometimes  thrir  visits  being  ac- 
companied with  acts  of  brutal  violence.  I  have 
a  case  before  me  where  no  ono  was  made 
amenable,  where  a  peaceable  family  were 
dragged  from  their  beds  at  night,  and  the 
women  of  the  house  cruelly  beaten.  In  another 
cose  before  me,  because  a  son  had  the  courage 
to  stand  up  for  his  father  he  was  shot  through 
the  thigh.  Now,  gentlemen,  it  is  quite  idle 
for  us  to  shut  oar  eyes  and  say  there  is  peace 
where  there  is  no  peace,  while  these  things  are 
going  on  through  the  ooontry." 

Now  I  come  to  the  County  of  Kerry. 
"  These  returns,"  says  the  learned  Judge 
in  his  charge — [An  hon.  Meubsk: 
Who  is  the  Judge?]  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien.   He  says — 

"  These  returns  present  a  picture  of  the 
County  of  Kerry  sQoh  as  could  hardly  be  found 
in  any  country  that  has  passed  the  confines  of 
natnnl  sodefy,  and  entered  upon  the  datisa 
and  tiie  relations,  and  acknowledged  obligations 
of  civilized  life.  The  law  is  defeated— peihaps 
I  should  rather  sa^  has  ceased  to  exist— houses 
are  attacked  by  ai^ht  and  day,  even  the  mid- 
night terrcnr  yielding  to  the  noonday  audacity 
of  crime;  person  and  life  are  assailed;  w 
terrified  inmates  are  wholly  unable  to  do  any- 
thing to  protect  tliemselves,  and  a  state  of 
terror  and  lawlessness  prevails  evotywhere." 

"You  can  easily  understand/'  he  goes 
on  to  say — after  giving  some  dreadfnl 
cases  of  crime,  and  the  amount  of 
damages  which  the  Qrand  Jury  hod  to 
present— 

"You  can  easily  understand  that  these 
things  do  not  at  all  give  yon  any  idea  of  Uie 
material  injury  that  arises  from  crime  and  dis- 
turbance in  the  loss  of  employment,  the  dis- 
cooiagement  of  capital,  the  injury  to  trade, 
and  the  multiplied  consequences  of  all  kinds 
detrimental  to  the  community  that  anse  from 
insecurity  to  personal  prop^y  and  life.  To 
all  these  evils  we  have  to  add  another,  and,  per- 
haps, the  worst  of  all — that  of  whidi  you  are 
conscious,  which  experience  and  obeervation 
teach  every  day  in  all  the  forms  of  social  life — 
a  system  of  nnsem  terrorism,  a  system  of  terror 
and  tyranny.'* 

I  now  come  to  the  Oouaty  of  Oork,  and 
this  is  my  last  quotation,  for  which  I 
apologize.  Mr.  Justice  Johnson  says— 
"  The  list  which  haa  been  furnished  to  me  of 
the  cases  that  will  be  submitted  to  you  for  the 
purpose  of  finding  bills  is  exceeding  small  for  a 
great  county  of  Uiis  kind.  It  connats  praoti- 
oally  of  only  14  cases,  which  are  all  crimes  or 
offences  such  as  everytme  must  expect  to  find 
in  any  agricultnxal  community,    oappy  would 
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it  "be  if  that  represented  the  real  etate  of  affairs 
in  the  county.  From  the  returns  presented  to 
me  jadicially,  which  it  is  myduty  judicially  to 
Ining  under  your  notice — from  those  returns  I 
am  unable  to  say  that  this  great  county  is  in  an 
orderly  or  in  a  satisfactory  state.  The  returns 
from  this  and  the  West  Kiding — and  they  cover 
a  period  oi  only  about  three  months  since  the 
last  Winter  AsozeB— show  that  in  a  consider- 
able portion  of  thia  great  county  people  who 
live  in  remote  and  is(uated  districts  are  sul^ect 
to  violence,  alarm,  plunder  by  day  and  by  mght 
—principally  by  mght— from  gangs  of  armed 
men,  di^;ai8ed,  who  rove  through  the  country, 
seizing  arms,  plundering  lometimea  property, 
always  with  a  ahow  of  violence,  often  accom- 
panied with  threats,  and  sometimes  with  assaults 
of  the  meanesi  and  most  dastardly  ohaiBoter, 
and  sometimes  with  grave  resalts." 

And  after  giving  the  usual  melancholj 
acoouat  of  the  crimes  to  be  brought 
before  them,  including  one  of  a  most 
horrible  choraoter,  where  a  man's 
daughters  were  dragged  out  of  bed  by 
ruffians,  who  poured  pitch  on  their 
heads,  and  cut  o£F  thor  hair  with  shears, 
he  concludes  thus — 

"Now,  as  long  as  there  is  no  security — and 
Uiere  can  be  no  security  in  the  part  of  the 
country  where  that  takes  place  repeatedly  and 
without  detection  or  possibility  of  detection — 
BO  long  as  there  is  no  security  there  is  no  order ; 
80  long  as  there  is  no  order  there  can  he  no 
peace ;  and  so  long  as  Uiere  ia  no  peace  there 
can  be  no  prosperity." 

Now,  I  ask  the  House  to  observe  that 
the  men  who  give  this  testimony  are 
not  partiKans — they  are  not  ^olitioUns 
travelling  about  the  oonntey  in  order  to 
make  up  a  good  Parliamentary  case. 
Theyare  Judges  of  the  land — Judgee  of 
the  High  Oourt  of  Ireland — who,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  duty,  feel  it  incumbent 
on  them  to  make  these  public  statements 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  counties 
through  which  they  travel ;  and  I  ask 
whether  a  more  terrible  picture  of  the 
state  of  society  was  ever  drawn — [CriVi 
of  "Oh,  oh!"]— than  that  which  is 

fiven  in  these  charges?  I  heard  one 
on.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench  op- 
posite say  "  Oh."  I  do  not  know  what 
power  of  colouring  he  may  have  at  his 
command ;  but,  if  he  could  draw  from 
his  imagination  a  picture  of  a  state  at 
society  worse  than  that  given  by  these 
Judges,  I  can  only  aay  that  I  should 
think  very  highly  of  his  skill  as  an 
artist.   That  shows  the  oondition  of  tiiat 

fart  of  the  West  of  Ireland— about,  as 
have  said,  one  third  of  all  Ireland,  and 
about  one  half  of  that  country  exclusive 
of  TTlster.  Those  charges  exhibit  the 
condition  of  public  order  in  these  dis- 


tricts.  Now,  what  is  the  power  of  the 
law  to  meet  that  state  of  tnings  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  the  other 
day— when  he  was  attacking  me — said, 
what  was  the  use  of  adding  oattalion  of 
police  to  battalion,  and  raising  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  Ounstabulary  Forces  year 
after  year ;  and  I  replied  to  him  that  it 
was  in  vain  to  raise  the  Force  if  the 
Oourts  of  Law  were  incapable  of  ful- 
filling their  elementary  official  fhcctiona. 
This  IB  the  evil  which  we  have  especially 
to  meet  It  ia  this  existing  panuysia  oE 
the  Oourts  of  Law  which  we  nave  wad- 
ally  eot  to  meet  Whence  this  panuyBifl 
of  the  Oourts  of  Iiaw?  The  first 
answer  I  have  to  give  is  that  evidence 
to  convict  is  not  forthcoming.  I  shall 
not  trouble  the  House  with  any  long 
particulars  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfes^  W.):  We 
want  the  particulars. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  dare  say  I 
can  give  enough  to  satisfy  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  the  counties  I  have  juat 
enumerated  the  number  of  offences' re* 
ported  since  the  previous  Summer  As- 
sizes amounted  to  7fi5.  The  number  of 
cases  for  which  there  was  no  due  to  the 
offenders  was  53S. 

Ma.  M.  J.  EENNT  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
How  many  threatening  lettere  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  figures 
I  am  giving  have  no  reference  to  threat- 
ening letters.  The  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  injured  persons  declined  to 
swear  any  infbrmaticm  was  422.  Bo 
terrified  were  they  by  the  system  of 
intimidation  which  prevails  in  those 
counties,  that  they  dare  not  come  for- 
ward to  give  evidence  a^inst  those 
who  outraged  and  ill-treatM  them. 

Me.  PARNELL  (Oork) :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  givinr  us  the  num- 
ber of  agrarian  offences  in  those  counties, 
or  of  all  offences  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  No,  Sir; 
these  are  the  number  of  grave  offences 
which  the  Judges  had  to  try. 

Me.  PARNELL  :  Agrarian  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  No;  not 
agrarian.  I  am  sorry  my  voioe  has 
failed;  but  I  distinctly  stated  that  I 
was  dealing  with  the  oounties  the  oon- 
dition of  which  I  have  just  described. 
With  regard  to  the  interruption  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork,  it  was  a  relevant 
one,  and  I  am  glad  he  made  it,  because 
I  want  to  say  a  word  of  explanation  to 
the  House  upon  the  twm  "agrarian 
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offenoeB"  used  in  the  statistics  before 
the  House.  There  is  no  doubt,  I  think, 
that  the  police  hare  somewhat  unduly 
restricted  the  cases  which  they  describe 
as  "agrarian."  I  make  that  observation 
simply  to  guide  hon.  Gentlemen  aright, 
because  it  makes  no  dtfiference  in  my 
case.  My  case  is  that  the  whole  of  this 
part  of  Ireland  is  sinking  into  absolute 
disorganization,  and  I  dedine  altogether 
to  confine  my  attention  to  agrarian  crime ; 
and  I  say  that  if  in  422  cases  out  of  755 
where  injuries  hare  been  infltoted  those 
who  were  injured  did  not  dare  to  come 
forward  to  gin  eWdenoe,  it  matters  not 
whether  the  crime  is  agrarian  or  non- 
agrarian.  It  shows  a  condition  of  ter- 
rorism which  this  House  is  bound  to 
de^  with,  and  without  delay.  I  have 
stated  to  the  House  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  paralysis  of  the  law.  Another 
cause  is  that  when  they  did  come 
forward  the  juries,  in  the  face  of  the 
clearest  evidence,  declined  altogether  to 
convict.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly  :  Hear, 
hear !]  If  I  gather  rightly  the  cheer 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  has  just  indulged  in  he 
highly  appxoTBS  of  uie  action  of  tiiese 
juries. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  repudiate  that  altogether.  I  referred 
to  the  action  of  thosejuriee  which  re- 
fused to  oonriot  the  Walki^B  and  other 
Orangemen. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUA :  Of  oonrse.  I 
accept  the  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  but  he  will  admit  that 
his  cheer  was  ambiguous.  I  was  very 
unwilling  to  trouble  the  House  with  a 
multiplicity  of  narratires,  but  I  must  do 
it.  r  will  give  them  a  case  from  County 
Boscommon.  A  man  was  tried  at  the 
late  Spring  Assizes  for  assault.  In  his 
charge  Mr.  Justice  Murphy  said — 

"  The  OMe  is  clear.  Ton  can  disregard  the 
evidence  if  yon  ^ease.  It  is  prafecUv  nnoon- 
tmdicted/' 

and  so  on.  After  half  an  hour's  delibe- 
ration tiie  jury  returned  a  verdict  of 
"  Hot  goilty."  Hu  Lcnrdship  thereupon 
aaid — 

"  Qantlamen,  your  verdiot  is  crattrary  to  tho 
evidence.  It  is  yonr  privilege  to  disregard  the 
evidence  and  your  oafJu." 

Here  is  another  example  from  Oounty 
Tipperary,  one  of  the  counties  which  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Mfnrl^)  told  us  was  in  a  quite 
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satisfactory  state,  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
some  after-glow  of  the  golden  age  still 
lingered.  I  will  read  some  extracts  to 
show  how  the  juries  did  their  duty,  and 
I  specially  call  the  atteotion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  to  the 
fact  that  the  cases  I  am  about  to  give 
are  not  agrarian  cases.  The  jury  do  not 
content  themselves  merely  with  giving 
a  verdiot  against  an  unpopular  landlord 
or  in  favour  of  the  evicted  tenant.  De- 
moralization has  passed  far  beyond  that 
punt  A  farmer  named  Clarke  was  in- 
dicted for  obtaining  money  by  means  of 
forged  documents  purporting  to  be  given 
by  the  agent.  The  case  was  proved  in 
the  clearest  manner. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Who  says  so? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Judge 
charged  strongly  for  conviction ;  but  the 
jury,  which  consisted  principally  of  far- 
mers in  the  same  rank  of  life  as  the 
prisoner,  disagreed.  The  next  case  is 
also  in  the  favourite  county  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  i/Lorley)— 
Tipperaty.  Two  men,  named  Fitzgerald 
and  Donovan,  were  charged  with  having 
assaulted  two  men  on  the  high  road 
near  Cappawhite,  named  Orowe  and 
.  Byan.  They  were  not  unpopular  land- 
lords; they  were  not  land  grabbers; 
they  were  not  men  who  had  taken 
evicted  farms.  Th»  eridenoe  was  per- 
fectly dear,  and  the  Judge  dliai^^ 
strongly  for  conviction,  but  the  jury 
acquitted. 

Mb.  FABN£LL  :  On  what  authority 
does  the  right  hon.  (Joitieman  make 
these  statements? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  giving 
the  House  facts  which  I  have  ascer- 
tained from  what  I  connder  an  au- 
thentic source. 

Mft.  SEXTON:  Th^  are  not  fSacts  at 
all. 

An  hon.  Membeb:  They  are  finlse- 
hoods. 

Mb.  FABN£!IiL:  What  is  your  au- 
thority ?   What  are  you  quoting  from  ? 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  say  one  woi^d  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  very  difficult 
for  me  to  secure  the  proper  conduct  of 
orderly  debate  xmless  I  hare  the  co- 
operation of  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  must 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  for  that  co- 
operation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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can  be  replied  to  enbsequenily  in  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  ex- 
actly know  what  the  Lou.  Membor  com- 
plflios  of.  I  am  reading  the  informa- 
tion given  to  me  of  an  authentic  kind, 
upon  my  reepoosibility  as  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  Here  is  another  case 
in  Tipperary.  A  man  named  John 
Hogan  

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Where  is  this 
Irom? 

MB.A.J.BALFOTJR:  He  was  charged 
with  a  most  horrible  outrage  on  a  re- 
spectable girl.  He  was  acquitted  by  the 
jury  in  the  face  of  the  dearest  CTidenoe, 
and  why?  Beoanse  he  was  a  well-known 
leader  in  that  neighbourhood.  That  is, 
no  doubt,  a  case  indirectly  connected 
witb  this  agitation.  Whether  bon.  Gen- 
tlemen have  any  reason  to  be  proud  of 
it  I  leave  them  to  consider.  The  truth 
is  that  in  Tipperary,  as  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  there  is  not  the  slightest  chance 
of  getting  a  conviction  from  a  jury  if 
either  agrarian  or  Party  questions  come 
into  consideration.  Do  not  let  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen suppose  that  I  think  that  North- 
em  juries  are  immaculate.  I  make  no 
such  assertion.  What  I  say  is,  that  the 
whole  mode  of  regulating  the  jury  system 
in  Ireland  is  one  that  makes  it  absolutely 
unworkable.  Is  tbere  any  man  in  the 
least  acquainted  with  Ireland  who  is  not 
aware  that,  if  a  case  involving  Party  con- 
siderations cornea  before  a  juiy,  and  if 
you  know  beforehand  the  pcditioal  com- 
plexion of  the  men  who  compose  that 
jury,  you  can  tell  beforehand  not  only 
what  uie  jury  will  do,  but  how  they  win 
be  divided  in  their  verdict  ?  And  I  ask 
you  whether,  in  these  circumstances,  it 
is  possible  for  the  jury  system  to  be— 
what  it  was  intended  to  be — an  instru- 
ment for  the  execution  of  justice?  I 
heard  of  a  case  the  other  day  singularly 
illustrating  the  frame  of  mind  with  which 
many  Irishmen  regard  the  jury  system. 
There  was  a  man  over  70  years  of  age 
who  applied  to  be  excluded  from  the 
panel,  and  he  was  told  that  he  should  be 
BO  relieved.  Next  day  he  returned  and 
said  he  would  rather  be  on  the  panel, 
"  for  it  might  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  serving  a  firiend." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  is  a  disgrace 
to  make  anonymoua  charges  of  that 
kind. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  charge  I 
make  is  not  against  an  individual,  but 
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against  the  system.  Let  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ^et  up  in  his  place  and  say  i^  in 
his  opinion,  the  juries  in  Ireland  may  be 
trusted  on  Party  questions  to  act  accord- 
ing to  their  oaths.  But,  Sir,  I  regret 
to  say  that  Party  feeling  is  not  the  only 
nor  the  most  tragic  cause  of  the  failure 
of  the  jury  system  in  Ireland.  Terrorism 
also  prevails.  I  heard  the  other  day  of 
jurors  in  a  respectable  position  who  had 
begged  of  an  officer  whose  duty  it  was 
to  order  some  jurors  to  stand  by  that 
he  would  include  them  in  the  jurors  to 
be  asked  to  stand  by.  The  officer  re- 
fused, but  said  that  if  they  did  not  come 
up  to  be  balloted  for  he  would  not  6no 
them.  They,  therefore,  said  that  thnr 
did  not  dare  to  take  advantage  of  tlua 
privilege,  because  they  had  oeen  can- 
vassed and  they  mast  appear.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  will  see  what  that  means.  It 
means  that  they  had  been  canvassed  by 
friends  of  some  of  the  prisoners  for  trial, 
and  were  told  what  verdicts  they  were 
to  give.  They  were  unwilling  to  violate 
their  oaths ;  yet  they  could  not  free 
themselves  from  the  tyranny  which  op- 
pressed them.  Is  this  to  be  wondered  at 
when  we  see  the  Press  of  Ireland — at 
least,  the  organs  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork— publishing  the  names  of  jnxy- 
men  who  have  given  verdicts  one  way, 
and  holding  them  up  to  public  reproba- 
tion ?  That  system  has  certainly  been 
carried  out  by  United  Ireland^  wluue 
editor  has  actually  defended  it.  Here 
is  one  sentence,  to  the  effect  that — 

"The  most  besotted  and  bloodthirsty  joror 
will,  we  fancy,  moderate  his  ea^emesa  for  con- 
viction if  he  kiiowB  there  ia  a  nght  of  ^qpeal 
from  the  dark  security  of  the  juiv-bor  to  the 
calm  jadgment  of  hia  neighhoun  in  tho  worM 
OQtside." 

There  is  exquisite  irony  in  the  words 
"  calm  judgment  of  his  neighbours  out- 
side." The  judgment  may  be  c^m,  but 
the  modes  of  enforcing  it  are  terrorism. 
Boycotting,  shooting,  and  outrage.  A 
gentleman  wrote  to  United  Ireland  some- 
what complaining  of  this  method  of  pro- 
cedure ;  and  this  remark  is  in  the  form 
of  a  footnote  to  the  correspondent's 
letter.  [An  hon.  Meubbb:  What  date?] 
The  date  is  the  11th  of  December, 
1886— 

"In  a  seU-govemed  Lrsland  it  would,  of 

course,  be  intolerable  that  men  should  not  be 
allowed  to  differ  freely  in  the  jury-box  and 
everywhere  elae;  but  m  the  state  of  chaotic 
conflict  to  wbioh  the  Engliab  role  reduces  us  he 
who  is  not  wiUi  ns  is  agmoat  us,  and  must  ex- 
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pect  to  be  dealt  with  aoowdiogly.  Ibai  U  not 
Uberty,  but  it  it  the  way  <tf  wioDiDg  it,  and  the 
only  way  within  oar  power  at  this  moment," 

What  does  this  mean  ?  It  means  that 
those  who  desire  the  separation  of  Ire- 
land  from  England  —  [Crw  of  "  Oh, 
oh  !  '*!  Does  the  hon.  Afember  doubt 
it  ?  ^e  phrase  used  is  "  a  self-gorem- 
ing  Ireland."  I  will  modify  my  sen- 
tence, because  it  does  not  affect  my 
ai|^ment.  I  say  those  who  desire  a 
seU-goTeming  Ireland  are  prepared 
to  promote  mat  object  by  exercising 
avowed  tenoxism  on  every  man  ana 
woman — on  erer^  man  who  goes  into  a 
jury-box  detennmed  on  giving  a  ver- 
dict according  to  the  eridence.  I  ap- 
prehend that  the  House  will  be  satisfiea, 
from  the  evidence  adduced,  that  the 
jury  system  in  Ireland  is  not  now  a 
workable  system.  The  truth  is  that  all 
Irishmen — those  who  are  not  terrorized 
— regard  that  system  as  a  means  of  ad- 
vancing their  own  political  objects. 
They  go  into  the  jury-box  only  with  the 
view  of  defending  a  partisan  or  con- 
dematng  the  conduct  of  an  opponent. 
So  long  as  you  have  a  system  wbich  is 
-worked  in  that  manner,  it  is  in  vain  to 
hope  that  justice  will  be  administered 
in  Irc^ind.  I  apprehend  that  having 
ahown  that  over  this  part  of  Ireland 
a  ^stemof  absolute  lawlessness  prevails 
to  the  extent  I  have  described,  I  might 
almost  rest  tiiere  the  ease  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  amending  the  Oriminal  Law. 
But,  in  tmth,  the  case  does  not  rest  upon 
that  alone.  It  does  not  merely  rest 
upon  the  fact  that  the  ordinary  law  has 
oeased  to  fulfil  its  appointed  functions. 
It  rests  not  less  largely  upon  the  fact 
that  the  space  which  the  law  ought  to 
fill  is  now  oconpied  by  the  National 
League.  Four  nights  of  last  week  were 
mainly  occupied  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  trying  to  white- 
wash the  National  Le^ue.  It  was  re- 
presented by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
as  an  innocent  trades  union  which  ex- 
isted for  the  sole  pnrpose  of  proteo^ng 
weak  tenanto  against  strong  landlords. 
If  that  were  its  obieet,  not  a  ungle  man 
on  the  Hinisterial  nde  of  the  House 
would  have  a  word  to  say  against  it ; 
we  should  accept  it  as  we  accept  the 
trade'  unions  which  flourish  in  this 
oountry.  I  do  not  deny  that  there  are 
men  connected  with  that  League  in  Ire- 
land who  have  at  heart  simply  and 


solely  the  good  of  the  tenant ;  but  in 
the  tangled  web  of  Irish  politics  there  are 
very  few  perfectly  white  threads,  and  how 
far  they  go  beyond  the  agrarian  objects 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  suppose  they 
have  in  view,  let  them  consider  the 
number  of  persons  actually  Boycotted. 
It  may  be  that  some  members  of  the 
National  League  have  only  in  view  these 
disinterested  objects;  but  we  cannot 
forget  that  the  League  leans  in  tutrt 
upon  those  dark,  secret  societies  which 
work  by  dynamite  and  the  dagger— 
whose  object  is  anarchy,  and  whose 
means  are  assaasiiiation.  Bat  leaving 
out  of  aoeoont  the  conneotion  of  the 
National  League  with  secret  societies, 
and  taking  only  a  few  short  public 
utterances  of  its  members,  I  say  that  it 
is  an  absurd  travesty  of  the  facts  to  say 
that  the  National  League  has  any  re- 
semblance whatever  to  a  trade  imion 
which  exists  merely  for  the  protection 
of  the  weak.  Let  me  read  one  or  two 
extracts  from  speeches  which  will  bear 
out  what  I  say.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Eedmond), 
on  the  7th  of  December  last,  made  this 
statement  to  his  hearers  —  [  CHm  «/ 
"Where,  where?"]— at  Oastlerea^ 
"  You  are  not  only  to  fight  for  a  redac- 
tion of  rents  " 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDUOND  (Wexford, 
N.):  I  never  nwke  at  Oastlerea. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  It  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Fennuiagh 
(Mr.  Willum  Bedmond).  He  said — 

"  Yon  aie  not  only  fighting  for  a  redaction 
of  rente,  not  even  for  your  homes  and  againet 
landlordism.  Ton  are  fig^hting  to-day  in  the 
Btru^gle  in  whioh  your  fathers  foaght,  for  the 
old  immortal  cause  of  Ireland  having  the  right 

to  govern  heri^  And  if  you  win  in 

this,  you  Bra  also  striking  a  blow  for  Home 
Rule,  the  Irish  nation,  and  fbr  the  green  flag 
of  our  people." 

rChetrt.']  Hon.  Gentlemen  appear  to 
think  that  this  is  an  innocent  quotation. 
They  forget  what  it  was  I  was  attempting 
to  prove — that  the  National  League  is 
not  merely  a  League  for  keeping  tenants 

in  tibeir  holdings  

Mb.  T.  0.  HABBINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbonr) ;  Oonsidwing  the  extent  to 
whioh  I  have  been  responsible  fbr  the 
National  Le^ne  for  the  last  four  or  five 
years,  I  claim  the  right,  in  face  of  the 
imputation  of  the  right  hon.  Gtontieman, 
to  ask  whether  this  was  a  National 
League  meeting  at  all  at  whioh  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Norih  Fermonagli  had 
spoken  the  words  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Will  thehon. 

Qentleman  deny  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Fermanagh  is  an  important 
member  of  the  National  League?  I 
apprehend  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
deny  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh  is  one  of  that  Parliamentary 
Party  which  uses  the  National  League 
aa  its  main  political  instrument.  At  the 
same  meeting  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Qalway(Mr.  Harris)  said— and  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  to  the  quotation — 

"  This  a  not  a  question  between  nnall  reduo- 
tiooa  and  large  rednctions ;  it  is  not  a  qoastioa 
of  what  a  man  is  able  to  pay  at  preoent  prices ; 
and  it  is  not  a  question  of  sympathy  for  good 
landlords  or  bad  landlords ;  bat,  my  friends, 
the  ^reat  mighty  question  is  whether  the  lands 
of  Ireland  shall  belong  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
or  whether  th^  shall  belong  to  the  enemies  of 
the  people.  I  am  not  g<Hng  to  indulge  in  a  No 
Bent  Manifesto.  But  we  pnt  a  programme  be- 
fore you  that  will  lead  to  that  result — that  will 
first  take  one  slice,  then  take  a  second  slice,  and 
we  will  keep  slicing  at  it  until  nothing  re- 
mains." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order ; 
and  I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether,  seeing  that 
theGoTemmentindiotedthe  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  for  this  speech,  and  that  the 
Judge  at  we  trial  told  the  jury  thatth^ 
must  not  consider  that  they  had  the 
speech  before  them,  as  tliere  was  no 

?roof  that  it  was  delivered  as  read  out- 
ask  yon,  Sir,  whether  a  Member  of 
the  GoTemment  can  still  produce  that 
speech  in  this  House  in  order  to  found 
luB  case  upon  it  ? 

Mb.  SPeAKKB:  This  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  Order  at  all.  It  is  done  upon  the 
responsibility  of  the  right  hon.  Gende* 
man. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUfi:  One  more 
quotation  I  shall  make  from  the  epeeoh 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Galway 
(Mr.  Sheehy).    He  said — 

"  He  would  advise  the  tenants  not  to  be  in  a 
hurry  to  purchase  their  holdings,  or  to  buy  from 
the  landlord  anything  that  roUly  belongs  to 
themselves,  and  what  was  it  in  the  land  that  did 
net  belong  to  themselves  P  It  must  he  hooeath 
the  ground." 

That  is  going  a  step  even  beyond  prairie 
value — 

•'There  were  other  purposes  they  should 
never  lose  sight  of— the  resolve  of  the  Irish 
people  never  to  lie  calmly  under  the  British 
yoke,  never  torelas  their  efforts  until  they  had 
the  green  flog  fiea  in  their  own  oountry.  They 
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should  never  for^t  that  was  the  first  object  of 
national  organization.  He  appealed  to  them  to 
remember  their  own  interests,  to  remember  th« 
weakness  of  the  enemy,  and  notfaiog  oonid  de- 
feat them  bat  their  own  cowardice.  Ireland 
expects  that  one  and  all,  young  and  old,  willjoin 
hands  og^nst  the  dual  enemies — landlmdiun 
and  the  English  Oovemment." 

Now,  Sir,  have  I  or  have  I  not  now 
shown  proof  conclusive  to  the  House 
that  the  leaders  of  this  so-oalled  inno- 
cent organization  mix  up — and  inten- 
tionally mix  up— a  policy  of  terrorizing 
and  plundering  the  individual  with  that 
of  the  disruption  of  the  Constitution  ? 
And  if  that  be  so,  I  hope  that  we  shall 
hear  no  moro  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  of  this  trade  union  theory  as 
connected  with  the  National  Les^e. 
If  this  were  a  mere  barren  thecwy — if 
hon .  Gentlemen  opposite  contented  tnem- 
selves  with  gmng  to  Ireland  and  making 
speeches  of  this  kind  which  led  to  no 
effect — I  should  be  scarcely  inclined  to 
quarrel  with  them,  and  I  should  be  the 
last  to  interfere  with  that  particular  dis- 
play of  their  energy.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, these  speeches  are  enforced  by  a 
mode  of  intimidation  painfully  familiar 
already  to  this  House,  but  over  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  shall  still  have  to 
detain  them  for  a  few  moments.  I 
allude  to  the  question  of  Boycotting.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  like  me  to  read  some  aneedotesof 
instances  in  which  Boycotting  has  been 
putinforce.  [CW^*  «/ "Go onl "]  I 
will  humour  hon.  Gentlemnt;  but  I 
cannot  alwa^  give  the  names  in  sooh 
cases  for  obvious  reasons.  In  the  West 
of  Ireland,  towards  the  end  of  1886,  a 
private  meeting  of  the  committee  of  a 
local  branch  was  held,  and  afterwards 
a  local  newspaper  published  what  pur- 
ported to  be  an  account  of  the  proceed- 
ings and  resolutions  passed.  The  reso- 
lution e  condemned  a  firm  for  supplying 
goods  to  an  obnoxious  trader,  who  was 
a  shopkeeper  who  had  supplied  the 
police,  and  calling  on  the  members  to 
strictly  Boycott  obnoxious  persons,  oa 
pain  of  expulsion. 

Mb.  W.  H.REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  reading  anecdotes 
which  imply  serious  charges  against 
certain  people  in  Ireland,  I  want  to 
know  whether  he  will  have  tiie  common 
honesty  to  -  — 

Mb.  SFEAEEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
imputation  of  a  want  of  common  hona^..^ 
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addreased  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  is 
oat  of  Order. 

Ub.  W.  H.BEDHOND:  Ur.  Speaker, 
I  did  not  

Kr.  SPEA£EB  :  Order,  order  I  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  H.  Bbduohd  remained  stand- 
ing, amid  load  cries  of  "Order!"  and 
"Name!"  but  ereotaally  resamed  his 
Beat. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  effect  of 
the  resolutions  to  which  I  have  referred 
was  that  the  traveller  for  the  firm  in 
question  was  refused  orders  by  some 
traders. 

Mr.  W.  H.  BBDMOND  :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  name  of 
the  fino  in  question  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  would  give 
the  name  if  I  ooold  do  so  with  saf  e^  to 
the  putiei  ocmoenwd.  It  is  a  respectable 
DuDiin  firm. 

Mr.  W.H.BBDUOKD  again  rose.  [CWm 
of  "  Order ! "  and  "  Name  him ! »] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOITR :  Shortly  after- 
wards the  president  of  the  branch  was 
arrested  for  drunkenness,  and  a  letter 
from  the  firm  was  found  in  his  pocket, 
addressed  to  himself.  The  letter  re- 
gretted and  apologized  for  supplying 
goods  to  an  obnoxious  individual,  and 
promised  not  to  repeat  the  offence  again. 
The  Boycotted  shopkeeper  was  renised 
a  eup^y  of  goods  by  the  firm  soon  after. 
Also  in  the  president's  pocket  were 
found  tough  copies  of  the  Boycotting 
reB(dations  which  had  been  published  in 
the  newspaper.  The  following  is  a  copy 
of  the  letter  referred  to : — 

"To  (the  president  of  branch  Na- 
tional Leagoe}.— <Ad<lreu)  .    Dear  Sir, 

—We  rMTet  very  mach  to  find  that  we  have 
given  oSenee  by  Mnding  goodi  to  a  party  in 
yoor  town  who  we  now  understand  is  in  bad 
repate,  and,  had  we  been  aware  of  it,  of  coarse 
we  should  not  have  executed  his  order,  which 
was  sent  us  bj^  poet  sod  executed  in  the  re^^nlar 
coarse  of  busineas,  and  trust  you  will  kindly 
explain  this,  not  (nily  to  your  own  branch,  but 
cause  it  to  be  exphwoed  in  neighbonring 
bnmoheB,  as  you  can  eaaQy  see  we  were  not 
to  bhune,  and,  of  coarse,  will  not  supply  his 
orders  in  future.  However,  we  trust  you  will 
have  the  matter  set  right  ftv  os,  as  we  ahoold 
be  sorry  to  give  any  oflfonce  in  any  way,  and 
oblige  yours  truly,    —  ■ 

There  are  more  serious  oases  than  that ; 
bat  that  will  soffioiantly  allow  the  powers 
of  the  Naticmal  League.  Here,  how- 
ever, 18  another  case.  In  1883  a  low- 
olasB  bntoher  took  the  grasingof  a  small 
s    farm  from  another  man,  at  a  small  an- 


nual rental,  on  the  condition  that  it  was 
to  be  surrendered  at  any  time  when  de* 
manded.  In  the  spring  of  1886  the 
landlord,  not  having  received  \d.  by 
way  of  rent  from  the  batcher,  seat  for 
the  latter  to  meet  him  at  his  house.  At 
the  same  time  he  sent  a  similar  message 
to  a  neighbouring  farmer.  At  the  in- 
terview the  landlord  said  be  wanted  the 
land  in  order  to  let  it  to  this  neighbour- 
ing farmer;  and  the  butcher  expressed 
himself  perfectly  satisfied  and  agreed  to 
surrender  the  land.  Failing  to  do  so, 
however,  he  was  dispossessed,  and  in 
October,  1886,  the  neighbouring  farmer 
took  over  possession.  At  a  fair  held  in 
the  same  month  this  fanner  was  pre- 
vented irom  buyine  stock,  owing  to  the 
intimidation  praotisfld  by  the  batcher, 
for  which,  he  was  subseqaeotly  prose- 
cuted and  convicted.  After  this  the  far- 
mer and  his  family  became  very  ob- 
noxious, and  he  was  r^erred  to  as  a 
grabber  at  a  meeting  held  in  November 
at  the  chapel-gate  after  Divine  Service  ; 
the  local  blacksmith,  who  for  years  had 
worked  for  him,  refused  to  shoe  his 
horses  any  longer;  he  had  to  procnre 
the  necessaries  of  life  from  a  place  some 
four  and  a-half  miles  distant ;  and  his 
neighbours  decline  to  hold  any  inter- 
course with  him.  At  the  end  of  1886  this 
farmer  wss  denounced  as  a  land-grabber 
at  a  meeting,  and  in  the  beginning  of 
the  present  year  be  was  being  vigor- 
ously Boycotted.  Early  this  year  one  of 
his  wmrkmen  was  hooted  and  g;roaned 
at,  and  a  few  days  afterwards  a  strange 
woman  sent  for  the  fbrmer  and  warned 
him  to  give  up  the  fiunn.  The  wife  of 
the  working  man  whe,  as  stated  above, 
was  hooted  and  intimidated,  was  con- 
fined a  short  time  afterwards,  and  the 
local  midwife  refused  to  attend  her,  as 
being  the  wife  of  a  man  who  worked 
for  a  Boycotted  person.  Was  not  that 
a  terrible  state  of  society  ?  [Laugh- 
UrS]  Does  anyone  find  that  a  ludi- 
crous incident,  or  one  for  laughter  ? 
Beoollect,  this  is  not  an  agrarian  case — 
properly  speaking — for  the  tenant  had 
voluntarily  given  up  his  farm  and  bad 
not  been  evicted,  and  this  is  the  result 
of  it.  [An  hon.  Member  :  These  are 
anonymous  stories.]  Then  I  will  take 
another  case.  Li  December,  1881, 
Laurence  O'Hara  was  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  two  yean'  rent  of  a  farm  in 
the  Filltown  district.  His  inability  to 
pay  was  due  to  intemperate  habits  and 
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idleness.  The  landlord  placed  caretakers 
on  the  farm  until  February,  1884,  when 
it  was  taken  by  Fat  Carrigan  at  the  rent 
paid  by  the  former  tenant.  Since  then 
Carrigan  has  been  rigorously  Boycotted, 
and  also  anyone  who  speaks  to  him  or 
has  any  diudings  with  him.  At  present 
six  persons  are  wholly  and  18  persons 
partially  Boycotted  for  working  for  or 
associating  with  Oanigan.  At  various 
timm  during  tho  past  tuee  years,  several 

Iiersons  have  been  sammoued  before  the 
ocal  branch  of  the  National  League  to 
answer  chafes  of  having  spoken  to  or 
worked  for  Oarrigan,  or  to  get  forgiven 
for  having  done  so.  In  many  such  oases 
the  proceedings  were  reported  in  the 
local  National  papers.  Again,  on  the 
2nd  of  August,  1885,  at  a  special  meeting 
of  the  Thurles  National  League,  sum- 
moned by  placard,  and  attended  by 
about  180  persons,  a  resolution  was 
adopted  condemning  the  practice  of  deal- 
ing with  obnoxious  persons.  This  reso- 
lution was  directedagainstThomasByan, 
owner  of  the  principal  hotel,  who  was 
in  the  habit  of  letting  oars  to  the  police 
for  oviotion  duty,  and  supplying  Emer- 
gen^ men.  In  about  a  week  Byan 
found  lie  was  completely  Bc^cotted,  and 
he  sought  for  foi^veness  by  the  National 
League;  but  in  the  absence  of  Father 
Oantwell,  the  president  of  the  League, 
nothing  could  DO  done.  Byan  wrote  to 
the  National  League  towards  the  end  of 
August,  1885,  tendering  his  submission, 
ana  offering  to  accept  any  terms  imposed 
on  him.  AspeoialmeetingoftheLeague 
was  summoned  for  the  80th  September, 

1885,  to  consider  the  case.  About  300 
attended,  and  byamajority  of  270itwaa 
dedded  that  he  was  not  8ufiB.ciently 
punished,  and  that  the  Boycotting  should 
continue  for  six  months  longer.  Another 
special  meeting  was  held  on  October  11, 

1886,  and  about  250  persons  attended. 
Byan's  submiseion  was  then  received, 
and  the  B(^cotting  was  removed.  Byan 
has  not  let  cars  to  the  police  or  buHffis 
sinoe  he  aubmitted  to  the  League. 

is  another  ease  which  seems  to  be  of  pe- 
culiar hardship.  A  man— having  made 
some  money  in  America — about  the  end 
of  October  last  year  took  an  evicted  farm. 
He  paid  a  half-year's  rent  in  advance, 
and  bought  80  head  of  cattie,  spending 
about  £300.  [  Crw  of  "  Name !  "]  No ; 
it  is  one  of  those  cases  in  which  I  cannot 
give  the  name.  The  National  League 
immediately  took  up  the  matter,  ana  a 
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priest  addressed  his  congregation  about 
the  "grabber,"  and  condemned  his 
action.  The  man  attended  this  priest's 
chapel.  [An  hon.  Member  :  What 
chapel?]  Hon.  Members  are  perfectly 
aware  mat  I  cannot  give  the  name. 
Having  refiued  to  give  the  name  of  the 
person  concerned,  I  cannot  stultify  my- 
self by  giving  any  indication  that  may 
lead  to  his  identification. 

Mb.  W.  H.  BEDMOND:  That  is  a 
slander  on  the  OatlioUo  Church. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  man  at- 
tended this  priest's  chapel,  and  after  the 
address  mud  was  thrown  at  him  and  he 
was  hooted  at.  His  servant  attended 
before  the  National  League  and  pnv 
mised  to  leave  his  employment,  and 
eventually  it  was  found  necessary  to 
afford  him  personal  protection.  Be- 
lieving he  could  not  hold  out  against 
the  Boycotting,  he  wrote  to  the  priest 
asking  to  be  allowed  to  hold  the  farm 
for  the  half-year  for  which  he  had  paid 
rent,  and  that  he  would  then  give  it 
up.  The  priest  held  up  the  letter  at 
chapel,  and  told  the  congregation  its 
purport,  and  asked  if  the  man  s  request 
should  be  granted.  Thffj  decided  it 
should  not  be  granted.  It  was  then 
agreed  to  hold  a  public  meeting  about 
the  case.  The  man  has  since  been 
rigorously  Boycotted.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Fermanagh  has  told  me 
that  I  am  slandering  the  Catholic  Ohurob. 
I  will  read  him  a  case  which  will  show 
how  the  National  League  treat  the 
Catholic  Churdi  when  the  minister  does 
not  happen  to  agree  with  them.  A 
National  League  meeting  was  held  at 
Ballinakill,  near  Woodford,  County 
Galway,  on  the  13th  of  March,  1887, 
for  the  purpose,  evidently,  of  preventing 
Sir  H.  Burke's  tenants  from  settling 
with  him.  The  parish  priest  of  the 
place  is  the  Bev.  J.  CaJligy,  who  is  im- 
popular  with  the  disaffected,  owing  to 
his  opposition  to  agitation.  A  leading 
Land  Leu^er— I^noia  Tully — in  ad- 
dressing the  meeting,  said — 

"I  am  sorry  our  priests  ate  not  with  us  to- 
day. If  thoy  were  I  wonld  have  a  word  with  one 
of  them.  The  Easter  dues  will  soon  be  oaUsd, 
and  I  would  advise  yon  to  pay  it  to  the  cam- 
paign fond,  and  let  the  old  boy,  father  CaUig}-, 
go  and  eat  the  turkeys  in  the  big  house,  xoa 
can  speak  to  him  if  yon  lik^  hnt  there  ii  no 
law  to  compel  you." 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  ministers  of 
the  Catholic  Church  who  happen  to  incur 
the  anger  of  the  Land  League  ue  treated 
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vith  Teiy  soant  reapect  hj  the  friends  of 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Here  is  the  last 
case  I  will  read.  Towards  the  end  of 
1866  a  committee  meeting  of  a  local 
branch  of  the  National  League  was 
held,  and  a  oar  drivw  appeared  before 
it,  obaq^  with  having  dnven  the  police. 
On  entraing  the  room  ae  tried  to  defend 
his  action,  and  one  of  the  members  asked 
him  to  ^gn  a  gaarantee  that  he  would 
not  drive  the  police  again.  He  refused, 
and  he  was  then  tamed  out  of  the  rooms. 
A  Boycotting  resolution  was  passed 
against  him.  He  was  Boycotted,  and 
the  demeanour  of  the  people  became  so 
hostile  that  he  subsequently  attended 
the  committee,  asked  for  pardon,  and 
promised  never  to  drive  police  again. 
He  was  refused  pardon,  and,  thereafter, 
he  oould  only  get  provisions  secretly, 
and  no  one  would  speak  to  him. 

Me.  OOBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) : 
U»  X  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— 
and  I  think  it  will  save  the  time  of  the 
House — if  we  may  take  it  that  these 
alleged  facts  came  from  the  offlciala  of 
DuUin  Oaatle,  or  from  the  correspondent 
of  1%0  Timu  newroaper  f 

Us.  A.  3,  BAI;F0UB  :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  really  suppose  I  would  quote 
nnauthentioated  extracts  from  27u  Timet, 
or  from  any  other  newspaper,  as  evi- 
dence on  which  to  ask  the  House  to  in- 
crease the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland  ?  There  is  one  more 
special  case  which  I  will  bring  before 
the  House,  because  it  shows— as  well  as 
the  anecdotes  I  have  read  to  the  House 
also  show — that  this  Boycotting  is  in  no 
sense  confined  to  cases  where  there  has 
been  eviction  of  tenants.  A  farmer  was 
Boycotted  for  having  taken  firom  a  land- 
lend  grass  land  which  had  never  been 
in  the  possession  dt  a  tenant,  as  the 
hon.  Grentleman  wdl  knows.  I  do 
not  know  whether  tiie  House  would 
deure  dut  I  should  go  minntely 
into  the  facts  of  the  case.  The  man 
paid  his  rent  in  advance,  when  his  at- 
tention was  called  to  a  resolution  passed 
at  a  convention  in  Wexford,  "that  no 
landlord's  grass  should  be  taken."  The 
House  will  observe  that  the  resolution 
of  the  League  in  this  case  was  not  di- 
rected against  land-grabbers,  or  against 
landlords  who  attempted  to  let  lands 
from  which  a  tenant  had  been  previously 
evicted ;  it  was  passed  against  landlords 
as  a  class,  and  not  in  favour  of  any 
tauuii  whatero,  and  the  peraoiu  who 


passed  it  were  acting  in  the  interest  of  a 
class  war,  and  intended  to  make  use  of 
that  resolution,  as  they  would  of  any 
weapon  that  came  to  hfuid,  to  destroy  a 
representative  of  that  landlor^sm  which, 
out  of  this  House,  hon.  Members  oon- 
8tantl;y  and  were  never  tired  of  de- 
nooncing.  But  if  anyone  denres  to 
have  an  idea  how  far  this  system  of 
B(^n)otting  extends,  and  how  the  Na- 
tional League  is  mixed  up  with  it,  I 
should  like  that  ho  would  look  at  only 
one  issue  of  United  Ireland.  I  have  here 
some  eight  or  nine  announcements  which 
appeared  in  one  issue  only  of  one  news- 
paper.  The  first  was^ 

County  Sligo— the  Eey.  P.  Lowtie,  puisli 
priest,  prfigidiog.  It  was  passed  nnanimonilv 
thai  J<An  Henry  O  " 

— win  not  venture  up<m  the  Irish 
names — 

"'ba  adopted  as  the  candidate  for  this  eleo- 
toral  division;  that  Henry  Breck  send  in  his 
resignation  at  once,  to  save  the  expense  of  a 
contest.  William  Alexander,  Sub.sheriff,  was 
the  only  person  who  conld  be  got  to  purchase 
the  hay  and  straw  got  on  a  Boycotted  farm, 
and  saved  by  Emergency  men." 

Now,  here  you  have,  first,  the  ordinary 
course  of  Boycotting ;  and,  secondly,  the 
extravagant  pretension  that  by  their 
system  of  Boycotting  theNational  League 
are  to  manage  local  elections.  Here  is 
one  ftom  Meath — 

*<  At  next  meeting,  at  Bathmore,  25th  l^rch, 
the  people  will  be  expected  to  pay  their  sab- 
Boriptions  for  the  year,  aa  a  remittuioe  is  doe 
to  the  Central  League." 

Then  here  is  one  from  Kilkenny — 

"Hie  hon.  secretary  bronght  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  meeting  that  cara  have  been  sap- 
plied  at  Clonmel  to  emergency  men  and  others, 
and  in  the  past  week  two  cars  were  supplied 
to  parties  who  were  unknown.  The  hon. 
secretary  also  brought  before  the  meeting  the 
fact  th^  iinae  last  meeting,  evicted  land  had 
been  taken.  The  gsaeral  feeling  was  that 
hunting  shotdd  be  atoj^ed." 

So  that  you  will  observe  that  the  Na- 
tional Leagne  are  determined  not  only 
that  the  land  from  which  the  tenant  has 
been  evicted  shall  now  be  cultivated,  but 
that  it  shall  not,  even  in  a  state  of  na- 
ture, serve  for  amusement,  or  for  any 
use  whatever  to  mankind.  Then  there 
is  this — 

"  At  Drimoi«,  a  case  of  land-grabbing  wtta 
postponed  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  accnied 
parties  an  opportunity  of  being  present." 

I  will  not  go  on  with  these  extracts. 
The  interest  with  regard  to  them  lies  in 
the  fact  that,  ae  I  have  said,  they  are  all 
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taken  from  one  issue  of  one  newspaper, 
and  they  show  the  extent  to  which  the 
Bystem  on  which  I  have  been  comment- 
ing extends.  If  the  House  desires  to 
know  the  extravagant  pretensions  of 
those  who  direct  this  twnble  weapon  of 
Boycotting,  and  how  far  they  go  beyond 
Uie  more  agrarian  objects  which  right 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  think  those 
persons  have  in  view,  they  cannot  do 
better  than  aimjply  look  down  the 
oolnmns  of  advertisements  in  the  same 
newspaper  with  regard  to  evicted  or  sur- 
rendered  farms.  Would  the  House 
allow  me  to  read  out  some  <^  tiie  other 
heads  or  titles  under  which  persons  are 
Boycotted  ?  They  inoluded— Oare- 
taking  on  evicted  fjums/'  "  Being  un- 
popular as  a  landlord,"  "  Acting  as 
agent,"  "Associating  with  Boycotted 
persons,"  "Supplying necessaries  to  the 
poHoe,"  "Fnrohadng  necessaries  from 
Boycotted  persons,"  "  Having  aocoom* 
modated  obnoxious  persons,"  "  Not 
joining  the  National  League." 

Mb.  T,  0.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  Might  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  woiild  give  the 
name  of  any  person  who  had  been  Boy- 
cotted for  not  joining  the  National 
League  ?  I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  mfor- 
mation  he  has  been  supplied  with  npon 
the  subject  is  perfectly  untrue. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB  :  For  "  not  join- 
ing the  National  League" — that  s^n- 
taneouB  aasoeiation  of  which  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle spoke.  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  allow  me  to  state  the  case  in  my 
own  way.  My  point  at  this  moment  is 
not  the  number  of  persons  Boycotted, 
but  the  number  of  Provinces  in  which 
the  National  League  presume  to  inter* 
fere  to  use  Boycotting  to  carry  out  their 
will.  "  Not  joining  the  National 
League,"  "  being  related  " — that  is 
being  the  father,  the  mother,  the  son- 
in-law,  and  BO  forth — "to  a  Boycotted 
person,  being  related  to  persons  who 
have  been  Grown  witnesses  at  one  time 
or  another,"  "  for  having  given  evidence 
in  any  case  for  &e  prosecution,"  "for 
driving  polioe  in  the  execntion  of  their 
Axitjt  "tot  not  voting  for  Nationalist 
eandidatesat  FoorlAw  Guardians'  elee- 
tion,"  "  for  being  appointed  teacher  at  a 
National  School,  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people,"  "  for  havine  caused  his 
Tife  to  change  herreligioni"    for  being 
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suspected  of  having  paid  rent,"  "fornot 

{layiog  rent  to  Lmgne  trustees,"  and, 
Eistly,  "for  having  obtained  oompeQa&- 
tion  for  being  shot  at."  I  am  glad  to  see 
hon.  Gentlemen  appreciate  the  hnmoui 
of  that  Well,  Sir,  the  xigjkt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  will  reooDact  that,  in  the 
earlier  part  of  my  speech,  I  dealt  prio- 
cipally  with  that  broad  bdt  of  the  coontiy 
which  lies  on  the  West  and  Sooth  West 
of  Ireland,  and  I  gave  from  the  Judges* 
charges  an  aooount  of  the  terrible  con- 
dition of  that  region ;  but  I  would  ptrint 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentieman  who  thinb 
that  the  discttders  of  Irelaad  do  not  ex- 
tend beyond  its  limits,  that  the  very 
worst  district  in  IDraland  fbr  Boyootting 
is  the  SouUi  Eastern  BiviBton.  The  Be- 
tums  of  the  number  of  Boycotted  per- 
sons are  divided  by  the  p^oe,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  well  knows,  according  to 
the  districts  of  Divisional  Magistrates — 
Western,  South  Western,  South  £a«tam, 
the  Northern,  and  the  Midland.  Well, 
the  South  Eastern— which  includes  the 
counties  of  Oarlow,  Kilkenny,  Queen's 
Oounfy,  Tipperaiy,  Waterfonl,  Wex- 
ford, and  moklow— has  a  pre-eminence 
— an  unhappy  pre-eminence — aar^^ards 

Eersons  totally  Boycotted,  over  any  other 
division  of  Ireland,  and  only  falU  abort 
by  one  of  the  grand  total,  which  indndes 
those  who  are  both  partially  and  com- 
pletely Boycotted.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gun- 
.BTONB :  Bead  tiie  figures.]  As  the  right 
hon.  Gtontieman  asks  me,  I  will  read  the 
figures.  The  number  Boycotted  in  the 
l^dland  Division — would  you  like  tiie 
oountiee  too  ? — [Mr.  GLAsaroini :  No.] — 
was  91,  the  persons  Boycotted  in  the 
Western  Division  was  124,  the  persons 
Boycotted  in  the  South  Western  Division 
was  282,  the  peraons  Boycotted  in  the 
South  Eastern  281,  and  the  persona 
Boycotted  in  the  Northern  Division  was 
58.  In  other  words,  on  the  date  to 
which  this  Return  refers,  there  were 
836  wholly  or  partially  Boycotted  in  Ire- 
land. 

Dr.  TANNER:  How  many  Protestant 
Home  RuIots  were  BOTcotted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOini:  Are  there  uj 
Fft>testant  Home  Rulers  out  of  the 
House  P  I  think,  Kr,  I  have  given  the 
House  some  idea  of  the  extent  to  whidi. 
this  dreadful  system  of  Boycetting  ex- 
tends.  One  consequence  of  it,  however, 
has  not  been  adequately  dealt  with. 
One  of  the  main  objects  ox  the  right  hoft*« 
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OoQtleman's  Land  Bill  of  1881  was  to 
give  every  tenant  ia  Ireland,  out  of 
IJlster,  a  right  of  sale  in  hie  holding. 
That  goodwill  would  amount  probabl;}r 
in  the  South  of  Ireland  to  something 
between  15  and  20  years' purchase  of 
the  rent,  and  it  was  intended  by  tiie 
right  hon.  Q^ntleman  that  if  in  any 
case  the  tenant  hod  to  leave  his  hdding 
he  shoold  have  as  <nie  of  his  assets  thia 
most  valuable  tenant  ri^ht  Bnt  Hie 
value  of  that  tenant  right  has  been 
absolutely  destroyed  by  the  National 
League.  It  is  now  of  no  use  to  the 
landlord,  and  it  has  been  taken  by  force 
from  the  tenant.  Under  the  baneful 
t^anny  of  the  National  League  a  tenant 
who  has  to  leave  his  holding,  or  who  elects 
to  leave  his  holding*  has  now  no  power 
whatever  of  selling  his  tenant  right.  It 
has  lost  all  value ;  nobody  dares  buy  it ;  it 
is  useless  to  the  man  who  has  it  to  ael\, 
and  it  is  useless  to  the  landlord  on  whose 
hands  it  is  thrown.  Indeed,  the  action 
of  the  National  League  in  this  matter 
amounts  to  an  absolute  destruction  of  a 
valuable  asset  which  was,  as  I  have  said, 
created  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  And  those  who  pretend  that 
the  action  of  the  League  is  directed 
towards  the  benefit  of  the  tenant  must 
surely  forget  that  the  most  tyrannous 
landlords  in  Ireland  have  never  done 
anything  to  deprive  the  tenants  of  their 
property  comparable  to  what  the  League 
has  done  through  their  method  of  action. 
I  have  shown  what  the  professed  objects 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Land  League  are. 
I  have  described  to  you  the  terrible 
nature  of  the  punishments  and  sufferings 
which  the  proceedings  of  the  League 
inflict.  I  have  shown  yoa  that  the  violent 
speeches  which  they  make  in  Ireland  are 
Bpeeohee  which  bear  serioos  fruit,  and 
which  have tonible consequences;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  any  Qentleman  who 
has  not  given  his  mind  to  the  subject 
can  reame  fully  the  gravity  of  the 
situation  with  which  we  have  to  de^. 
This  League  interferes  not  merely  with 
dealings  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  between  buyer  and  seller,  between 
father  and  son,  between  husband  and 
wife.  There  are  some  diseased  parasitio 
growths  which  mimicked  with  a  ghastly 
snccesB  and  healthy  organism ;  they  have 
the  same  laws  of  nutrition  and  decay, 
but  they  flourish  according  as  the  organ- 
ism to  which  thOT  are  attached — weakens 
and  pezidiee.  ooxdi  is  the  Land  Lei^e. 


It  imitates  with  a  terrible  Bdelity  the 
processes  and  operations  of  the  Courts  of 
Law.  It  has  its  own  jurisprudence  ;  it 
has  its  own  methods  of  procedure,  and 
its  own  forms  of  punishment,  and  the 
tyranny  which  results  from  this  state  of 
things  is  ghastly  indeed.  It  strikes— as 
I  have  said — at  every  relation  of  life ;  it 
does  not  spare  the  relatives  of  those  who 
have  offenaed,  and  its  influence  extends 
even  beyond  the  grave.  Doubtless 
many  of  those  whom  I  am  addressing 
ore  very  indifferent  to  the  rights  of  land- 
lords, and  are  not  very  sedulous  for  the 
preservation  of  the  Union ;  but  even  to 
them  I  would  appeal,  with  some  hope  of 
succees,  when  I  say  that  no  tyranny, 
however  grave,  no  tyranny  however 
cruel,  can  compare  with  the  anarchy 
which  must  prevail  if  you  have  at  the 
same  time  in  the  same  country  two  sets 
of  tribunals  and  two  sets  of  law — one 
the  legal  tribunal  which  gets  no  verdicts, 
the  ouer  the  illegal  tribunal  which  in- 
vests its  own  laws,  its  own  methods  of 
procedure,  and  inflicts  with  unerring 
certainty  its  own  forms  and  degrees  m 
punishment.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  com- 
pleted the  broad  outlines  of  the  case 
which  I  denred  to  lay  before  the  House. 
I  have,  I  think,  shown  that  crime 
is  uncontrolled  and  unpunished  in 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  that  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  which  are  more 
satisfactory  as  regards  the  open  com- 
mission of  crime  this  system  of  secret 
terrorism  reigns  absolutely  undisturbed  ; 
and  I  conceive  that  in  proving  these 
two  facts  I  have,  I  contend,  made 
out  an  adequate  case  for  giving  to  the 
laws  those  powers  which  they  at  present 
lack  for  fulfilling  their  functions. 
I  now  come  to  a  brief — but  I  hope  an 
adequate— description  of  the  aims  of  the 
Bill  which  Her  Majesty's  Ooremment 
propose  to  the  Hoose  to  meet  this  state 
of  things.  As  I  have  told  the  House,  the 
two  cuef  causes  which  render  our 
Oonrts  of  Law  in  Ireland  inoperative  are 
the  difficulty  of  getting  evidence,  and  of 

Fitting  verdicts  according  to  evidence, 
brust  that  the  general  provisions  of  our 
Bill  will  aid  greatly  in  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  first  of  those  evils.  We 
have  one  special  provision  directed 
towards  that  object,  borrowed  from  the 
Grimes  Act.  We  have  borrowed  from 
the  Scotch  law — a  law  under  which  I 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  deny  ihat 
it  is  poadUo  for  moi  to  be  both  nappy 
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and  free — we  have  borrowed  from  the 
Snotch  law  a  plan  under  which  it  will  be 
possible  for  magistrates  to  examine  wit- 
nesses on  oatb,  even  in  cases  in  which 
no  person  is  charged  before  them  with 
the  committal  of  a  crime.  I  need  not, 
however,  dwell  on  that  provision.  The 
House  is  familiar  with  it  as  part  of  the 
Orimes  Act  of  1882  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlranatt  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harconrt).  Then  l  oome  to  the 
question  of  the  diffioul^  getting  ver- 
dicts according  to  evidence.  We  pro- 
pose, in  the  first  place,  to  abolish  the 
jury  system  altogether  for  certain  classes 
of  orimes  punishable  by  a  certain  length 
of  imprisonment.  We  provide  that  two 
magistrates  shall  have  summary  juris- 
diction, and  a  maximum  power  of  inflict- 
ing six  months'  imprisonment,  with  hard 
labour,  for  the  following  offences : — Ori- 
minal  conspiracy,  Boycotting,  rioting, 
offences  under  the  Whiteboy  Acta,  as- 
saulting officers  of  the  law,  taking 
forcible  and  unlawful  possession,  and 
inciting  to  the  above  offences.  1  may 
say  why  in  this  Bill  we  do  not  propose  to 
interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with 
the  liberty  of  the  Press.  We  entertain 
the  hope  that  by  giving  magistrates 
power  of  Bummazy  joriadiotion  for  in- 
citing to  these  offences  we  may  be  able  to 
deal  with  that  class  of  cases,  and  prevent 
the  Press  from  being  sharers  in  these 
crimes.  Of  course,  it  will  be  felt  that  if 
the  juiy  system  has  really  broken  down 
it  will  not  be  sufficient  to  give  this  power 
summary  conviction  'wi&  the  maxi- 
mum power  of  imprisonment,  and  only 
for  those  offences.  The  graver  criminal 
would  escape  if  you  leave  the  system  in 
other  respects  unaltered.  We,  therefore 
again,  with  small  modiBcation,  borrow 
from  the  risht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby's  Act  of  1882,  that— 

"  If  ilio  Attorney  Genetal  for  IzeUnd  shall 
certify  that  a  folrer  txial  can  he  held  in  some 
other  place  in  Ireland,  the  High  Ooart  ahall 
direct  that  the  trial  ha  held  in  aome  other  place 
in  Ireland 

with  this  limitatioD,  however— a  qualifi- 
cation which  was  not  in  the  Act  of  1882 
— xuimely, 

"Thatthfi  prisoner,  it  he  csin  ahotr  ihht  n 
{iH«c  ttiftl  canngt  tm  lield.  in  Bueh  u  place^ 
dMnultm  pewBtto  uake  npronentntions  to 
Ql^06(at  to  that  dfeut,  and  the  Donrt  shrvll 
have  power  t'>  direct  iicjLordirgly-" 

Then  we  give  poww  oithep  to  the  de- 
Itmdant  or  tha  Attorney  Q<ni«nil^  ton 
ifr.  A.  J.  SalfQur 


a  special  jury  in  any  case  in  which  he 
may  think  fit,  thus  assimilating  the  cri- 
minal practice  to  what  is  believed  to  be 
the  civil  practice  both  in  England,  and 
Ireland.    But  we  are  here  met  a 
problem  which  has  exercised  the  minds 
of  other  right  fann.  (Gentlemen  who  have 
had  to  devise  some  plan  by  which, 
the  defects  of  the  jury  system  in  Ire- 
land might  be  overcome.    It  is  mani- 
fest that  intimidation  and  Party  spirit 
may  extend  to  ereiy  part  of  Irdand, 
and  need  not  necessarily  be  confined  to 
the  distoict  where  the  crime  takes  place. 
How  are  you  to  meet  that  case  ?   If  the 
change  of  venue  and  a  special  jury  are 
not  sufficient  to  secure  a  fair  trial,  what 
expedient  are  you  going  to  adopt  to 
meet  it?     [Mr.  T.  M.  Healt:  Send 
them  to  Belfast.]   The  difficulty  of  get- 
ting over  the  possibility — rather  that 
you  may  not  get  a  fair  trisl  in  any  part 
of  Ireland— is  enhanced  by  this  further 
consideration — that  even  if  you  could  get 
a  fair  trial  it  may  be  at  the  cost  of  the 
lives,  the  property,  and  the  hf^piness  of 
the  jurymen,  on  whom  yon  usten  the 
duty  of  giving  a  verdict.   We  think, 
then,  that  it  would  be  unfair  to  cast  upon 
the  shoulders  of  men,  unpaid  ud  arM- 
trarily  chosen,  the  whole  boiden  of  pre- 
serving the  fabric  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.    We,  therefore,  have  been 
obliged  to  devise  some  means  by  which 
the  very  gravest  class  of  offences  ma^  be 
tried  by  some  other  means  than  a  jury 
trial  in  any  part  of  Ireland.  The  method 
by  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  attempted  to  meet 
this  difficulty  was  by  having  a  trial  by 
Judges  withoot  a  jury — Judges  selected 
from  the  Irish   Bench.     The  Irish 
Judges,  it  is  no  secret,  very  strongly  ob- 
jected to  that  expedient,  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  they  were  wrong. 
At  all  events,  this  is  not  the  expedient 
which  we  tiiink  right  to  adopt.  We 
prefer  to  retain,  as  far  as  we  oaDy  the 
spirit  and  principle  of  the  jury  system— 
so  long  as  that  jury  system  can  be  ap- 
plied with  some  hope  of  obtaining  a  fair 
verdict ;  and       therefinre,  under  cer- 
tain limits,  whi<di  I  will  presentlj  de- 
scribe, propose  tliattbe  Attorncv  GMtn^ral 
for  Englaiiii  and  the  Attorney  ^ietit-ral 
for  Ireland  to^-etlier  may  cetUfy  tliat  a 
fairer  triiil  ftm  be  had  in  Eoglftud  ;  aud 
then,  uinl'.^r  tha  eame  coniiitionB  as  to 
trials  as  aro  to  exist  ia  regard  to  ofaa^ige 
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cording  to  the  certificate,  be  held  in 
England.  [An  hon.  M bubeb  :  In  vhat 
part  of  England?!  The  name  of  tiie 
place  will  be  in  the  certificate.  We 
are  not  of  opinion  that  this  proposal  in 
any  sense  violates  the  spirit  of  the 
Criminal  Law ;  but  we  are  rather  of 
opinion  that  it  Tiolates  it  infinitely 
less  than  the  plan  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby. 
We  are  aware  that  in  certain  circum- 
stances it  might  be  a  hardship  to  a  pri- 
soner to  be  tried  in  England — that  a 
prisoner  might  not  be  able  to  convey  his 
witnesses,  solicitor,  and  counsel  from 
Ireland  to  England.  Therefore  we  pro- 
vide in  the  BiH  that  Irish  counsel  shall 
be  allowed  to  practise  in  English  OonrtB, 
and  also  that  ue  State  sh^  provide  the 
neoessaiy  f nnds  for  oonveying  both,  wit- 
nesses and  lawyers  to  Lcmdon. 

An  hon.  ICbhber:  What  abont  the 
fees  ?  What  is  the  scale  of  fees  f 

Mr.  T.  M.  HGALY:  I  hope  we  get 
a  good  retainer. 

Kb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
ought  not  to  complain  at  all  of  that 
now.  Sir,  this  proposal  we  intend  to 
confine  to  certain  specified  crimes. 
From  this  list  of  crimes  we  have  care- 
fully excluded  everything  which  can 
possibly  be  conceived  to  have  a  political 
complexion.  We  have  excluded,  there- 
fore, treason,  treason-felony,  sedition, 
and  seditious  libel.  The  OTime  can  be 
tried  in  Ei^and  if  it  be  shown,  and 
only  if  it  can  be  shown,  that  a  fair 
trial  cannot  be  had  in  Ireland,  or  that 
the  jurymen  are  in  fear  of  their  lives 
and  property  from  such  a  trial.  The 
only  crimes  to  which,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  propose  to  apply  this 
provision  are  murder,  attempt  to  murder, 
aggravated  crimes  of  violence,  arson, 
and  breaking  or  firing  into  dwelling - 
honses.  As  I  said  before,  we  conceive  that 
by  limiting  our  proposal  in  this  way,  and 
by  preservingto  the  prisonerthe  privilege 
01  being  tried  before  an  impartial  jury, 
we  do  much  more  to  carry  into  effect 
the  spirit  of  the  English  Criminal  Law 
than  we  should  do  by  providing  instead 
some  machinery  analogous  to  that  which 
was  passed  into  law  at  the  instance  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  I^by.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  a  fiirther 
limitation  which  applies  to  every  one  of 
the  provisions  I  have  enumerated  to  the 
House.  We  recognize— and  we  gladly 


recognize— that  there  are  parts  oi  Ire- 
land in  which  crime  and  lawlessness, 
and  intimidation,  and  disregai'd  of  the 
law  of  the  land  are  not  in  such  a  state 
as  to  necessitate  such  a  stringency  of  the 
Criminal  Law ;  and,  therefore,  we  have 
provided  that  the  provisions  I  have  read 
shall  only  have  appIicaUon  in  those  dis- 
tricts which  are  proclaimed  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant. 

Mr.  W.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Car- 
diganshire) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  whether  it  is  in  contemplation 
to  establish  any  uniform  system  of  panel- 
striking  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1  do  not 
object  to  the  interruption ;  but  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  I  should 
serve  no  good  ^uroose  b^  going  into  de- 
tails of  that  kind  at  this  stage  of  the 
diaons^on.  If  I  can  give  the  House  an 
adequate  idea  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Bill,  I  shall  be  satisfied ;  and  I  hope 
that,  so  far  as  I  have  gone,  I  have  suc- 
ceeded in  doing  so.  So  far,  we  hope  we 
have  made  adequate  provisions  for  se- 
curing that  the  Courts  shall  give  verdicts 
according  to  the  evidence  ;  and,  one  of 
the  great  objects  which  we  have  in  view 
being  to  insure  the  adequate  punishment 
of  those  who  exercise  intimidation,  and 
as  the  various  combinations  with  which 
Ireland  is  cursed  chiefly  carry  out  their 
purpose  by  means  of  intimidation,  we 
are  not  without  hope  that  these  clauses 
will  be  Bufitoient  in  themselves  to  strike 
effectually  at  any  unlawful  association 
or  combination  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
timidation. But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
felt  that  we  should  not  be  JustiBed  in 
leaving  the  Executive  absolutely  power- 
less to  deal  with  such  associations  in  the 
event  of  the  failure  of  our  plan  for  the 
establishment  of  summary  jurisdiction. 
We,  therefore,  have  introduced  clauses 
which  we  think  will  have  the  effect  of 
dealing  with  the  case  of  dangerous  asso- 
ciations. The  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
will  have  power — under  certain  limi- 
tations which  I  will  describe— to  make 
it  an  offence  against  this  Act  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  an  association  for 
the  commission  of  crime,  for  carrying  on 
oj^erations  for  or  by  the  commission  of 
crime,  for  encouraging  or  aiding  persons 
to  commit  crime,  for  promoting  or  in- 
citing to  acts  of  violence  or  intimidatioa, 
or  for  interfering  with  the  administration 
of  the  law  or  disturbing  the  miuntenance 
of  law  and  <»^.  Bat  we  are  of  opinion 
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that  these  powers — which  we  think  ne- 
oasaary,  but  know  to  be  extreme— should 
be  exercised  only  under  limitations  which 
we  do  not  propose  to  apply  to  the  rest  of 
the  Bill.  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  accord- 
ing to  our  proposal,  may  make  a  Fro- 
clamation  making  such  associations  il- 
legal. If  Parliament  be  sitting  at  the 
time,  the  Proclamation  must  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  within 
seven  days  from  the  time  it  is  made ; 
and  if  Parliament  be  not  sitting  it  must 
be  summoned  forthwith  in  order  that 
the  Proclamation  may  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  within  seven  dAys  of  its  meeUng. 
If  either  House  of  Parliament  Bhallj 
under  &08e  circumstanoes,  present  an 
Address  to  the  Orown  jpractually  con- 
demning the  Pfoolomation,  it  will  b«  of 
no  force. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  to  save 
the  Orange  Society  when  the  Liberals 
come  in. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  When  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  has  issued  bis  ProcU' 
matioa,  be  may  choose  certain  specified 
districts  in  which  it  is  to  have  effect. 
The  Proclamation  will,  in  itself,  extend 
potentially  to  the  whole  of  Ireland ;  but 
we  hope  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
extend  it  in  practice  or  put  it  in  foroe  all 
over  the  country.  Thwe  are  districts,  I 
have  no  doubt,  where  the  Land  League 
is  a  perfectly  innoouons  association ;  but 
there  are  districts  where  it  is  a  onrse  to 
civilization.  We  do  not  propose  to 
make  it  binding  on  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, because  he  thinks  that  the 
National  League  or  some  other  dan- 
gerous association  ought  to  be  put 
down  in  one  district— we  do  not  pro- 
pose to  make  it  binding  upon  him  to 

Jut  it  down  in  every  other  district  in 
reland.  I  think  I  have  explained,  I 
trust  clearly,  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
we  propose.  As  I  have  explained  that 
the  application  of  the  Bill  may  be  limited 
in  point  of  space,  we  do  not  propose 
that  the  measure  shall  be  limited  in 
point  of  time.  We  do  not  propose  to 
put  it  in  the  power  of  any  Goremment 
to  compel  their  Successors  to  have  to  con- 
uder  uie  condition  of  Ireland  at  a  time 
when  it  may  be  perfectly  impossible, 
through  Parliamentary  exigencies,  to 
cany  out  thnr  plans.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  will  care  to  learn  the 
distinctioDS  between  this  Bill  and  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby.  The  main  distiao- 


tions  are  these — ^his  Bill  was  limited  in 
point  of  time,  and  ours  is  not ;  his  Bill 
was  not  limited  in  point  of  space,  while 
ours  is  or  may  be ;  we  have  added  to  the 
o£fenceB  which  can  be  dealt  with  sum- 
marily criminal  conspiracies  in  support 
of  Boycotting,  and  Whiteboy  offences 
and  incitements  to  commit  them.  We 
have  given  to  the  prisoners  what  the 
Bill  of  the  right  han.  Gentleman  did  not 
give — a  power  to  protest  against  the 
change  of  venue;  anB,  whereas  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propped  to  deal  in  cer- 
tain oases  with  certain  offences  by  Special 
Oommission,  we  prefer  to  ntain  the  j  ury 
system  and  to  deal  with  tiiem  by  change 
of  venue  to  England.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  certain  powers  in  his 
Bill  which  we  omit— certain  laws  re- 
lating to  strangers,  and  certain  clauses 
dealing  with  the  Press.  These  are  the 
main  distinctions  between  us  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  think  all  the 
differences  which  separate  our  Bill  from 
his  are  improvements.  Some  of  them 
go  in  the  d^ection  of  strengthening  the 
Bill.  The  migority  go  in  ulb  direction, 
not  of  making  the  Bill  more  efficient, 
but  of  making  it  more  equitable  in  point 
of  working  to  any  prisoners  who  may  be 
tried  under  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  1^ 
my  case  before  the  House.  I  hare  ex- 
plained our  Bill  to  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  told  us  on  Thunday  night 
that  our  Bill  was  a  Bill  for  nuttug 
down  agitation.  Our  Bill  is  a  Hll,  not 
for  putting  down  agitation,  but  for  en* 
forcing  the  law.  The  law  which  we 
wish  to  enforce  is  not  the  law  specially 
or  particularly  which  r^pilates  the  re- 
lations of  landlord  and  tenant.  The 
law  we  seek  to  enforce  is  the  law  which 
gives  in  this  country  and  every  civi- 
lized country  security  to  private  indi- 
viduals. It  is  the  law  which  prevents 
your  pocket  being  picked  and  your  head 
being  broken ;  it  is  the  law  which  en- 
ables you  to  go  home  with  some  seoori^ 
that  midnight  marauders  will  not  invade 
your  house,  fire  into  your  dwdling, 
possibly  riioot  you,  possibly  drag  your 
wives  and  dau^ters  out  of  bed.  There 
are  those  who  talk  as  if  Lnshmen  were 
justified  in  disobeying  the  law  because 
the  law  comes  to  them  in  a  foreign  garb. 
I  see  no  reason  why  any  locu  colour 
should  be  given  to  the  Ten  Command- 
ments. But,  lastly,  the  laws  which  the 
GoTemment  seek  to  eafozoe  are  the  laws 
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which,  aa  far  OB  I  know,  are  the  same 
in  every  oirilized  eonntrjr  which  even 
pretends  to  a  eUminerinf^r  of  civilization. 
[Mr.  T.  M.  Hbalt  :  What  about  the 
Whiteboy  Acts  ?]  Nor  do  I  think  that 
any  regud  to  local  prejudices  in  Ireland 
need  induce  us  to  treat  leniently  those 
who  shoot  a  man  for  no  other  offence 
than  that  he  is  suspected  of  a  desire  to 
pay  part  of  his  rent.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  we  are  approaohins;'  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject  under  venr  peculiar 
difficulties.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  fbr  Mid  Lothian  told  us 
that  never  before  in  the  history  of  Crimes 
Acts  did  the  legitimate  Opposition  set 
themselves  against  the  legitimate  Oo- 
Tomment  of  the  day. 

Mil  W.  £.  QL  ABSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  What  I  siud  was,  that 
the  Qovemment  of  the  day  had  never 
proposed  coercion  without  knowing  that 
they  would  have  the  support  of  both 
Parties  in  the  House. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB :  I  accept  the 
correotion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  do  not  retort  upon  him,  though  I  think 
I  might,  as  he  retorted  upon  me,  that  he 
had  forgotten  his  own  apeeoh.  At  all 
events,  we  have  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  three- sevenths  of 
the  House  of  Oommona  are  opposed  to 
the  Government  on  this  oooaaion.  It  is 
quite  true  that,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  this  oonntiy,  the  victims  of 
oppression,  of  ootrage,  of  murder,  have 
called  upon  the  Government  to  protect 
ihem,  and  that  Government  has  not  been 
supported  by  the  English  minority.  But, 
Sir,  we  do  not  take  the  view  apparently 
now  t^enby  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  our  conduct  in  this  matter  is  to  be 
regulated  by  the  views  of  the  Opposition. 
If  they  fail  in  their  duty — as  I  think 
they  are  failing— that  is  no  reason,  and 
that  shall  be  no  reason,  why  we  should 
not  do  our  duty.  This  may  support  us, 
or  it  may  not  support  us;  but  we  should 
be  utterly  failing  in  the  fbst  and  elemen- 
tary duty  of  Government  if,  through  any 
fear  of  Parliamentary  opposition,  or  any 
dread  of  a  hostile  majoricy,  we  were  to 
neglect  or  defer,  for  one  ungle  day,  the 
answer  to  the  appeal  which  oomes  up  to 
us  from  every  p»t  of  disturbed  Ireland. 
Sir,  this  will  be  my  last  word.  Many  of 
those  who  are  most  devoted  in  the  mnBB 
of  liberty  pay  but  a  oald  and  frigid  ra- 
Bpeot  to  the  cauAe  of  order.  X  will  not 
aak  whether,  under  some 


these  two  great  principles  are  or  are  not' 
ever  opposed ;  but  I  will  say,  and  say 
boldly,  that  in  this  case  they  are  united, 
and  that  if  I  appeal  to  one  rather  than 
to  the  other,  it  is  in  the  cause  of 
liberty  that  I  ask  this  House  to  support 
us  in  breaking  the  yoke  under  which 
so  large  a  part  of  Ireland  is  now 
groaning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  better  provision  for  the  prevention  and 
puniBhment  of  Crime  in  Ireland  :  and  for  otiier 
parposes  relating  thereto." — (Jfr.  Arthur  Bal- 
four.) 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  rise  under  droum- 
stances  of  the  greatest  difficulty  to  reply 
to  the  speedi  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
which  has  been  pndonged  over  sach  a 
considtorable  length  of  time  to  so  late  an 
hour  of  this  evening.  Towards  the  close 
of  his  speech  he  informed  the  House  cf 
certain  di£Ferences  which  seemed  to  him 
to  distinguish  his  Bill  from  the  Bill  in- 
troduced some  years  ago  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroourt).  There  was,  however,  one 
difference  which  he  omitted  to  mention. 
The  Bill  which  was  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  in  1882 
passed  into  law ;  the  Bill  which  is  now 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  will  never  pass  into  law.  If  I 
bweved  that  the  people  of  England— I 
will  not  sa^  the  lumbers  of  this  House 
— ^if  I  believed  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  be  capable  of  passing  into 
law  such  a  Bill  as  that  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  would  give  up 
for  ever  the  hope  of  seeing  these  two 
peoples — the  ^glish  and  the  Irish 
people — shaking  hands  and  uniting  in 
peace  in  a  common  brotherhood.  It  is 
the  old,  old  story  again.  For  700  years 
these  two  peoples  have  hated  each  other, 
and  have  struggled  against  each  other, 
and  many  a  bitter  and  sorrowful  thing 
hai  occurred  at  both  sides  out  of  that 
long  and  terrible  struggle;  and,  now  after 
these  hundredsof  years  in  the  87th  year 
of  the  pretended  Union,  what  is  the 
best  proposal  that  can  be  made  for 
bringing  peace  between  the  two  nations  ? 
It  is  that  Act  by  which  the  Government 
of  Ireland  has  suppressed  in  Ireland 
every  liberty  for  wnich  the  people  of 
Eogland  thomselvca  hold  dear,  and  did 
not  hesitate  to  £ght,  and  to  fight  against 
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the  Throne,  in  daya  gone  by.  The  best 
proposal  that  England  can  make  for  the 
Government  of  Ireland  now,  at  this 
period  of  the  19th  century,  is  to  suspend 
every  liberty  that  is  dear  to  every  man 
who  is  not  a  slave  in  his  heart,  and 
suspend  them,  too,  without  any  limit  aa 
to  time.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  I  would 
not  put  the  right  hon.  dentleman  to  the 
trouble  of  bringing  me  over  to  the  Old 
Bailey  to  be  tried,  as  I  see  he  has  ex- 
empted criminal  conspiracy,  but  I  would 
fall  back  upon  methods  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Criminal  con- 
spiracy is  not  exempted  from  offences  to 
be  tried  in  England. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  thought  you  said  it 
vas.  But  if  tHs  Oode  of  laws,  tbe 
worst  ever  proposed,  or  dared  to  be  pro- 
posed, by  any  Minister  of  England  before 
— if  this  Oode  of  laws  should  receive  the 
sanction  of  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  I,  for  one,  would  abandon 
public  agitation,  and  would  consider 
myself  at  least  a  slave,  if  I  were  to  agi- 
tate publicly  under  such  circumstances. 
I  would  do  either  of  two  things—I 
would  either  leave  for  ever  a  country 
where  no  freeman  could  live,  unless  like 
a  slave ;  or,  if  the  people  were  able  and 
willing,  I  would  be  proud  and  happy  to 
lead  tnem  into  battle  against  sucb  an 
infamous  system.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  talked  of  civilised  people  ap- 
proving of  his  Bill.  I  say  uiere  as  not 
a  oiviliced  people  on  this  earth  who 
would  not  sympathize  with  any  and 
every  effort  a  people  like  the  Iriut  could 
make,  or  dared  to  make,  or  would  bo 
justified  by  their  resources  in  making, 
to  resist  so  hateful,  so  infamous,  and  eo 
oppressive  a  law.  One  thing  I  am  cer- 
tain of,  and  I  warn  you  here  of  it,  that 
though  the  resources  of  the  Irish  people 
are  too  limited,  as  compared  with  those 
of  England,  to  oppose  your  tremendous 
power,  though  they  may  be  downtrodden 
and  disorganized,  and  crushed  under  the 
iron  heels  of  your  overwhelming  Con- 
stabulary and  military,  so  as  to  be  seem- 
ingly to  submit  like  cowards  and  slaves 
to  such  a  Code  of  laws  as  this  before  the 
House,  they  never  would,  and  will  only 
wait  until  an  opportunity  comes  for 
BtriUng  back  against  you.  If  I  beUered 
we  were  in  the  same  position  now  with 
regard  to  the  people  of  England  as  we 
stood  in  seven  years  ago,  when  this  pre- 
gent  straggle  oommen(»d,  I  would  despur 
<d  ever  burying  the  hatchet  and  awoid 
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between  tho  two  nations.  But,  Sir,  it 
is  a  good  thing  for  England,  as  well  as 
for  Ireland,  tnat  there  sits  upon  these 
Benches  a  body  of  men  who  represent 
the  convictions  of  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country ;  and  who,  if  I 
am  not  greatly  mistaken  by  the  expres- 
sions of  sympathy  and  kindness  I  have 
received  from  them  in  private  life,  are 
prepared  to  stand  by  us  to  the  utmost 
which  Parliamentary  law  will  allow  us 
in  resisting  and  opposing  a  system  which 
can  have  only  ooe  result— the  disor- 
gauization  of  sooiety  in.  Ireland  and  the 
driving  back  of  uie  people  of  Ireland 
to  thine  sad  methods  which  remlted  in 
80  mtt<^  bhradshed  in  the  past.  The 
right  hon.  Gendenuui  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  has  told  the  House  that 
the  Bill  he  is  going  to  introduce  will 
not  be  limited  in  point  of  time.  No,  Sir, 
it  will  not  be  limited  in  time.  You  cannot 
Iim.ii  nought-^you  cannot  limit  nothing. 
The  Bill  must  first  come  into  existence 
before  any  limit  can  be  put  to  it  as  to 
time,  it  must  be  passed  before  it  has 
any  operation  at  all ;  and  I  am  greatly 
mistaken,  and  shall  be  greatly  surprised, 
notwithstanding  the  Government  has 
now  a  majority  at  its  back,  if  it  ever 
succeeds  in  dragging  its  hateful  carcase 
through  all  the  stages  of  this  House.  I 
will  imt  waste  time,  Sir,  in  going  into 
the  details  of  this  Bill.  The  Qomm- 
ment  appear  to  hare  cuUed  from  the 
whole  of  the  86  Ooerdon  Acts  that  have 
gone  before,  the  very  worst  prorisioDs, 
and  united  ikem  with  provisions  of 
such  stringency  which,  so  far  as  my 
historicalreading  goes,  were  never  before 
proposed  by  any  previous  Coercion  Go- 
vernment. I  will  say,  Sir,  before  I 
proceed  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  cose 
which  the  Government  have  endeavoured 
to  make,  it  seems  to  me  extraordinary 
that  English  Oonservative  Gentlemen 
will  not  pause  and  reflect  now,  after 
seven  years  of  the  later  stages  of  this 
bitter  struggle,  on  the  fact  which  has 
been  repeatedly  told  them  by  a  late 
Chief  Governor  of  Ireland,  that  aher 
three  Coercion  Acts  of  the  Bererest 
stringency  have  been  passed  by  this 
Honae,  and  one  of  th«n  adminiatorad 
by  a  man  of  very  different  mettle  from 
the  present  Governor — that  the  Chief 
Secretary  i^ould  be  obliged  to  get  up 
and  state  that  the  condition  of  the 
country  is  infinitely  worse  than  ever  it 
was  befwe,  and  that  these  CkMscioa 
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Aots  odI;  made  the  people  more  em- 
bittered against  English  rule.  That 
certainly  ought  to  make  men  ponder 
seriously  when  another  Ooercion  Bill 
is  brought  forward.  An  hon.  Member, 
the  other  night,  said  he  denied  the  Grimes 
Act  had  been  a  failure— he  declared 
that  it  had  put  down  crime,  but  what 
does  Lord  Spencer  say,  the  man  who 
administered  the  Act  ?  He  declared,  in 
several  speeches  in  England— and  I  read 
them  all  very  oarefally — that  though  by 
the  Crimes  Act  activeW  and  sererely 
administwedr  he  had  rednoed  tiie  amount 
<A  crime  in  Ireland  to  a  certain  extent, 
there  was  no  improvement  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people,  or  in  their  feelings 
towards  England  ?  No.  Lord  Spencer 
declared  during  the  three  years  the  Act 
was  in  force  he  found  the  hatred  to 
English  rule  had  increased,  the  disafiec- 
tion  to  the  law,  and  the  disorganization 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  be  greater 
when  he  left  Ireland  than  when  he  took 
up  the  reins  of  (Government.  Those  are 
Lord  Spencer's  own  words ;  and,  Sir, 
before  I  leave  this  position  of  Lord 
Spencer's  administration  of  the  law,  may 
I  say  this — Lord  Spencer  was  our  enemy 
while  in  Ireland,  bat  I  aay  this,  that  he 
faced  uB  with  the  courage  of  a  man, 
and  while  there  in  Ireland  he  did  his 
duty  manfully  and  well,  and  passed 
tiiroagh  an  ordeal  compand  to  which 
the  hottest  battle  was  bat  a  trifling 
matter.  Be  believed,  whether  true  or 
not  I  cannot  say,  that  his  life  was  not 
safe  day  or  night,  and  going  into  battle 
compared  with  that  is  as  nothing ;  and 
sneers  at  Lord  Bpeacer  come  very  ill 
from  Qentlemen  on  that  Bench  who 
knew  nothing  of  the  dangers  which  lie 
before  them.  [Crin  of  "A threat!" 
from  tht  Minitterial  £9Hehs$J]  I  make 
no  threat.  I  have  merely  replied  to 
the  sneer  cast  the  other  night  at  Lord 
Spencer;  because  it  was  said  he  had 
gone  back  on  his  own  words — had  gone 
back  on  the  poUot  he  had  tried  to  carry 
out  in  Lreland.  Such  a  sneer  comes  very 
badly  from  the  Treasn^  Bench.  Lord 
Spencer  never  flinched  in  exercising  the 
powers  which  were  given  him,  and  he 
showed  a  courage— whatever  the  re- 
sult may  have  been — iu  wliich  I 
am  sure  he  will  not  bo  imitiiKrI 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oiip'jnn", 
I^t  me  now.  Sir,  go  for  a  fen-  miaulQ^ 
into  the  case  made  hy  th^  '^^fi^^ 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Chief 


for  Ireland  for  this,  the  87th,  and  greatest 
of  all  Coercion  Acts,  which  is  to  last  for 
all  time,  which  is  to  crown  the  great 
ediflce  and  seal  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  by  declaring  to  the 
world  that  that  Union  can  only  be  held 
together  by  depriving  the  inhabitants  of 
Ireland  of  every  one  of  the  liberties  that 
any  brave  man  would  fight  for.  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  who  have  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman, 
have  they  heard  any  ca«e  made  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  for  such  a 
drastic  Bill  as  this,  or  for  any  Ooendon 
Bill  at  all?  I  declare  most  solemnly 
that  as  I  sat  and  listened  to  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  my  wonder  grew  piece 
by  piece,  for  s  more  disreputable,  a 
more  wretched,  and  a  more  miserable 
attempt  at  making  a  case  for  a  Coercion 
Act  I  never  heard.  I  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  this — if  he  will  allow  me  to 
take  his  place  on  that  Bench  for  half-an- 
hour  I  would  make  a  ten  times  better 
case  for  a  Coercion  Act  from  my  own 
knowledge.  I  do  not  den;  that  there  is 
some  crime  and  some  trouble  in  Ireland  ; 
hut  I  say  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
not  proved  the  necessity  for  a  Coercion 
Act.  He  stands  up  here  and  reads  a  lot 
of  anonymous  stuff  about  crimes  in  Ire- 
land, BuppUed  to  him  by  permanent 
clerks  in  Ireland,  and  he  cannot  answer 
a  single  question  in  relaticm  thereto. 
He  dependia  upon  Government  offloiala 
in  Dublin  Castle  to  make  up  the  un- 
founded and  wretched  trash  he  has  pro- 
duced ;  and  the  only  thing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  succeeded  in  proving 
is  that  he  knows  absolutely  nothing  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  tbis  Chief  Se- 
cretary of  a  fortnight  or  so.  He  only 
spoke  what  he  was  told.  But  suppose 
that  all  his  facts  were  admitted,  what 
do  they  amount  to?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  specifically  refused,  at  our 
invitation,  to  into  we  question  of  the 
statistios  of  onme  in  Irdand,  and  why  ? 
Because  th^  would  have  shown  what 
his  Predecessor  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  stated  at  Bristol  not  long  ago — 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  in  respect 
of  crime  was,  with  the  exception  of  two 
districts,  icaproT7Dg,  It  is  unparalleled 
in  the  history  of  the  86  Coercion  Acta 
thfit  tf>'>  r'hii  f  'J  '  -rr  f  LTj  for  Ireland 
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Judges,  who,  he  said,  were  notoriouslj 
fair-minded  and  unbiassed  men,  who 
were  not  making  up  a  political  case  for 
coercion.  I  beg  leave  to  take  issue  u^n 
that  point.  A  most  extraordinary  thing 
is  that  in  the  case  of  every  Coercion  Act 
the  charges  of  certain  Judges  were  ready 
for  the  dovernment  to  assist  them  in  ap- 
plying for  coercive  powers  for  Ireland. 
But  what  did  these  Judges  say  ?  Judge 
Lawson — and  this  affects  the  Division  I 
represent — stated  that  the  condition  of 
Mayo  could  not  be  distinguished  from  a 
condition  of  actual  revolution  or  civil 
war.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  care- 
fully avoided  ^vin^  the  House  a  Betum 
of  outrages  on  which  that  cha^  was 
based.  I  am  well  acqaainted  with  the 
whole  oooitty,  and  I  ohalleage  contra- 
diotioD  wlien  I  say  that  I  am  satisfied, 
from  personal  investigation,  that  the 
North,  South,  and  Western  Divisions  of 
the  County  of  Mayo — ^leaving  out  the 
Eastern  Division,  which  I  represent — 
are  as  peaceful  as  Essex,  or  Sussex,  or 
Surrey.  Tho  law  and  the  process  of  the 
law  have  j  ust  as  much  currency  in  North, 
South,  and  West  Mayo  as  in  any  part  of 
England.  I  am  better  acquainted  with 
the  condition  of  Mayo  than  Judge  Law- 
son,  for  I  have  lived  there  for  a  long 
time,  and  my  family  are  connected  with 
it.  The  observations  of  Judge  Lawson 
were  based  on  the  police  reports  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  luu  not  read 
for  us.  They  say  these  reports  have 
all  refereooe  to  East  Mayo.  Now,  I 
know  East  Mayo  better  than  any  other 
DiTinon,  and  what  ooourred  in  East  Mayo 
was  this.  East  Majro,  under  my  guid- 
ance and  advice,  had  almost  universally 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  So  far 
as  ^e  levying  of  rack-rents  goes,  there 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  in  East 
Mayo  there  has  been  some  disorder, 
and  the  law  has  been  impeded,  but 
there  has  been  no  other  disorder.  But 
as  to  outrages  and  robbery  and  crimes 
of  violence,  they  are  wholly  absent,  and 
yon  are  safer  walking  the  roads  of  East 
Mayo  at  night  than  you  are  in  walking 
through  the  streets  of  London.  In  my 
recollection,  which  extends  over  a  con- 
siderable period,  I  have  never  known 
the  district  of  East  Mayo  more  peaceful. 
There  is  undoubtedly  disorder,  and  there 
is  undoubtedly  Boycotting ;  but,  in  the 
oases  where  the  landlord^  have  given 
way,  ft  more  absolute  condition  of  peace 
does  not  prevail  tfanraghoat  the  wh^e 
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of  Ireland.   Bat  we  are  told  that  the 
law  has  been  set  at  defiance.  In  that  one 
respect  it  has,  and  I  am  proud  to  own 
in  this  House  that  I  personally  am  re- 
sponsible for  the  paralyzing  of  uie  law  in 
that  respect  in  East  Mayo.    I  only  wish 
that  I  had  paralyzed  it  at  Glenbeigh  and 
in  other  districts  in  Ireland,  and  that 
every  Member  of  our  Party  could  have 
operated  with  asmuoh  success  in  hisDivi- 
ston  as  I  did  in  East  Mayo.  We  managed 
to  bring  the  people  through  last  winter 
by  means  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  with- 
out violence.   So  far  as  I  am  aware, 
with  but  two  or  three  exceptions,  there 
was  hardly  a  single  eviotion  in  East 
Mayo;  and  in  ul  other  reroeots  the 
country  has  not  been  so  peaceful  in  the 
memory  of  man.   Yet,  although  there 
has  been  no  special  allegatton  of  crime 
made  by  Judge  Lawson,  we  have  the 
general  statement  that  the  uountry  is 
in  a  state  of  civil  war,  simply  because  by 
means  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  I  made 
Lord  Dillon  grant  a  reduction  of  20  per 
cent — and  simply  because  Lord  Dillon 
and  Mr.  Kashleigh  could  not  collect 
their  rents,  until  they  consented  to  the 
terms  we  proposed.   That  is  what  the 
dvil  war  means.    I  will  not  go  into  the 
charges  of  all  the  Judges ;  but  I  simply 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  with  the  soli- 
tary exception  of  Judge  Johnson  in  the 
County  and  Oity  of  Cork,  no  specific  de- 
tails were  gone  into.   In  the  case  of 
Judge  O'Bnen  and  Judge  Johnson, 
some  districts  have  been  aeaeribed  aa 
very  bad,  bnt  no  details  wwe  gone  into. 
The  general  statement  was  that  a  condi- 
tion of  "  disorganization  "  prevailed.  We 
know  what  that  means.  Disorganiza- 
tion in  the  minds  of  these  Judges  means 
combination  against  the  payment  of 
rent  in  cases  where  landlords  refused  to 
give   reductions.    That  is  what  the 
Judges  denounced.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  Chief  Secretary's  own  view  may  be, 
but  that  is  what  the  friends  and  backers 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  have  in  view. 
They  speak  of  the  disorganisation  of 
society ;  but  there  was  only  one  in  the 
whole  of  the  extracts  from  the  charges  of 
the  Judges  which  had  any  effect  upon 
the  House,  and  that  was  a  case  men- 
tioned by  Judge  Johnson,  where  a  girPs 
hair  had  been  out  off.  X  say,  nnheuta- 
tingly,  that  if  we  could  discover  the 
man  who  committed  the  outrage,  sup- 
posing it  was  really  committod,  we 
should  see  that  ho  was  poniabod.  We 
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have  denonnoed  it  in  stronger  lan- 
guage than  you  have  ever  used.  If 
we  could  discover  these  men,  th.ey  would 
be  dealt  with  in  a  most  summary  fashion. 
Where  I  used  to  lire,  in  America,  such 
men,  if  found,  would  be  lynched,  and 
in  a  modified  way  they  would,  no  doubt, 
be  80  dealt  with  in  Ireland.  But  are 
we  to  be  told  that  the  liberties  of  a  oonn- 
tnr  are  to  be  taken  away  because  a  set 
of  young  blackguards  break  into  a  house 
and  cOTimit  auch  an  outrage  7  If  I  were 
to  take  np  the  oriminu  Utaratore  of 
England,  X  would  undertake  to  find 
oasee  oompared  with  which  the  one  dted 
by  tiie  Chief  Secretary  wonld  Bhrivel  up 
altogether.  In  all  these  oases  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  out  no  case  what- 
soever. When  I  pass  on  to  the  next 
portion  of  his  speech,  I  find  that  his 
case  is  even  a  great  deal  weaker  than  it 
had  been  in  the  previous  portion,  be- 
cause, in  reply  to  our  repeated  calls  for 
partionlars,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — "Yes,  I  will  give  some  cases." 
These  oases  were  with  regard  to  the 
action  (MF  jurors.  In  spite  of  his  own 
contrary  intention,  we  drove  the  right 
hxm,  Gentleman  at  last  into  giving  us 
paxticnlais.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  House  noticed  it,  bat  he  gave  us  six 
or  BOTOi  oasea  of  the  action  of  jurors, 
and  it  vaa  a  remarkable  oiroumBtance 
tiiat  in  not  one  of  them  did  the  case 
arise  in  either  oi  tlie  nx  oonnties  upon 
w^oh  he  founds  his  legislation.  He 
began  with  Bosoommon,  Now,  £os- 
common  is  not  in  the  districts  men- 
tioned. The  next  was  Tipperary.  Tip- 
perary  is  in  a  state  of  absolute  peace. 
He  never  said  a  word  about  Tipperary 
in  connection  with  bringing  in  coercion. 
He  gives  three  cases  in  Tipperary,  and 
what  did  he  tell  ?  He  said  that  none  of 
them  were  cases  of  agrarian  crime  at 
all.  We  must  presume  that  he  has 
taken  the  strongest  and  the  best  oases 
with  which  to  illustrate  his  argument ; 
but  did  anybody  ever  hear  such  a 
method  of  argument?  He  goes  and 
nndwtakes  to  prove  that,  from  the  con- 
ditum  of  six  counties  in  Ireland,  ooeroion 
is  necessary.  He  is  tiien  called  upon  for 
particulars,  and  he  takes  refuge  in  othor 
counties  and  cities — cases  which  do  not 
refer  to  agrarian  crime  at  all.  ["  Oh, 
oh  I"]  In  not  a  single  one  of  these 
oasea  did  he  give  any  particulars  of 
what  affected  uie  juries.  He  simply 
aqra  that  the  Judges  chafed  sttonggr 
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for  conviction.  Well,  I  have  heard 
Judges  charge  strongly  for  conviction 
in  England  and  juries  disagree.  In  all 
parts  of  Ulster  I  heard  Judges  charge 
strongly  for  conviction  and  juries  dis- 
agree. In  these  cases,  he  deliberately 
tells  us,  first  of  all  that  they  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  agrarian  agitation,  and 
nothing  to  do  with  politics ;  and  then  he 
gives  us  no  proof  whatever  that  the 
minds  of  the  juries  were  unduly  in- 
fluenced one  way  or  the  other,  ima  we 
are  wholly  without  infbrmation  as  to 
the  reasons  why  the  juries  disagreed. 
Of  oonrse,  if  may  be  tiiat  a  friend  or 
cousin  of  the  prisoner  was  on  the  jury. 
He  did  not  tell  what  the  Judges  said, 
and  we  were  obliged  to  trust  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  descriptions  of 
what  took  place.  Now  I  come  to  another 
branch  of  his  great  argument,  which  was 
this.  He  denounced  theNationalLeague. 
If  the  rest  of  his  case  was  weak,  this  I 
think  may  be  described  as  the  weakest 
part  of  tdl.  He  undertook  deliberately 
to  prove  that  the  National  League  was 
engaged  in  some  desperately  wicked 
work,  the  nature  of  it  he  forgot  to 
mentiim.  He  did  not  state  at  all  what 
his  case  was  tiiat  he  was  going  to  raore 
against  the  National  League,  and  I  lis- 
tened with  great  curiosity  to  hear  what 
was  the  case  that  he  would  endeavour  to 
make  out  against  that  organiaation. 
What  did  he  do  ?  He  commenced  by 
citing  four  meetings,  in  none  of  whiw 
had  uie  National  League  anything  what- 
ever to  say.  That  shows  how  much  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  about  Ire- 
land. There  were  four  meetings  called 
under  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  acting 
under  my  advice;  and  in  no  instance 
had  the  National  League  anything  what- 
ever to  do  with  those  four  meetings. 
When  that  was^pointed  out  to  him,  uie 
right  hon.  Genueman  said — "But  the 
people  were  prominent  members  of  the 
National  Lei^pue.''  Are  we  then  to  be 
told  that  any  oiganization  is  to  be  re- 
sponrible  for  every  word  uttered  by  every 
prominent  member  of  the  organizatitm  ? 
But  that  is  not  aU.  Having  referred  to 
theee  meetix^  lie  ]prooeeaed  to  quote 
an  extract  from  these  speeohea,  one  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fear  North 
Fermanagh  (Bfr.  W.  Bedmoild) ;  _the 
second  by  the  hon.  Member^  ' 
Galway  (Mr^l^^g^^) 
by  the  hon.  ~ 
(Mr.  David  I 
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from  any  speeches  of  mine,  although, 
unfortunately,  I  hare  made  a  good  many. 
Now,  I  say  that  all  the  speeches  he 
quoted  were  absolutely  and  entirely  in- 
liooent.  With  the  exception  of  one  of 
them,  they  do  not  contain  the  expression 
of  a  single  sentiment  upon  which  there 
is  the  shadow  of  a  shade  of  a  foundation 
of  establishing  coercion.  What  did  thoy 
say  ?  All  that  these  speakers  declared 
was  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  object 
before  the  people  of  Ireland  was  not 
only  to  get  reduction  of  rents,  but  to  set 
themseWes  free,  and  to  get  the  right  of 
goTeming  tbemBelTes.  We  all  admit 
uiat.  We  never  denied  it ;  and  yet  he 
vent  all  this  way  round  to  prove  that 
the  National  League  had  set  that  object 
before  the  people  of  Ireland.  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  he  took  a  ver^  long  ditour 
to  very  little  purpose ;  for  jf  he  nad  but 
obtained  a  card  of  membership,  he 
would  have  eeen  that  it  is  plainly  stated 
thereon  that  the  very  first  object  of 
the  League  "is  to  gain  legislative 
independence  for  Ireland."  Of  coune, 
everybody  knows  that  is  the  object  of 
the  National  League.  Tbat  was  the 
most  that  could  be  made  out  of  the  great 
mass  of  speeches  which  are  oollected  by 
the  Oovemment  at  enormous  and  iiUotio 
enense,  piled  up  at  the  Oastle  la  Dublin 
»I  suppose  numbering  about  10,000. 
We  ftre  entitled  to  say  that  out  of  all 
those  speeches,  he  could  not  find  any 
worse  passages  than  tiioee  perfectly  inno- 
cent  ones  which  he  has  given  to  the 
House.    With  the  exception  of  the 

S notation  from  the  speech  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  East  Galway  (Mr.  Harris), 
as  to  the  correctness  of  the  report  of 
which  there  is  very  great  doubt,  about 
*'  slicing  down  rents,  I  say  there  is  not 
a'  single  passage  which,  from  our  point 
of  view,  IS  other  than  perfectly  innocent. 
That  speech  has  been  quoted  over  and 
over  again,  and  I  do  not  care  to  go  into 
a  discussion  as  to  whether  the  report  ac- 
curately represents  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  or  not ;  hut  it  is  mere  childish 
folly  to  say  that  any  single  sentence 
uttered  by  any  man,  in  the  course  of  a 
long  political  agitation,  is  to  be  taken  as 
a  justification  for  taking  away  the  liber- 
ties of  a  people.  It  is  preposterous,  and 
it  only  pilM  on  additional  proof,  if,  in- 
deed, additional  proof  were  necessaiy, 
to  oonTinoe  any  lisir^minded  man  that 
the  case  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  is  bo 
lamentably  weak  that  he  has  been 
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obliged  to  have  recourse  to  these 
wretched  quotations,  which  are  picked 
out  by  the  eagle  eye  of  the  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union  for  retail  to  the  people 
of  Enffland.  Now  I  come  to  the  fourth 
branch  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman's 
case,  and  it  is  the  only  branch  in  which 
he  plainly  demonstrated  himself — that 
is  with  regard  to  the  practice  of  Boy- 
cotting. I  am  not  in  the  habit  in  this 
House  of  making  statements  I  do  not 
believe  in,  and  nobody  denies  that  Boy- 
cotting is  very  prevalent  in  certain  parts 
of  Iruand.  To  an  Englishman,  not 
knowing  the  other  side,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  would  present  8 
terrible  picture ;  but  to  us  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  atttdn  succeeded  in  prov- 
ing nothing  bnt  ms  own  ignorance  of  the 
country  he  has  undertaken  to  govern. 
Evidently,  from  the  strong  language  and 
strong  rhetoric  that  he  used,  he  made  up 
his  mind  to  lay  on  the  colours  as  thickly 
as  he  could,  and  he  went  so  far  as  to 
challenge  right  hon.  Gentiemen  opposite 
for  a  more  appalling  picture  than  the 
authentic  facts  before  him  presented. 
What  did  he  do  ?  I  made  a  note  at  the 
time  at  random  of  some  of  the  oases  he 
brought  forward.  One  was  with  regard 
to  a  well-known  case  at  Thnrles  where 
Boycotting  took  place.  It  was  tite  case 
of  a  man  who  eame  before  the  local 
branch  of  the  League,  uid  aSked  to  be 
forgiven.  He  was  aci  toi^ven,  and  the 
Boycotting  went  on.  What  was  the  date 
of  the  case  ?  It  was  the  1 4th  of  August 
1886.  At  the  very  time  that  this  man 
was  before  the  Thurles  branch  of  the 
League  asking  to  be  forgiven  and  being 
refused  forgiveness,  the  Tory  Party  were 
in  alliance  with  us.  They  asked  and 
they  got  our  support  at:  the  Elections  in 
November  of  the  year  1885,  and  they 
knew  right  well  of  the  Thurles  case  of 
Boycotting.  It  was  publicly  and  no- 
toriously before  the  country  at  the  time. 
The  newspapers  took  considerable  in- 
terest in  it;  but  it  did  not  make  the 
Tories  refuse  an  alliance  wit^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork,  so  long  as,  by  his  co- 
operation, they  could  secure  a  majority 
at  the  polls.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  quoto  a  resolution 
passed  a  l(mg  time  ago,  condemning  cer- 
tain evictions,  and  declaring  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  meeting,  no  man  should 
be  permitted  to  hunt  over  the  land. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  not 
know  that  farmere  in  Irriand  are  legally 
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entitled  to  prevent  any  man  hunting 
over  their  lands  ?  And  does  he  not  know 
that  it  is  one  of  the  legitimate  weapons 
by  which  we  get  reductions  of  rent  in 
Ireland?  I  call  it  a  fair  bargain  ;  but 
the  last  of  the  Boycotting  cases  is  very 
amusing.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  bringioK  it  forward,  nearly  wept  over 
itf  and  he  leaned  over  the  Table  to  an 
unusual  length.  He  was  more  emphatic 
and  impreBsive  in  his  manner  than 
ever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
a  labourer  was  working  for  a  Boycotted 
man,  that  his  wife  was  going  to  be  con- 
fined, and  that  he  could  not  get  a  mid- 
wife to  attend  her.  Now,  does  he  mean 
to  put  a  clause  in  his  Bill  to  compel  mid- 
wives  to  attend  women  where  they  do 
not  choose  to  do  so  ?  If  so,  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  oppose  such  a  clause.  I 
mention  this  to  show  the  absurdity  and 
the  idiocy  you  are  being  driven  into  by 
attempting  such  an  impossible  task  as 
that  which  you  will  be  attempting  by 
means  of  this  Bill,  if  it  passes.  Do  you 
suppose  that  by  any  Act  of  Parliament 
you  can  compel  a  midwife  to  attend  a 
iroman  when  she  does  not  choose? 
There  is  a  tragic  side  as  well  as  a  comic 
side  to  this  eubjeot — thia  is  one  of  the 
oomio  aides ;  aiu>ther  was  when  a  little 
boy,  aged  10  years,  because  he  whistled 
'*  xLvtmy  Duff  "  at  a  passing  policeman, 
was  sammoned  for  intimidation.  These, 
Sir,  are  the  Msnlts  of  idiotic  legislation 
like  tiiis.  I  have  now  oome  to  the  end 
of  the  Ofai^  Seoretaiy'e  case,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  reiuly  any  case  at  all. 
The  case  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attempted  to  prove  made  out  no  case 
for  an^  coercion  at  all,  much  less  for  such 
a  tem6c  Bill  as  he  proposes  to  intro- 
duce into  this  House.  He  has,  indeed, 
made  out  a  case  that  he  should  speedily 
leave  the  Iiish  Office.  He  succeeded 
to-night  in  proving,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  every  Irishman,  that  he  is  actually 
moving  in  the  dark  in  Ireland — that  he 
is  desling  with  a  condition  of  people 
and  tilings  about  which  be  knows  abso- 
lutely nothing.  That  being  so,  he  is 
absolutely  and  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  most  dangerous  gang  of  men  that 
exist  in  any  country.  He  is  like  a  child 
in  Uie  hands  of  the  men  who  have  been 
the  curse  of  this  country  and  Ireland  all 
through  thia  century — the  permanent 
officii  of  Dublin  Oastie  ana  the  land- 
lords, whose  intereet  it  is  to  keep  Eng^ 
land  and  Ireland  enemies;  and,  if  it  is  the 


case,  he  is  being  borne  along  a  road  the 
termination  of  which  it  is  not  hard  to 
see.  He  is  now  learning  the  lessons  and 
hearing  the  stories  from  them  with  which 
dozens  of  Irish  Chief  Secretaries  before 
him  have  been  stuffed.  He  is  learning 
that  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  have  a  con- 
tinuous and  strong  Government  and 
plenty  of  coercion ;  and  these  people 
who  tell  him  this  laugh  at  him  behind 
his  back.  They  know  perfectly  well 
that  their  day  has  gone  by  in  Ireland ; 
they  do  not  expect,  nor  care,  nor  desire 
that — fbere  the  hon.  Member  snapped 
hie  fingers] — about  the  Union.  If  you 
naked  an  Insh  landlord  to  stake  his  life 
or  any  of  his  money  on  the  maintenance 
of  the  tJnion,  would  you  find  one  to  do 
it  ?  They  care  nothing  about  your 
Union,  but  a  great  deal  about  their 
rents.  What  is  their  opposition  to  Home 
Bule  ?  They  know  that  Home  Bule  is  a 
question  of  a  short  time,  and  the^  want, 
under  the  shadow  of  this  Ooercion  Act 
of  yours,  to  thrust  their  hands  up  to  their 
shoulders  in  the  pockets  of  the  British 
taxpayer — put  their  cash  into  carpet 
bags,  and  get  out  of  the  country  before 
Home  Bule  is  granted.  They  want  to 
sell  their  estates  for  double  their  value. 
Tbe^  want  to  leave  you  face  to  face  with 
the  impoverished  tenants  of  Ireland,  who 
will  have  been  compiled,  under  this 
Ooercion  Act,  to  sign  agreements  to  pay 
double,  or  nearly  double,  tiie  price  <a 
their  farms,  and  thai  they  will  leave  it 
to  the  British  Ch)Terament  to  collect  the 
money.  If  they  get  their  mone^,  you 
will  find  very  few  of  them  staying  in 
Ireland  to  maintain  the  Union,  or  sup- 
port ^our  Government.  Everyone  knows 
that  if  to-morrow,  by  some  great  opera- 
tion, you  were  to  buy  out  all  the  Irish 
landlords  at  their  own  valuation,  and 
give  them,  out  of  the  British  Treasury, 
the  cash  for  which  they  eagerly  long, 
the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  of  the 
defenders  of  the  Empire  would  vanish 
in  smoke,  and  you  would  be  left  masters 
of  the  field — aye.  but  with  a  very  un- 
fortunate state  of  things  to  face— with 
an  impoverished  people  who  had  signed 
agreements  to  pay  enormous  sums,  and 
the  Iriidi  landloras,  after  cursing  Ire- 
land for  generations,  wonld  have  left 
you  with  a  wall  of  separation  between 
England  and  Ireland  which  it  would 
tax  the  utmost  ingeui"  '  " — 
Statesmen  to  get  over 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  said 
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Bill  is  not  honestly  bronght  beforb  the 
House.  I  regret  that  I  ^ould  be  com- 
pelled to  BpCM^k  at  any  great  length ; 
but  as  there  are  not  many  Uembers  lis- 
tening to  me,  the  infliction  will  be  less. 
The  question  is  one  so  enormous  that, 
in  fact,  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  ma  to 
attempt  to  deal  with  this  case  within 
moderate  or  brief  limits,  because  what 
I  contend  is  this,  that  tiiis  Bill  is  an  at- 
tempt at  coercion  of  a  thoroughly  dis- 
honeat  character,  and  no  case  whatever 
has  been  made  out  for  it.  Forthermore, 
X  oontoid  that  if  it  is  passed,  so  far  from 
restoring  order  in  Ireland,  or  lessening 
the  amount  of  erime,  it  will  tend  enor- 
montdy — as  all  the  previous  Bills  have 
done— to  increase  disorder  in  that  un- 
b^il^  country,  to  increase  crime,  and 
what  is  now  known  m  important — 
to  enormously  increase  and  intensify 
that  feeling,  which  so  much  has  been 
done  to  get  rid  of  in  the  past  year — 
of  hatred  of  the  English  people,  of  utter 
distrust  of  this  House  of  Commons. 
There  is  no  escape  from  the  effect  of  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  But  there  is  another 
aspect  of  the  case  which,  to  my  mind,  if 
not  to  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, is  no  less  important,  no  less 
vital,  and  it  is  this — that  if  this  Bill  be 
passed,  which  I  doubt,  and  if  it  be  car- 
ried out,  as  I  do  not  in  the  least  believe 
tiie  Qoromment  will  suooed  in  doing ; 
wilih  the  vigour  and  ooorage  whiui 
Lord  Spenoer  din[>layed,  it  will  un- 
doubtedW  enable  xa»  Qovemment  and 
the  landlords  of  Inland  to  inflict  upon 
the  people  an  amount  of  suffering  and 
cruelty  such  as  they  have  not  endured 
since  1852.  That  being  so,  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  lay  before  even  the  present 
small  audience  some  portion  of  tiie  vast 
mass  of  information  on  the  subject 
which  has  naturally  come  into  my  banda 
from  the  various  districts  of  Ireland, 
and  which  shows  the  Mghtful  system 
of  persecution  and  extermination  to 
whidi  the  tenants  are  sul^ected.  Of 
course,  it  is  manifestiy  imposeible  for 
me  to  go  at  full  length  into  all  the  in- 
formation I  poflsess.  I  shall,  therefore, 
commence  by  taking  two  or  three  typi- 
cal oases  of  eviction  campaigns — diat  is, 
eviction  on  a  large  scale — and  first  I 
will  take  the  case  of  the  estate  of  Ur. 
Daly,  Ballyhaunis,  County  Mayo,  on  the 
borders  of  my  own  Division.  There  are 
37  tenants  who  are  rented  at  something 
Hke  a  fraction  over  70  per  cent  over  the 


Government  valuation,  and  there  is  one 
instance  of  a  poor  woman  who  pays  ex- 
actly three  times  the  GoTemmeut  valua- 
tion. These  tenants  applied  to  me  forpro- 
tection  about  two  months  ago,  and  asked 
if  I  could  put  in  force  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.  I  said,  "  Certainly,"  and  I  re- 
nested  some  friends  of  mine  to  go 
own.  The  tenants  paid  in  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  their  rents  are 
safely  lodged  imere  Mr.  Daly  cannot 
touch  them.  He  served  them  all  with 
summonses,  and  got  them  into  Court, 
and  BO  shocked  was  the  County  Court 
Judge  (Judge  Bichards)  at  what  he  had 
heara,  that  he  said  to  Mr.  Daly  in  open 
Court—"  Cannot  you  make  some  com- 
promise ;  can  not  you  give  some  reduc- 
tion?" Mr.  Daly  replied— "  Oh !  they 
can  go  in  the  Land  Court."  "But," 
says  Judge  Bichards,  "  would  not  it  be 
possible  to  give  them  some  reduction, 
without  putting  them  to  that  expense  ?  " 
But  the  landlord  pressed  the  case,  and 
got  the  processes.  Now,  these  evic- 
tions, and  it  is  significant,  were  the 
first  that  took  place  in  Ireland  after  the 
new  Chief  Secretary  was  appointed.  I 
omitted  to  mention  that  the  tenants  had 
offered  to  pay  Griffith's  valuation,  which 
was  20  percent  higher  than  Lord  Dillim's 
tenants  had  settied  for.  The  money  is 
where  he  can  reach  it,  if  he  chooses  to 
send  lor  it,  and  he  can  have  it  at  any 
mranent.  The  evictions  wore  carried 
out  with  great  cruelty.  Three  hundred 
police  were-prment,  great  expense  was 
mcurred  to  the  British  taxpayer,  and 
the  next  day  the  tenants  went  back  to 
their  homes,  and  are  there  now.  An 
indignation  meeting  was  held  at  Bally- 
haunis, and  so  strong  was  the  feeling 
exhibited  by  Mr.  Daly's  neighbours  that 
he  has  asked  Mr.  William  O'Brien  and 
the  parish  priest  to  arbitrate  on  the 
whole  case.  Had  you  this  grand  Bill 
in  force,  what  would  have  been  done  ? 
These  poor  people — steady,  honest,  in- 
dustrious, prepared  to  pay  more  than  a 
just  rent — wotud  be  to-day  lying  in  gaol, 
or  starving  by  the  roadside  of  Mayo; 
whereas  tlwy  had  brought  this  man  to 
reason,  and  these  poor  people  have  beea 
allowed  to  return  to  their  holdings.  The 
idiotic  thing  about  the  whole  transaction 
is  that  the  British  Government  has  paid 
about  £50  for  evicting  these  people. 
This  would  be  the  result  of  your  Crimes 
Act — "Pay  your  full  rent,  or  out  yoa 
go  into  the  nuid."    Now,  I  will  talke 
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the  case  of  the  Lansdowne  estate.  It 
must  have  strack  hon.  Members  and  the 
English  public  with  surprise  at  seeing 
the  aooounta  given  in  Tks  TintM  of  the 
tenants  worth  their  thousands  of  pounds 
leaving  their  magnificent  places  with 
nothing.  I  cannot  understiuad  how  hon. 
Members  in  England  can  be  so  obtuse 
as  to  believe  the  men  who  are  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  prominent  citizens,  large 
fanners,  will,  Decause  of  intimidation, 
go  out  of  their  homes  and  leave  behind 
tiiem  all  their  improvements.  Lord 
Lansdowne,  at  an  early  stage  of  last 
winter,  as  I  was  informed,  under  the 
advice,  and,  perhaps,  gentle  pressure 
of  the  late  Ohief  Secretarj  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  offered,  without 
being  asked,  to  return  to  the  tenants  on 
his  County  Kerry  estate  a  reduction  of 
20  per  cent  on  the  judicial  rents,  and  so 
a  settlement  was  arrived  at.  But  the 
Queen's  County  tenants,  who  were  very 
highly  rented,  got  no  reduction,  and 
none  was  offered  them.  The  result  was 
that  they  met  together  and  demanded  a 
reduction  in  the  case  of  the  mfgority  of 
the  tenants  who  were  leaseholders,  of  3D 
per  cent,  and  in  the  case  of  judical  rents 
of  20  per  cent.  This  being  mitly  refused, 
a  great  feeling  was  aroused  among  the 
tenants,  and  matters  came  to  a  deadlock 
which  lasted  some  time.  Then  the  ten< 
ants  adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
there  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  that 
they  did  so  of  their  own  motion  and  free 
will,  and  without  the  instigation  of  any 
other  person.  Then  came  uie  evictions ; 
and,  in  connection  with  them,  I  want  to 
take  up  the  case  of  Denis  Kilbride,  whose 
case  was  mentioned  in  Ths  Timgt  by  their 
oorrespondent,  and  it  was  stated  that  he 
was  selected  as  one  of  the  first  tenants 
to  be  evicted,  in  order  to  make  an  ex- 
ample of  him  because  he  was  one  of  the 
maiupromoterB  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
We  are  told  it  is  always  outsiders  who 
promote  the  Kan  <^  Campaign;  but 
evenbody  knows  that  this  man  was  the 
chief  promoter  of  it  on  that  estate, 
and  that  he  had  been  selected  to  be 
evicted  first  for  that  very  reason. 
He  and  Mr.  Dunn,  whom  you  removed 
from  the  Bench  for  joining  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  were  the  leaders  of  the  move- 
ment, and  though  the  agent  ttied  to  buy 
and  bribe  them  off,  they  stood  like  men 
by  the  poorer  tenants,  and  for  this  their 
names  will  never  be  forgotten  in  Ireland. 
Kow  K>lbride*a  fma  was  rented  at  £760, 


and  his  Poor  Law  valuation  was  £420* 
And  now  I  will  ask  hon.  Members*  atten- 
tion to  a  summary  I  have  extracted  from 
Beports  of  the  Land  Commissioners  aa 
regards  reductions  in  Leinster  in  the  fonr 
last  months  of  last  year.    Here  it  is — 

"  September— Former  rent,  £61,  QoTemment 
Talaation,  £ii ;  reduced  rent  £40.  October^ 
Former  rent,  £2,593;  Oovemment  valnation, 
£i,84d ;  reduced  rent,  £l,70l  ;  November- 
Former  rent,  £1,498;  Uovemment  raloation, 
£1,311  :'rodacedreDt,£93S.  December— Former 
rent,  £962 ;  Oovemment  valoatioo,  £713  ;  re- 
duced rent,  £603." 

In  face  of  this  return,  which  shows  an 
average  reduction  of  more  than  was 
offered  by  the  tenants  on  this  estate, 
Denis  Kilbride  has  been  pat  out  of  his 
holding,  because  he  refused  to  pay — al- 
though he  offered  to  pay  20  per  cent 
over  the  Oovemment  valuation  and  50 
per  cent  over  the  judicial  rents  fixed  on 
the  estates  all  round  him.  This  man  was 
losing  money  on  his  farm  under  a  rent 
that  was  a  murderous  rack-rent.  That 
language  is  no  exan;eratiou  of  the  rent 
which  I  have  provM  from  these  returns 
to  be  of  such  a  character.  He  is  banished 
from  his  home,  and  probably  robbed  of 
dunuands  of  funds'  worth  of  improve- 
mentSi  and  dnven  out  homeless  on  Uie 
roadside  from  a  handsome  house,  be- 
cause he  will  not  pay  a  rent  which  is  50 
per  cent  highn:  than  the  judicial  rents, 
and  will  not  betray  his  fellows.  Ton 
must  know  that  when  men  like  this  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  pa3ring  their  rents 
regularly  and  honestly,  and  against 
whom  no  breath  of  dishonesty  could  be 
breathed  even  by  an  Irish  Chief  Secre- 
tary ;  when  they  leave  handsome  homes 
and  submit  to  see  their  wives  and  chil- 
dren, brought  up  in  luxuiy,  exposed  to 
hardship — that  a  great  belief  in  the 
justice  of  their  cause  must  be  at  the 
bottom  of  it.  If  you  pass  this  Bill, 
yon  are  putting  a  weapon  of  persecn- 
tion  and  t3rranny,  of  cruel  hranny  and 
spoliation,  into  the  hands  <h  men  who 
have  used  these  powers  moat  unmerci- 
fully in  the  past.  There  is  a  description 
of  these  evictions  in  TJie  Times  of  to-day 
which  I  recommend  to  the  perusal  of 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
In  it  I  read  a  description  of  an  inter- 
view between  the  parish  priest  of 
Ballina  and  the  correspondent  of  7%* 
Titnes,  and,  knowing  what  I  do  of  7%* 
TViDM,  I  would  earnestly  recommend 
them  to  peruse  it.  The  priest  told  the  cor- 
respondent they  would  build  houses  for 
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the  erioted  people,  and  they  would  sup- 
port tiiem.  He  says — They  will  never 
yidd;"  'and  1^  Timet  correspondent 
says— "I  am  obliged  to  admit  that 
Father  Mean  is  one  of  the  finest  and 
best  spedmens  of  his  class."  Is  that 
not  enough  to  make  Members  of  this 
House  reflect  ?  I  will  say  a  few  words 
on  another  case  which  happened  in  the 
Bosslea  district  in  last  December.  A  man 
came  to  me  in  my  own  house  in  Dublin 
from  the  Bosslea  district,  and  asked  for 
my  protection  for  a  number  of  tenants 
who  were  about  to  be  evicted.  The 
fenants  on  the  estate  were  all  Catholics. 
I  consented  to  take  the  ease  up.  A  day 
was  appointed  for  meeting;  135  families 
received  notices  of  eviction,  and  the 
Clones  Workhouse  was  noticed  to  re- 
ceive 635  human  beings.  The  agent 
had  stated  over  and  over  again  that  he 
would  not  abate  his  terms,  which  &e 
poor  people  were  utterly  unable  to  pay. 
These  terms  inolnded  the  cost  of  evic- 
tions.^ The  condition  of  tibiese  pe<^ 
was  simply  this — they  were  poor  moun- 
tain teimntB,  who  had  previously  paid 
their  rent,  as  long  as  tn^  wwe  able, 
from  the  proceeds  of  a  peculiar  kind  of 
embroidery  work  done  by  the  women  of 
the  house,  and  on  account  of  this  very 
fact  the  rents  had  been  cruelly  and  out- 
rageously raised  in  past  years,  because 
it  was  know  these  women  could  make 
large  sums ;  but  this  peculiar  work  de- 
serted the  locality  in  one  of  those  inex- 
plicable ways  nobody  could  account  for. 
The  women  had  no  work  to  do,  and  Uie 
only  wa^  for  them  to  obtain  money  to 
pay  their  rents  was  by  selling  their 
mountain  cattle.  But  this  means  of  ob- 
taining money  disappeared  also,  and 
the  people  were  reduced  to  actual  po- 
verty. They  had  fallen  into  arrears  and 
were  about  to  be  evicted  for  arrears  of 
rent.  I  went  down  in  Januair — it  was 
one  of  the  coldest  days  I  recollect — the 
snow  was  six  inches  deep  on  the  fields, 
and  the  cold  was  intense.  It  had  been 
settled  that  the  evictions  were  to  come 
off  on  the  Tuesday,  and  the  meeting 
which  I  was  to  address  on  the  Monday 
was  proclaimed,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  to  be  held  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
structing the  Sheriff  in  carrying  out  the 
evictions.  The  police  were  armed  in 
order  to  prevent  our  meeting;  but  we 
held  two  large  meetings,  at  the  usual 
waste  of  public  money.  The  police,  I 
suppose,  had  50  cars,  and  there  were 
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200  police  present  to  prevent  the  meet- 
ing. What  was  the  result?  The  evic> 
tions  were  postponed  on  the  plausible 
pretext  that  Ihe  weather  was  so  bad.  It 
was  singular  that  my  meeting  was  pro- 
daimed  because  I  was  going  to  obstruct 
the  carrying  out  of  the  evictions,  and 
there  was  no  word  about  the  cold  or 
the  evictions  being  postponed,  although 
my  meeting  was  on  the  Monday  and 
these  on  the  Tuesday.  Three  or  four 
days  ago  I  received  a  letter  from  the 
priest  of  the  district,  in  which  he 
said — 

"  The  poor  people  will  never  forget  yoa  fw 
cominff  down  and  helping  them  in  that 

Btruggle." 

He  added — 

"  The  evictions  whichlwere  to  have  come  off 
last  week  have  been  settled  on  the  terms  raigi- 
nally  proposed." 

The  agent  actually  accepted  better 
terms  than  I  originally  proposed  ac- 
cepting— one  year^  rent,  and  ^ving  a 
clear  reonpt  up  to  May,  1886.  Bat  if 
the  Qovemment  had  had  a  Grimes  Act, 
what  would  have  been  the  result? 
There  was  no  crime  in  that  district; 
hut  if  Judge  Lawson  went  there,  he 
would  say  law  was  not  obeyed,  disorder 
was  rampant,  and  the  Queen's  writ  could 
not  run,  because  I  held  a  meeting  to 
protest  against  these  evictions ;  whereas, 
the  result  has  been  that  the  struggle  is 
ended,  the  landlord  has  got  his  rent, 
the  people  have  been  protected,  and  the 
district  is  at  peace.  1  would  invite  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  this  ikct. 
Every  single  Englishman  whom  I  know, 
who  has  travelled  in  Ireland,  has  be- 
come a  convert  to  our  views.  I  do  not 
know  a  nngle  case  of  any  honest  Eng- 
lishman travelling  among  the  people 
who  has  not  come  hack  a  convert  to  our 
view  of  the  case.  I  allude  to  these  oases 
in  order  to  show  that,  by  allowing 
popular  agitation,  not  only  has  injustice 
and  cruelty  been  avoided,  but  also  that 
wild  revenge  which  is  the  inevitable  ac- 
companiment of  coercion.  I,  therefore, 
urge  hon.  Members  to  pause  very 
seriously  before  they  embark  on  a  course 
which  will  lead  to  things  being  done  in 
Ireland  that  will  make  them  disgusted 
with  themselves,  and  sorry  they  have 
had  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  desire 
now  to  turn  for  a  few  moments  to  the 
condition  of  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  to 
read  'you  a  few  words  from  that  mine  of 
information,  the  Oowper  OommissuAi 
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Beport,  whioh,  though  they  oome  from 
a  witness  hostile  to  us,  ought  to  have 
great  force  on  Members  of  this  House. 
Lord  Oloncurry  is  well  known  as  a  bitter 
opponent  of  the  League.  He  has  lost 
£10,000  in  his  struggles  with  us  in  Ire* 
land,  and,  of  course,  his  whole  evidence 
is  tinctured  with  hostility  to  oar  move- 
ment. He  gives  bis  evidence  un- 
willingly to  the  following  effect: — It 
has  been  shown  that  for  the  last  few 
years  the  price  of  store  cattle  has  been 
T^tidlv  falling-  He  is  a  great  grazier 
himself.  Mr.  Knipe  asks— ^Q.  20,728)— 

"  Most  it  not  have  an  injarioiu  effect  on  the 
timers  from  whom  you  porohased  cattle  P  " 

Iiord  Olonourry  answered— 

**  In  thfl  Weatem  counties  they  mtut  have 
fdt  tha  fall  very  mnch." 

Mr.  Knipe  then  asks — 

"  And  loonsequently  there  most  he  a  greater 
difficulty  in  paying  rent  ?  " 

Lord  Cloncniry  to  this  answers — 

"  Yes ;  in  Mayo  it  i>  a  wonder  to  me  how 
they  pay  rent  at  all.  I  could  bay  cattle  for  £S 
a  luaa  UMre,  thai  I  could  not  hm  for  £14  10«. ; 
Int  whare  I  sell  in  Bngland  toe  piioes  have 
gnae  down." 

"  I  wonder,"  says  Lord  Okmcurry,  "  how 
they  oaa  pay  rent  at  all:"  and  yet  I 
have  been  oninded  as  a  robber,  because  I 
asked  Lord  DUlon  for  a  reduction  of  20 
per  cent,  and  they  have  paid  Lord  Dillon 
less  this  20  pw  cent,  and  Mr.  Daly's 
tenants  are  going  to  pay,  and  so  are  all 
of  them  if  they  are  treated  like  human 
creatures  and  not  like  beasts.  I  have 
just  been  dealing  with  a  question  whioh 
ts  admittedly  one  of  the  most  serious 
connected  with  the  serious  state  of  affairs 
in  Ireland— the  probable  opwation  of 
this  Act,  if  passed  into  law,  on  the 
people  in  the  Western  parts  of  Ireland 
— and  I  have  pointed  oat  that  one  of 
the  most  determined  upholders  of  land- 
lord rights  in  Ireland  is  astonished,  in 
his  experience  as  a  grazier,  that  the 
tenants  in  tiiat  part  of  the  country  can 
pay  at  all.  I  will  turn  from  that  now 
to  some  evidence  given  by  a  man  who 
is  as  much  to  be  taken  as  the  representa- 
tive of  Western  Irish  land  agents  as 
any  man,  Mr.  Henry  A.  Bobinson,  who 
was  the  agent  of  Mr.  Berridge  over  the 
greater  part  of  Western  Counaught,  and 
who,  I  very  much  regret  to  see,  has 
become  agent  over  the  Islarid  of  Arran. 
Mr.  Henry  A.  Eobinson  is  a.  man 
is  typical  of  the  harsh  agi  ^t^l  in  the 
.  West  of  Ir^and,  luid  his  eyidgne&,  jj. 


given  in  the  Blue  Book,  is  of  the  most 
supreme  interest.  I  entreat  hoc.  Mem- 
bers to  study  and  careftdly  read  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Henry  A.  Bobioson  before 
they  put  into  the  hands  of  men  like  him 
powers  wiiioh  enable  them  practically 
to  treat  the  people  of  that  part  of  the 
oountiy  like  slaves— indeed,  worse  than 
any  many  man  would  ever  dream  of 
treating  sUvss— because  they  vill  en- 
able him,  and  other  men  of  bis  class,  as 
he  is  at  present  engaged  in  doing,  to 
drive  them  out  like  vermin.  He  was 
asked,  in  examination- 

"  Are  the  teoanta  unable  to  pay  the  rent  t 

Do  you  think  they  are  F  " 

He  answwed — 

"  They  are  able  to  pay  whenever  there  is  a 
demand  for  their  small  cattle.  That  regulates 
the  rent  more  thui  any  other  crop.  There  is 
no  crop  that  interferes  with  the  rent.  The 
potatoM  are  for  thur  own  use ;  but  as  long  as 
then  is  a  demand  for  their  cattle  they  can 
pay." 

This  is  a  jmint  I  lean  on ;  because  here 
again  is  a  declaration  coming  after  Lord 
Olonourry's  declaration,  that  there  had 
been  such  a  fall  in  the  price  of  small 
cattle  that  he  wondered  any  tenant 
in  Mayo  could  pay  any  rent  at  all. 
"Are  Ihe  rents," he  was  asked,  *'being 
fairly  paid  ?  "    He  answered — 

"  They  were  being  fairly  paid,  bat  they  have 
an  inclination  to  stop  paying  them. 

"  Since  when  P— They  were  fairly  paid,  very 
fairly,  up  to  two  monttta  ago. 

"  Ib  it  attributable  to  anything  that  hai  taken 
place  in  your  neighbooifacod  F — I  cannot  say. 
There  has  not  been  any  agitation  in  the  neign- 
bonrhood ;  but  reading  and  hearing  that  ten- 
ants have  got  a  redaction  eleewhere  they  expect 
a  redaction. 

"  Hare  they  asked  you  tot  an  abatement  f— 
Yes. 

**  Have  you  oflbred  them  aiqr  F— No. 

**  Are  there  jndioial  rente  P— Tea. 

"  You  gave  no  redaction  on  jadioiBl  rents  P— 
We  mve  none. 

"  When  were  the  judicial  rents  fixed  P— At 
the  vc^  opening  of  the  Oonuniseion. 

**  When  the  rente  were  bong  fixed  in  the 

Erovinoe  of  Consaoght  they  were  something 
ke  25  per  cent  higher  than  Qieywere  to-day. 
Have  any  been  fixed  recently  P-^0,  none  have 
been  fixed  recently." 

That  is  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Henry  A. 
Bobiason,  who  is  agent  over  a  vast  dis- 
trict of  country  in  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  does  not  run,  and  that  is  more 
in  the  nature  of  a  misfortune  to  the  ten- 
a.Dts.  Ho  has  recently  been  appointed 
agent  over  the  Iialands  of  Arran,  v^hich 
ora  M^mlated  by  a  people  whom,  in  my 
^■|H||^g||||^    '  .mulul  thing  to 
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to  pay  any  rent  at  all.  But  Mr.  Hobin- 
8on  contemplates,  as  soon  as  oonTenient, 
to  descend  upon  the  Islands  of  Arran 
and  collect  the  rent.  I  should  like  the 
House  to  notice  the  way  in  which  Mr. 
Bobinson  deals  with  the  question  of 
emigration.  He  is  appointed  beoause 
he  has  the  reputation  of  being  an  ex- 
terminator, and  because  it  is  known  that 
he  will  strike  terror  in  the  tenants.  Like 
a  great  many  other  men,  Mr.  Hobinson 
is  in  favour  of  emigration,  and  thinks 
that  the  peo^e  ought  to  he  induced  to 
emigrate  because  the  land  cannot  pos- 
sibly support  all  that  are  uptm  it  de- 
centiy.  Asked  whetiier  the  t^ants  were 
in  fikTOur  of  anigration,  he  Bays — 

"N^Itbinktheyarenofe.  I  think  they  are 
sdTiaed  not  to  emigrate.  They  wonld  rather 
rentam  aa  they  are. 

"  They  are  sabject  to  periodloal  famine  F— Tea. 

"  And  in  a  state  of  chronic  misery  F— Yea. 

"  And,  I  BoppOBe,  in  a  state  of  dhronic  discon- 
tent P-Tee." 

Good  Qodl  is  this  the  position  that 
Englishmen  are  going  to  assume  in  their 
treatment  of  this  question  ?  Oan  it  be 
possible  that  Bngfishmen  are  going  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  this  man,  and 
others  like  him,  such  powers  as  ore  pro- 
posed to  be  given  in  this  Bill  to  harry 
thrae  poor  people  as  he  is  harrying 
them  at  present?  I  got  a  letter  the 
other  day  £rom  a  priest  asking  me  to 
give  the  protection  of  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign to  27  tenants  on  Mr.  Berridge's 
estate.  I  replied  that  I  would,  if  all 
the  tenants  would  join.  I  had  a  letter 
£rom  him  the  other  day,  to  say  that  the 
thing  was  hopeless— titat  the  tenants 
were  too  cowardly  to  join.  These  poor 
people  hod  asked  for  20  per  cent  reduc- 
tion on  their  judicial  rents.  They  were 
flatly  refused  their  request,  and  now 
they  are  under  notice  of  qectment;  and 
the  terms  of  Mr.  Henry  A.  Bobinson 
are  that  they  must  pay  the  full  rent  and 
coats  of  ejectment,  which  will  nearly 
double  the  rent  upon  them.  I  can  do 
nothing  fcnr  them,  and  the  only  remedy 
and  rwef  this  House  is  going  to  give 
these  pocff  people  is-  to  pass  a  Coercion 
Aot,  to  enable  Mr.  Henry  A.  Bobinson 
to  rash  into  gaol  any  poor  creators  who 
dares  to  raise  hie  voice  ^^nst  him.  I 
now  want  to  read  a  few  words  from  the 
evidence  of  that  ran  avi$  in  Ireland,  a 
good  landlord,  because,  even  in  the 
County  Mayo,  there  are  good  landlords. 
I  have  been  accused  of  asserting  that  i 
there  are  no  good  Undloxds  in  Inlaad;  I 


bat  I  have,  on  the  contrary,  always 
maintained  that  there  were  good  land- 
lords there,  although  they  were  in  a 
minority.  Where  there  is  a  good  land- 
land  in  Ireland,  we  never  hear  of  his 
coming  to  this  House  and  asking  for 
protection.  On  his  estate  there  is  no 
Boycotting  or  intimidation,  or  trouble 
with  their  tonants.  For  instance,  Mr. 
Thomas  Tighe  is  a  landlord  in  the 
County  Mayo  and  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace.  He  was  examined  before  the 
Commission,  and  was  asked  did  any  of 
his  tenants  hold  under  judidal  leases. 
He  answered — 

"  No.  In  '79  I  gave  my  tenants  unasked  an 
ahatement  of  20  per  cent. 
'*  And  yon  never  interfered  with  them  kom  t 

—Never. 

"  Were  any  affreements  hronght  before  the 
Court  by  whioh  the  rents  were  fixed  t — No ;  the 
tenants  took  no  actum  in  the  mattra.  I  ud 
my  tenants  have  Hved  <m  the  beat  o(  terms." 

He  was  asked  if  he  wanted  to  aeU  hia 
estate  ?   He  answered — 

"Tea:  I  offered  to  sell  tny  ^''"fw'n^iiw 
estate  at  20  years*  porchase." 

"  Whioh  they  were  gkd  to  agree  to,  I  st^- 
pose  r — Yes;  becaase  the  rents  were  fair." 

This  is  in  the  County  Mayo,  where,  ac- 
cording to  the  Government,  the  law  has 
ceased  to  run.  And  yet  Mr.  Thomas 
Tighe  has  never  had  a  word  of  difference 
with  his  tenants.  There  is  farther  evi- 
dence to  show  how  he  had  dealt  witii  his 
tenants  as  follows: — 

*'  Tou  used  to  get  your  rents  ponctnally  be* 
fore  yon  sold  P  "  (was  one  qnestioa  pat  to  him.) 
— "Yee;  in  1879  there  was  a  very  bad  year, 
and  I  stocked  the  land  myself.  I  never  com- 
pelled a  tenant  to  strip  hie  farm,  or  to  sell  his 
interest  in  it  in  order  to  pay  hia  rent." 

He  added — 

"I  have  stocked  tiis  land  myself  In  had 

years.'* 

Those  words  contain  the  keynote  of  the 
whole  matter,  and  disclose  tiie  secret  of 
the  remedy  for  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
in  Ireland.  It  is  too  commonly  the  case 
that  landlords  allow  tenants  to  atrip 
their  &nn8  for  the  rent;  and  then  this 
is  what  Mr.  Tighe  says  of  the  people  in 
Mayo,  where  everybody  is  aappoaed  to 
be  diiiionest — 

"I  am  hapOT  to  say  that  I  have  been  very 
socoessfol  in  this  way,  tor  the  tenants  I  assistea 
got  on  reey  well,  aomurantad  thair  diffionltiea, 
and  honesuy  p^  fhdr  rent." 

I  have  quoted  these  words  for  the  par- 
pose  of  showing  that  when  a  landlord 
acts,  as  a  Christian  ought  to  act,  he  baa 
no  difficulty  with  hia  tenants;  and,  in 
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every  case  of  a  contrary  character,  it 
will  be  lound  that  the  tenants  are  re- 
fractory because  the  landlord  has  beea 
acting  dishonestly,  has  been  crashing 
them  by  his  exactions,  ocanpeUing  them 
to  strip  their  farms  in  order  to  pay  the 
rent,  and  enotiDg  tiiem  when  ae  has 
pauperized  them.  I  have  endearoured 
to  show  that  where  the  landlord  is  just, 
the  tenants  will  pay  if  they  can.  I  hare 
shown  how  men,  acting  for  larg^  and 
wealthy  landlords  resident  in  England, 
have  been  oouTicted,  out  of  their  own 
mouths,  of  the  cruellest  and  most  un- 
merciful conduct.  So  long  as  the  Go* 
remment  allow  such  things  to  go  on,  it 
is  criminal,  in  the  highest  degree,  to 
think  that  they  can  restore  respect  for 
the  law  by  simply  bringing  in  a  Coer- 
cion Act.  As  regards  the  Ooon^  of 
Kertyi  which  is  more  typically  Xrish 
in  many  respeota  than  any  other,  the 
condition  ot  that  one  ooun^,  as  com- 
pared  with  the  rest,  cannot  justify  the 
GoTemment  in  robbing  a  whole  nation 
of  its  civil  rights.  I  wish  to  prove  that 
Kerry,  up  to  a  recent  period,  has  been 
admitted  to  be  one  of  the  most  peaceable 
districts  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in  the 
entire  United  Kingdom ;  while  now  it 
is  the  scene  of  continued  outrage  and 
▼iolenoe,  and  that  the  increase  of  crime 
is  due  to  something  apart  from  the 
nature  of  the  people.  Surely,  when 
Buoh  a  change  as  this  has  been  wrought 
in  the  character  of  a  people,  men  of 
honesty  should  first  endeavour  to  ascer- 
tain the  cause  of  the  change  before 
ooeroing  the  people.  The  cause  of  that 
ohange  is  not  far  to  seek.  The  County 
Kory  was  dedared  b;^  no  less  an  antho- 
nty  than  Chief  Jostico  Lawson  to  be 
nnnsnally  peaoefid  until  1678,  nnce 
which  date  the  list  <tf  evictions  ftamishes 
a  significant  reason  for  the  increase  of 
crime.  In  1877,  18  families  were 
evicted;  in  1878,  26;  in  1879,  70;  in 
1883,  the  number  was  191 ;  in  1881,  it 
was  192 ;  in  1882,  it  increased  to  293; 
in  1883  to  403;  in  1884  to  410;  and  in 
1885  to  458.  A  total  of  11,000  human 
beings  were  thus  driven  from  their 
homes  during  the  period  in  question. 
This  is  the  cause,  and  the  only  cause, 
of  the  extraordinary  change  in  the  con- 
dition of  Kerry.  I  would  now  ask  hon. 
Membos  to  direct  their  attention  to  the 
evidence  of  a  Besident  Magistrate  with 
regard  to  Kerry.  I  will,  however,  re- 
mork  beforehand  that  tkM  Bltu  Book 


from  which  I  have  been  quoting  is  not 
accepted  by  the  Irish  Futy  as  an  im- 
partial readingof  the  case.  It  is  a  mass 
of  evidence  ejected  by  a  Commission 
which  has  been  appointed  in  the  land- 
lord interest  On  that  Oommisnon  tiiere 
was  appointed  one  English  landlord  con- 
nected with  the  coercion  administration 
of  the  country,  two  Irish  landlords,  one 
English  economist — who  might  be  im- 
partial— and  an  Irish  farmer  who,  it  had 
been  carefully  ascertained  before  he  was 
appointed,  voted  Tory  at  the  last  election. 
Not  a  single  Bepresentative  of  the  mass 
of  the  people  was  placed  on  the  Commis- 
sion ;  but  it  comprised  three  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  lanuord  class.  The  Presi- 
dent, Earl  Cowper,  the  Earl  of  Milltown, 
and  another  Member  asked  leading  ques- 
tions to  induce  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
case  of  the  landlords,  which  evinced  a  most 
unfair  animus  towurds  the  Nationalists. 
I  have  myself  at  a  meeting  of  tiie 
National  League  warned  the  people  not 
to  go  near,  and  not  to  put  any  evidraoe 
before  the  Comnussion ;  and  thw  ap- 
parently took  my  advice,  fat  of  120 
witnesses  examined,  I  do  not  believe 
that  10  have  endeavoured  to  state  the 
Nationalist  view.  There  is  evidence  in 
favour  of  that  view,  and  it  is  doubly 
valuable,  because  given  by  unwilling 
witnesses  for,  excepting  in  Ulster  whwe 
Protestant  farmers  are  examined,  the 
witnesses  are  almost  exclusively  officials, 
land  agents,  landlords'  representatives, 
officials  of  the  Property  Defence  Associa- 
tion, and  of  the  Insh  Loyal  and  Patrio- 
tic Union.  Therefore  any  justification 
that  can  be  extracted  from  their  evidence 
oug^t  to  tell  with  tenfcdd  force  in  flavonr 
of  the  Nationalist  Fartr.  The  Besident 
Magistrate  to  whom  I  alluded  is  Hr. 
Couidine,  of  the  town  of  Killamej. 
He  is  himself  the  son  of  a  limerick 
landlord.  He  had  been  explaining  to 
the  Commissioners  that  the^jeague,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  was  doing  its  utmost  to 

8 at  down  outrage.    Thereupon  Lord 
bwper  said — "I  suppose  it  would  be 
the  game  of  the  League  at  present  to 

Eut  down  outrage  ?  "  "The  game  of  the 
league ! "  that  was  a  question  which 
showed  the  animus  of  the  President. 
"  Yes,"  replied  Mr.  Oonsidine ;  <*I  think 
they  would  desire  to  do  so  "—an  answer 
in  which  he  plainly  reproved  the  Presi- 
dent as  far  as  he  d^ed.  Then  the  Ftb- 
sidentf  aUodiug  to  the  Curtia  cose,  M* 
mAriced— "Oav  QiMepi^nptu  have  got 
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ont  of  their  hands."  The  reply 
was — 

"Yes;  in  mTjudffmeot,  the  central  authority 
of  the  League  have  been  doing  their  utmost  to 
■top  these  ontnges;  but  I  Chink  it  has  gone 
ontnde  their  power  to  do  so." 
The  witness  was  speaking  of  the  limited 
district  of  Eillamey ;  but  does  it  not 
strike  the  House  uat  this  quotation 
diowB  a  very  unfair  way  of  carrying  on 
the  inqoiiy  ?  A  most  important  witness 
was  Mr.  Davis,  who  for  some  years  had 
been  District  Inspector  of  Oonstabulaiy 
at  Oastlosland,  the  worst  and  most  dis- 
turbed part  of  Ireland. 

"lam  glad  to  hear,"  iKud  Lord  Milltovn, 
"that  Mr.  Davitt  has  denoanced  outrage." — 
'*  Oh,  yes,"  answered  Mr.  Davis ;  "  he  came 
down  here  ipedaUy  and  denonnoed  oatnjKe." 

*'Do  yon  think  it  had  any  effectP*^— "I 
Bhonld  say  it  had." 

"  Did  Mr.  Davitt  show  any  sympathy  for  the 
Curtin  family  P  " — "  I  am  guite  sore  he  did ; 
and  I  know  memhers  of  his  Party  who  were 

S resent  at  the  funeral,  and  did  everything  to 
enounce  outrages  and  prevent  Boycotting." 

I  allude  to  this  eridence,  because  it  is, 
in  my  opinion,  monstrons  to  accuse  Iridi 
Uembers,  or  any  organization  with 
which  th^  are  oonnetled,  such  as  the 
National  Lea^e,  of  being  in  any  way 
responsible,  eiAer  direotly  or  indireetlj, 
for  outrages;  on  the  craUrary,  I  asani 
that  they  hare  c(Hi;tributed  enormously 
towards  maintaining  the  peace,  and  the 
absence  of  outrage  during  a  period  of 
nreat  distress  and  many  eviotionB.  When 
VM  (JoTemment's  own  paid  officials  ad- 
mit that  in  all  the  worst  districts  of 
Ircdand  the  iofluenoe  of  the  League  has 
been  strained  to  the  utmost  to  put  down 
outrage,  it  is  a  preposterous  and  almost 
a  cowardly  thing  to  say  that  that  oi^ani- 
lation  has  instigated  outrages.  I  have 
never  shrunk  in  this  House  from  taking 
<m  my  shoulders  the  full  responsibility 
of  any  action  of  my  own.  I  acknowledge 
that  I  have  been  aotine  in  a  oombination 
in  the  shape  of  the  Han  of  Campaign 
against  the  payment  of  exorbitant  rents, 
ud  alao  to  a  oortain  extent  in  Boycotting 
to  carry  out  that  object ;  but  I  assert 
that  I  Save  done  more  to  prevent  crime 
and  outrage  than  any  Government 
official.  I  would  ad  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
£.  Boche  and  the  District  Inspector  of 
Oonstabulary  in  regard  to  the  district  of 
Oastleisland.  There  the  Land  Act  has 
operated  to  a  vray  limited  extent,  owing 
tP  the  fact  that  a  laigo  portion  of  the 
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people  are  leaseholders.  Bests  are 
high,  but  abatements  are  made  in  some 
instances ;  evictions  conunence,  then 
outrf^s  take  place,  then  comes  the 
Grimes  Act,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
frightful  blood  tax,  the  rates  in  that 
district  are  almost  equal  in  amount  to 
the  rents.  In  a  district  where  crime  is 
most  rampant,  it  has  been  stated  by  the 
salaried  mag^trates  of  the  GKivemment 
that  the  inflnence  of  the  Land  League 
has  been  dead  Ua  years,  and  that  B(>y- 
ootting  is  carried  out  by  an  organization 
which  they  do  not  like  to  name.  WeU, 
what  has  been  the  result  of  five  or  nz 
years  of  this  rule  in  Kerry  ?  You  have 
brought  the  country  into  a  state  that  is 
most  deplorable,  and,  I  must  say,  is  a 
constant  source  of  grief  and  shame  and 
distress  to  all  Irishmen.  And  what  is 
your  remedy  for  all  this  f  Simply  to  con- 
tinue to  carry  on  the  methods  of  coercion 
and  blood  tax  which  have  produced 
these  evil  e£feots.  And  what.  Sir,  is  the 
cost  of  this  system  ?  I  say,  Sir,  that  to 
support  this  system  is  the  worst  and 
most  infamous  use  that  the  taxes  of  the 
country  could  be  put  to.  If  the  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  wmt  out  on  the 
terrace  of  the  House  of  Oommoos  and 
shovelled  aovweigns  into  the  Thames,  he 
would  be  doing  a  more  prudent  and 
meritorious  aot  than  your  agents  are 
doing  in  Kerry.  Ur.  Heffeman  Oinui- 
dine,  one  of  the  Eeaident  Magistrates  of 
Kerry,  was  examined  before  the  Oowper 
Oommission,  and  stated,  in  reply  to  Sir 
James  Caird,  that  he  knew  one  landlord 
who  had  a  Boycotted  farm  on  his  hands 
and  had  been  working  it  himself  for  two 
years.  The  rent  of  the  farm  waa  £70 
a-year.  There  were  seven  policemen 
Tffotecting  the  caretakers,  and  Mr. 
Heffeman  Considine  estimated  that  it 
cost  the  country  £1,000  and  the  lsnd< 
lord  £300  a-year  to  work  this  miserable 
farm  of  £70  a-year.  That  is  certainty 
a  i^orious  system  for  administering  the 
taxes  of  England ;  and  I  ventore  to  wky 
that  if  any  Member  of  tSiel^msa  weieto 
investigate  the  ciroumstances  of  the 
evictions,  he  would  eome  to  the  oonoht- 
sion  that  the  tenant  was  right  and  the 
luidlord  wrong.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  people  of  England — if  we  can  only 
reach  the  people  of  England — will  put 
an  end  to  this  system  which,  aoooxding 
to  the  Chief  Secretary,  is  to  be  perpetual. 
A  great  many  land  agents  were  sum- 
numadbeforo  theO(miiiiiMioD ;  andl  vani 
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now  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  few  minntee  to  the  character  of  the 
evidence  given  before  the  CommiBsion 
by  some  of  the  agents  themselreB,  which 
will  show  what  a  small  amount  of 
reliance  can  be  placed  npon  the  state- 
ment of  Tory  landlords  who  come  from 
Ireland,  and  indignantly  deny  the 
charges  we  make  against  them.  One  of 
the  agents  examined  was  the  agent  of 
the  Duke  of  Abercom.  I  do  not  know 
whether  1  am  correct  or  not,  but  it  is 
believed  in  Ireland  that  the  influence  of 
the  Hamiltons  is  most  sinister  and  anti- 
Lnah— it  is  believed  that  they  were  not 
sorry  to  mt  rid  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Ezohequer  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  whom  they  re^^arded  as  op- 
posed to  them  in  their  Irish  policy.  I 
Know,  any  way,  that  the  Hamiltons  are 
anxious  to  have  a  Coercion  Act  in  Ire- 
land ;  for,  without  a  Coercion  Act,  they 
would  soon  be  unable  to  levy  their  rack- 
rents  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  In  fact, 
they  are  regarded  by  their  own  tenants 
and  by  the  Ulster  tenants  as  excessive 
rack-renters.  Mr.  Thomas  M'Farland, 
the  agent  to  the  Duke  of  Abercom,  was 
examined  and  stated,  in  reply  to  Lord 
MilltowD,  that  the  tenants  had  always 
been  well  treated,  and  that  there  would 
be  ^at  reluctance  on  their  part  to  sever 
their  connection  with  the  old  fiunily. 
He  also  stated  that  between  8  and  9  per 
cent  would  cover  the  cost  of  management, 
losses,  and  outlay  upon  improTements  on 
the  estate.  So  much  for  me  opinion  of 
tSx.  M'Farland ;  but  we  shall  see  that 
the  tenants'  opinion  is  entirely  difierent. 
A  short  time  ago  a  meeting  was  held  in 
St.  Johnstone's  8choolhous6  of  the 
Donegal  tenantry  of  the  Duke  of  Aber- 
com. Everyone  who  knows  the  locality 
is  aware  that  there  were  very  few  Ca- 
tholics in  the  room.  The  chair  was  occu- 
pied by  a  Mr.  David  Bobutson,  a 
Loyalist,  and  he  said — 


'*  He  was  aure  they  would  sU  agree  with  him 
that  it  was  no  wonder  the  country  was  in  such 
a  state  of  agitation  when  they  fonnd  the  tenant 
fanner  in  a  worse  position  than  be  was  60  veart 
■go,  and  tied  down  by  law  to  pay  xenta  reduced 
(»  an  Bvnags  only  10  per  cent  on  rack-rents 
pat  on  in  IwS  wlua  all  aorta  tA  farm  prodace 
were  doable  what  they  were  at  ^esent*' 

Ht)  add^d — ■ 

"Hic-rc  <ra«  ono  thinR  t-crlaiaja  ndaetlon  of 
M-rit  nitist  iamt,  if  Lhu  ti-n.iat  lumeza  wen  to 
li<ri:<iii  Uii«  cooniry.    Tl-  If'l<l  that  tfee 

tibr&nmuaitwfium  -r'  ..t.>.itj<>D^  on  itio 

jpclidnl  I'  :' .     '"ii-     '  a  re- 


daction was  to  be  looked  (or  from  the  landlwd' 
from  tbe  State,  and  from  the  Land  League- 
The  last  appeared  to  him  to  be  tbe  most  popular 
and  the  most  effectoal." 

LoBO  OEOBGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  hon.  C^tleman  to  read  from  page 
691. 

Mb.  DILLON :  It  wUl  be  more  inte- 
resting to  the  House  to  read  the  opnion 
of  the  tenants. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
what  was  the  period  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  referring  ? 
Mr.  DILLON:  1858. 
LoBT)  GEORGE  HAMmTON :  Thir^ 
years  ago. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  desire  to  show  what 
a  good  heart  these  Ulster  landlords  have 
for  their  tenants.  Judging  the  namesof 
the  tenants  who  have  recently  spoken, 
I  should  say  they  were  members  of  tilie 
Church  of  England  or  Frosbytorians. 
And  what  did  they  say  ?  The^,  it  ap- 
pears, had  asked  for  a  reduction  of  30 
per  cent,  which,  they  said,  had  been 
curtly  reused ;  and  at  this  meeting  they 
asked  his  Grace  for  a  more  favoniable 
reply,  and  one  of  the  tenants  said— 

*•  They  all  remembered  the  time  when  they 
did  not  dare  to  assemble  in  a  meeting  like  that 
to  disease  their  grievances,  and  when  they  had 
to  submit  to  whatever  kind  of  tyranny  was  be- 
stowed upon  them  without  nusing  tbeir  voices 
against  it.  They  had  reason  to  thank  Qod,  to 
thank  the  Legisktare,  and  thank  the  spirit  of 
tbe  time  that  thery  ware  able  to  meet  together 
that  evsning." 

These  are  the  a£Fectionate  tenantiy  of 
their  beloved  landlord,  the  Duke  of 
Abercorn.  That  is  a  nice  commentary 
on  the  statement  of  Mr.  M'Farland ; 
and  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  if 
these  men  had  not  tbe  courage  to  speak 
out  we  would  have  the  Hamiltons  posing 
here  as  men  who  had  the  love  and  respect 
of  their  tenants,  and  from  whom  the 
tenants  would  not  part  even  if  they 
could.  This  only  shows  that  the  North- 
ern Protestant,  as  well  as  the  Southern 
Catholic,  will  use  strong  language  when 
driven  to  the  wall.  If  I  had  used  in 
Mayo  the  language  used  by  Mr.  Samuel 
Crowe  I  should  have  been  indicted ;  for 
that  gentleman  spoke  of  the  70  tenants 
who  refused  to  sign  his  memorial  as 
blook  sheep,  and  I  shall  awut,  with 
some  interest,  to  see  whether  a  prosecu- 
tion under  the  new  Coercion  Bill  is  the 
result.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  is  no 
National  League  in  thet  district,  and 
why?  BaiMaUd  the  ten&nts  dare  not 
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join  it.  The  first  case  I  Will  cite  is  that 
of  a  man  who  has  held  himself  up  to 
the  public  of  England,  and  I  beUero 
snooessfully,  aa  a  model  landlord.  He 
Has  giren  evidence  before  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  most  extraordinary  and  pre- 
posterous character  ever  placed  before 
any  inquiry.  That  gentleman  is  Mr. 
A.  M.  Kavanagh;  and,  when  called 
upon  to  give  eviMnce,  he  asked  the  per- 
mission of  the  Oommissioners  to  deliver 
his  evidence  without  being  questioned. 
The  result  was  a  political  harangue, 
extending  over  seven  or  eight  oolnmns, 
in  which  he  denounced  the  Tate  Govern- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Bfember  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  the  Land  Act,  and  declared 
he  would  give  no  abatement  of  rent,  be- 
cause none  was  required.  That  was  his 
evidence  before  the  Commission ;  but 
what  happened?  As  ill  luck  would  have 
it,  the  Land  Commission  went  to  Lough- 
rea  the  other  day  and  reduced  some  of 
this  gentleman's  rents.  Among  the  re- 
dactions were,  £17  I7t.  to  £8.  That 
was  in  the  case  of  Thomas  Haynes ;  in 
the  case  of  Michael  Comerford,  the  re- 
duction was  ficom  £44  to  £30 ;  Michael 
Murphy,  £14  to  £7  15«;  and  in  other 
cases,  £26  to  £17,  £I8  to  £8  15«.,  and 
£2  to  12<.  6d,  This  landlord  of  £20,000 
a-year  actually  charged  for  a  small  hold- 
ing £2,  although  the  Land  Commission 
said  it  was  only  worth  V2».  6d.  No 
wonder  Mr.  Kavansgh  denounced  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian ;  for  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  exposed  to  the 
world  the  infamy  of  the  conduct  of  one 
who  had  hitherto  postured  before  the 
country  as  a  humane  and  honourable 
landlord.  Mr.  Kavanagh  was  asked 
whether,  in  these  rents,  there  was  in- 
cluded any  interest  on  improvements 
made  by  the  landlord.  "No,"  he  re- 
plied in  this  country  it  is  quite  the  other 
way ; "  by  which  he  meant  that  all  the  im- 
prov«mentfi  were  made  1^  the  tenants. 
Passing  on,  I  come  to  another  head  of 
the  landlord  party.  The  landlords  have 
been  getting  mto  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
lately,  and  the  reason  is  because  many 
people  want  to  ask — "Why  do  not  a  large 
number  of  the  tenants  go  into  the  Land 
Courts?"  The  answer  is— "  Because 
they  dare  not  go  in."  If  they  had,  they 
would  have  been  sued  for  the  hanging 
gale  and  for  the  arrears ;  they  would 
have  had  their  turf  taken  from  them ; 
they  would  have  been  appealed  against 
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and  dragged  from  Court  to  Court  at 
great  expense.  It  is  only  recently  that 
the  landlords  have  become  terrified  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  that  the 
tenants  on  the  worst  estates  have  received 
relief  by  plucking  up  courage  to  go  into 
Court.  I  next  come  to  another  good 
landlord,  who  has  not  been  found  out 
until  just  lately.  Lord  Courtown  is  at 
the  head  of  theProperty  Defence  Assotna- 
tton,  and  reductions  have  been  made  on 
Lord  Courtown's  property  as  follows : — 
From  £52  to  £38,  £19  to  £11,  £15  8«.  64. 
to  £B,  £67  to  £31,  £16  to  £8  15i.. 
and  £28  to  £14  15i.  There  is  also  a 
long  list  more.  Had  Lord  Courtown 
been  in  this  House,  he,  too,  would  have 
repudiated  the  charge  of  exacting  ez< 
orbitant  rents.  Yet  these  are  the  men 
who  the  landlords  of  Ireland  have  not 
been  ashamed  to  pnt  forward  as  the 
champions  of  their  class,  and  who  last 
autumn  would  have  persistedin  dedaring 
that  rents  were  not  too  high.  Why 
have  not  they  chosen  men  like  Mr. 
Thomas  Tighe  ?  Because  such  men  will 
not  do  the  dirty  work  which  these  ' 
associations  require  to  be  done.  I  have  ' 
referred  to  the  Land  Corporation,  and  to 
the  Property  Defence  Association,  whidi 
have  been  established  for  the  protection 
of  landlords.  But  there  is  a  third 
association  of  the  kind — the  Irish  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union — which  has  flooded 
the  country  with  a  greater  number  of 
lies  than  has  ever  been  previously  cir- 
culated. That  association  was  founded 
for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  tenantry  were  inhuman 
and  discontented  without  reason  ;  but  its 
action  from  beginning  to  end  has  been  a 
gross  libel  on  the  Irish  people  at  large. 
At  its  head  is  a  noble  Lord  who  was 
once  a  Member  of  this  House — Lord 
Castletown — and,  unfortunately  for  huu, 
some  of  his  tenants  recenUy  went  into 
the  Land  Court.  When  hon.  Ctontlemm 
knew  the  reductions  that  were  made  by 
the  Court  on  Lord  Castletown's  estate^ 
they  will  easily  undentand  how  it  is 
that  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  spent 
so  much  money.  It  is  because  they 
have  a  class  interest  to  defend.  Their 
object  is  not  the  Union  of  the  two 
countries  ;  it  is  to  stave  off,  if  possible, 
the  destruction  of  their  rack-renting 
system,  and  to  cover  the  exposure  that  is 
being  made  of  the  infamous  way  in 
which,  as  landlords,  they  have  treated 
the  people  of  Ireland.   In  Lord  Oastle- 
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town's  oaee,  the  reductions  ficm  the  old 
rent  wne  £10  to  new  rent  £5 ;  from  £28 
to  £18  10«. ;  from  £30  to  £22 ;  from 
£41  to  £29 ;  from  £478  to  £330 ;  from 
£4  U.  to  £2  10<.  ;  from  £18  to  £10. 
Here  is  a  pretty  state  of  things  for  the 
head  of  the  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
Union,  which  flooded  the  country  with 
its  boasts  t  Is  that  state  of  things  credit- 
able to  the  noble  Lord  ?  If,  in  speaking 
at  this  leng^,  I  can  bring  home  to  the 
mindsof  the  people  of  England  what  isthe 
real  motive  of  these  Gentlemen  who  talk 
about  their  preparedness  to  make  sacri- 
fices, I  shall  be  content.  Sacrifices  for- 
sooth !  I  challenge  any  Ifomber  of  the 
Government  to  lay  a  finger  on  any  single 
aaorifioe  that  has  ever  been  nude  by  any 
Irish  landlord  for  any  purpose  except  Uie 
veoovery  of  his  own  rent.  So  far  from 
maldnK  aaorifioee,  these  noble  Lords  and 
hon.  Gmitlemen  of  (he  Union  were  the 
ve>7  people  wlio  trwe  not  ashamed  to 
oome  OTOT  from  Ireland  and  ask  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  London  to  help  tiiem. 
Tet  thoee  very  men  are  ready,  and  do  not 
hesitate,  to  reproach  me  and  my  Col- 
leagues of  the  National  Leagae,  because, 
as  they  say,  we  were  not  ashamed  to 
accept  the  earnings  of  the  evicted  tenants 
in  .^juerica,  and  to  be  the  instruments, 
as  I  am  proud  to  be,  of  carrying  out 
their  wishes.  At  least,  the  Nationalist 
Party  do  not  take  anything  from  Eng^ 
lishmen.  Nor,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  do 
we  from  oar  own  flesh  and  blood. 
The  money  is  forced  upon  us,  poured 
out  npon  as  by  all  dasses  in  America  to 
f  inward  the  oanse  of  Irish  freedom.  To 
beg  from  EngHsfamen  is  reserved  tia  the 
Iruh  rack-renting  landlords,  and  Eng- 
lishmen, if  they  knew  the  truth,  would 
rather  give  to  any  object  under  the  sun 
than  to  that.  Make  sacrifices  ?  Why 
80  demoralized  have  those  men  become, 
that  they  will  not  make  any  sacrifice 
even  for  themselves.  Their  rentals,  in 
the  aggregate,  amount  to  £10,000,000 
a-year ;  and  how  much  does  the  House 
think  Uiey  subscribe  to  the  Tenure  and 
Property  Defence  Association  ?  Why, 
they  subscribed  last  year  only  £3,000. 
And  yet  that  Association  talked  to  the 
English  people  of  being  turned  out  of 
Iruand  penniless,  and  openly  begged  of 
them  for  help.  That  was  the  revenue 
of  the  Association  for  last  year,  and  the 
banking  aooonnt  was  overdrawni  so  that 
they  had  to  come  to  London  to  bw  for 
aid.  la  contrast  to  this,  I  can  tell  the 


House  that  the  poor  taunts  of  Lceland 
subscribed  £14,000  last  year  to  their 
organization,  while  the  rent-roU  of  these 
men  who  subscribed  £8,000  <mfy  for 
theirs,  was  £10,000,000.  No,  those  men. 
will  make  no  sacrifice  for  no  principle 
and  no  object  except  that  of  collecting 
their  rents  and  filling  their  own  pockets. 
As  a  class,  they  caro  nothing  for  the 
Union ;  their  pockets  are  their  chief 
consideration ;  and  if  the  Honse  were 
foolish  enough  to  allow  them  to  take 
large  sums  out  of  the  Treasury  of  Eng- 
land, they  will  desert  Ireland  and  the 
Unionist  cause,  and  they  will  abandon 
Ireland  to  the  Nationalists,  and  leave 
them  absolute  masters  of  the  field.  As 
to  the  general  policy  of  the  Government 
for  setUin^  the  ]bish  Question,  I  main- 
tain that  tf  we  pass  a  Oowuon  Bill  we 
must  abandon  pnrdhase.  I  have  no  ob* 
jeetion  to  a  system  of  pnrohase,  if  it 
IS  made  perfeotiy  free.  For  a  frdr  pur- 
chase, the  first  necessity  is  that  the  t^ant 
should  be  free,  and  the  price  moderate 
and  reasonable.  If  a  Coercion  Bill  is 
passed,  I  will  make  it  my  business  to  go 
to  the  people  of  England,  and  warn  them 
all  through  the  country  against  advanc- 
ing a  single  shilling  to  the  Irish  tenant 
for  purchase.  Speaking  as  an  Irishman 
and  knowing  my  oount^men,  I  will 
tell  the  Enghsh  people  that  Irishmen 
will  honourably  pay  back  evenr  shilling 
advanced  to  wem  by  way  of  loan,  so 
long  as  there  is  a  firm  and  free  bargain ; 
but  that  it  will  be  a  dangerous  thinf 
to  the  bish  pec^le,  and  to  the  Engliw 
ExchequOT,  to  carry  out  a  sjvtem  of  pur- 
chase under  a  Coercion  BilL  It  will 
be  madness  on  the  part  of  the  Engliah, 
taxpayers  to  consent  to  an^  ponmase 
scheme  while  a  Coercion  Act  is  in  f  woe. 
Here  is,  by  way  of  illustration,  a  ease 
which  has  occurred  under  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  which  I  had  had  the  privi- 
lege of  patting  in  force. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  would  be 
travelling  wide  of  the  question  to  dis- 
cuss the  details  of  a  purchase  scheme  on 
the  Motion  to  bring  m  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Criminal  Law. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  recognize  the  pro- 
priety of  the  interruption,  and  will  not 
pursue  that  part  of  the  subject.  I  have 
addressed  the  House  at  greater  length 
than  I  am  in  the  habit  of  doing ;  bat  I 
believe  it  wui  impMsible  to  ovesrate  the 
ffravil7  of  the  onBie.  Thwe  can  bo  no 
doobt  that  we  have  once  more  airired 
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at  what  the  right  hon.  MembeT  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  once  described  ae  the  "  part- 
ing of  the  ways."  On  one  hand,  diere  is 
a  Toad  which  will  lead  inevitably  to  a 
repetition  of  all  the  mieeries  and  troubles 
through  which  the  country  has  passed 
for  the  last  87  years.  On  the  other  is  a 
road  which  will  lead  to  a  speedy  termi- 
nation of  all  these  troubles,  and  to  a 
reconciliation  which  many  believed  to  be 
impossible  a  few  years  ago.  The  incon- 
sistency  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
in  supporting  this  policy  of  coercion  is 
astounding.  It  was  only  on  the  9th  of 
April  last  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  cause  which  made  the  re- 
crudesoMice  of  crime  in  Ireland  possible 
was  the  ^rarian  situation,  and  if  the 
cause  could  be  got  out  of  the  way,  there 
would  be  nothing  to  justify  recourse  to 
coercive  measures ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  added  that  he  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  stay  evictions  for  six  months, 
and  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
arrears.  What  has  occurred  since  the 
9th  of  April  to  alter  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Why  does  he 
go  away  from  those  words  now,  and 
uius  do  violence  to  the  teaching  and 
principles  of  his  past  life  and  of  his 
Party  ?  There  is  not  a  single  fact  bear- 
ing on  the  case  which  was  not  known  in 
April  last.  The  only  strong  cases  now 
brought  forward  date  back  to  1885,  and 
the  beginning  of  1886.  It  is  inexplicable 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  should  re- 
cede from  that  declaration,  and  s1u>nld 
support  a  MoHon  which  ^11  put  off  for 
some  time  the  possible  reconciliation  of 
the  people  of  me  two  countries.  For  my 
part — for  our  part — ^it  will  be  the  duty  of 
Irish  Members  to  resist  this  measure  in 
a  way  that  the  Bules  of  Parliament  will 
ermit  of  our  doing.  I  believe  we  shall 
e  supported  in  that  resistance  by  the 
entire  body  of  the  Liberal  Party  and  by 
the  people  of  England.  If  the  BiU 
passes,  in  spite  of  the  utmost  exertions 
we  can  make.  I,  on  my  part,  shall  con- 
tinue to  carry  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  care  whether  the 
Gh)vemment  try  me  in  Dublin  or  at  the 
Old  Bailey— I  will  only  say  this,  that  if 
yoa  succeed,  by  the  aid  of  packed  juries, 
in  oonTicting  me  and  putting  me  in 
prison,  on  your  heads  be  the  onmea  uid 
the  honors  ot  the  situation  that  vriH 
msue. 

Hr.lHUm 


Mb.  HALDAKE  (Haddington^ : 
The  language  in  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  £«]and  introduced  this  Bill, 
the  nature  of  the  charges  which  he 
has  launched  against  the  Irish  people, 
and  the  temper  with  which  t^ose 
charges  have  been  brought  forward, 
illustrate  the  passionate  inconsiderate- 
ness  with  which  Englishmen,  at  certain 
times,  approach  the  consideration  of  the 
Irish  problem.  We,  at  least,  of  the 
LiberfJ  Party,  with  all  our  failings  and 
with  all  the  mistakes  which  we  have 
committed,  have  learned  one  thing.  We 
have  learned  that  hysterical  legislation 
cannot  affect  the  ooDsequenceB  of  acta 
the  nature  of  which  we  have  long  since 
come  to  understand.  The  prwosals 
now  placed  before  us  are  so  ramancable 
and  of  a  stringency  so  extraordinan  as 
almost  to  take  one's  breath  away.  I  do 
not  deny  that  there  might  be  a  state  of 
things  for  which  so  extraordinary  a  pro- 
position might  be  necessary.  It  might 
be  natural  if  the  Executive  had  to 
deal  with  a  small  body  of  conspirators, 
systematically  banding  themselves  to- 
gether to  promote  acts  of  rapine  and 
disorder  against  the  general  well-being. 
Then,  indeed,  a  proposition  such  as  that 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  has  placed 
before  the  House  would  be  neoessaiy ; 
but  whether  that  is  the  case  now  is  an 
issue  which  is  one  of  fact.  I  base  my 
opporition  to  the  Bill,  not  upon  the  ma- 
ture of  the  propositions  which  it  contains 
—although  of  those  propositicma  I  i^all 
have  something  to  say  before  I  resome 
my  seat — not  upon  any  suggested  satis- 
faictory  condition  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland,  because  I  do  not  think  the 
state  of  Ireland  at  this  time  can  be  de- 
scribed in  any  respect  as  satisfactory ; 
nor  do  I  base  my  opposition  on  any 
general  considerations,  other  than  a 
broad  issue  of  policy.  The  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  now 
bringing  before  the  House  can  only, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  myself  and 
those  who  think  with  me,  end  in 
disaster  to  the  cause  of  social  order 
in  Ireland  and  in  the  di^^raoe  and 
humiliation  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  Government  have  introduced  a  oer- 
tain  amount  of  conf  ufuon  into  the  iasne. 
Thev  say  that  to  refuse  to  nass  this  BiU 
would  be  to  deny  to  the  ]^eoiittve  the 
means  of  maintaining  lav  and  ocdar, 
and  of  canying  out  the  nuudate  ea- 
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trusted  to  them.   That  is  a  proposition 
from  whioh  I  vholly  and  entirely  dis- 
sent.  In  my  opinion,  the  duty  of  the 
ExeoatiTe,  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in 
every  other  countiy  that  exists  under 
Ocmstitntion^  Qoremmentf  is  to  carry 
out  the  enforcement  of  the  law  without 
the  slightest  regard  to  the  reasons  upon 
which  such  law  and  policy  have  been 
baaed.   Certainly  that  is  the  doctrine 
whioh  I  should  desire  to  support,  and 
the  history  of  this  country  illustrates  the 
disastrous  results  of  any  departure  from 
it;  indeed,  it  affords  numerous  instances 
of  the  evils  which  have  resulted  in  times 
when  the  Crown  asserted  a  oootraiy  doc- 
trine, and  sought  to  set  itself  up  as  pos- 
eessing  an  autbority  co-ordinate  with,  if 
not  superior  to,  that  of  Parliament.  I, 
for  one,  would  he  no  party  to  challenge 
the  policy  of  the  (Government  if  I  thought 
that  the  outcome  of  that  challenge  was 
the  affirmation  of  a  doctrine  whioh,  whe- 
ihsr  maintained  in  the  intweet  of  the 
Sorereign  or  tiie  Bntg'eoti  I  trost  is  iac 
eror  dmd.  That  is  not  the  question  we 
aie  hare  to  disonss,  bat  sonwthing  en- 
tirely different.  We  are  sitting  nere, 
not  as  the  ExeoutiTe,  but  as  the  Com- 
mons of  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland, 
to  determine  the  nature  of  the  law 
which  the  Executive  is  to  enforce ;  and 
we  are  within  our  rights  and  priv^eges 
when  we  say  that  we  will  not  give  the 
further  sanction  of  onr  authority  to  any 
legislation  unless  it  involves  an  enforce- 
ment of  a  reform  of  the  law.    I  desire, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  state  the  case  I 
have  to  make  to  the  House  with  ikimess. 
It  is  impossible,  (m  a  question  like  this, 
in  which  Parties  are  separated  by  per- 
haps a  greater  gulf  than  there  is  aoy 
iaatanoe  of  in  the  records  of  this  country 
— ^it  is  impossible  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion befbre  the  House  otherwise  than  in 
a  smrit  more  or  less  partizan,  but  Z  will 
undertake,  at  least,  to  abstain  from  any- 
thing like  a  misrepresentation  of  the 
condition  of  afiioirs.  I  will  endeavour  to 
state  the  facts  with  accuracy,  and  to 
avoid  imputing  to  hon.  Members  opposite 
any  motives  or  purposes  which  they 
themselves  would  not  acknowledge.  I 
have  said  that  the  question  we  have  to 
determine  is  one  of  policy.  The  Govern- 
ment have  passed  from  st^e  to  stage  of 
the  policy  tfa^  are  now  aAuig  the  House 
to  sancticm  in  its  last  development  with 
the  utmost  regularity.   It  is  not  un edi- 
fying to  see  how  tliey  have  dime  this. 


It  is  long  since  they  passed  the  point 
at  which  the  ways  divei^.  They  nave 
beoome  separated  from  us  by  a  gulf 
which  is  ever  widening.  Her  M^esty's 
Ministers  have  taken  upon  themselves 
the  duty  of  restoring  social  order  in 
Ireland  oy  means  which  not  only  de- 
prive them  of  the  sanction  of  the  ma- 
jority over  whom  they  have  to  rnle,  but 
which  are  opposed  to  the  ordinary  and 
common  instincts  of  those  very  people. 
We,  too,  had  a  policy  of  social  order ; 
we,  too,  have  sought  to  restore  the  per- 
manent and  just  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  but  we  sought  to  do  so 
not  by  means  of  measures  passed  in  the 
teeth  of  the  wishes  of  the  people  with 
whom  we  had  to  deal ;  but  by  securing,  as 
far  as  we  could,  the  sanction  of  popular 
opinion,  the  good  wishes  and  good  will 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  those  instincts 
of  order  which  we  believe  to  exist  in 
Ireland  as  well  as  in  any  other  civilised 
community.  HwMtyesfy'sOovfflrnment 
have  now  taken  upon  tbnnselTes  a  task 
whioh  certainly  is  a  task  of  great  diffi- 
culty, and  I  am  afraid  we  are  not  likely 
soon  to  see  the  end  of  it.  Wo  certainly 
have  not  seen  the  end  of  our  dif&culties 
in  attempting  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. The  last  thing  we  desire,  and  the 
last  thing  we  should  seek  to  do,  is  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  involve  the  Govern- 
ment in  onbarrasament  in  the  discharge 
of  a  duty  which  is  almost  without 
parallel ;  but  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  the  discharge  of  that  duty 
will  not  only  involve  the  Government  in 
difficulty,  but  cannot  fail  to  involve  this 
country  in  an  embarrassment  no  less 
than  that  in  which  it  will  involve  Ire- 
land. Let  us  look  at  the  stoges  through 
whioh  Her  Majesty's  Himstera  have 
passed  in  the  devwopment  of  their  policy. 
They  set  out  with  a  denial  of  the  neces- 
sity of  that  which  they  have  entered 
upon  now.  The  way  towards  coercion 
is  paved  with  good  intontions.  The 
path  which  the  Government  have  sought 
to  tread  is  a  path  whioh  has  been  fraught 
at  every  step  with  difficulties  whidi  they 
could  hardly  have  foreseen.  In  the  first 
instance,  they  setout  with  an  abjuration 
of  the  doctrine  of  Home  Bule,  and  I  do 
not  expect  to  see  them  in  the  slightost 
degree  deviate  from  that  principle.  But 
what  is  their  position  now  ?  To  begin 
with,  they  find  themselves  face  to 
face  with  the  necessity  o£  x|riMiBS 
aoinal  order  i^jUul  "'■'^^^e 
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th^  own  theory  upoa  that  subject, 
and  they  have  announced  that  the 
absence  of  sooial  order  is  dne  to  the  ab- 
sence of  prosperity  and  contentment  in 
that  country.  Now  in  that  idea  is 
there  not  something  like  a  confusion 
between  cause  and  effect?  We  have 
heard,  in  the  annals  of  civilization,  of 
good  government  preceding  contentment 
and  happiness ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
have  ever  heard  of  contentment  and 
happinesB  preceding  good  government  ? 
You  cannot  restore  Ihe  one  unless  you 
take  upon  yourselves  to  secure  the 
other.  The  Government,  feeling  the 
difficulty  of  their  position,  set  out 
with,  the  purpose  of  devimng  a  poUcry 
whioh  mi^t  assist  them  in  oompassing 
their  object.  Finding  they  did  not 
possess  knowledge  sumciait  to  enable 
them  to  acoompush  their  object,  they 
invented  a  policy  of  Oommissions.  Un- 
doubtedly, there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  wisdom  in  that.  It  was  necessary  for 
the  Government,  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
Irieh  people,  to  discover  and  ascertain 
the  mode  in  which  the  Irish  people  were 
to  be  satisfied.  But  the  Insh  peasant 
was  hungry.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
inaugurate  a  policy  of  Commissions,  but 
a  pouoy  of  that  kind  takes  time,  and  you 
were  required  to  legislate  immediat^y — 
to  deal  with  a  case  of  social  order  as 
best  you  might.  To  undertake  reforms 
in  the  law  was  no  doubt  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  Government ;  but  the  Go- 
Tomment  forgot  that  their  policy  was 
essentially  a  policy  whioh  must  take 
time.  On  that  aooession  to  Office  they 
committed  the  fatal  mistake  of  simply  re- 
jecting the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Farnell),  forgetting  that  a 
policy,  which  in  its  place  might  be  wise, 
might  not  he  successful  under  ciroum- 
etanoes  which  brooked  no  delay.  That 
brought  them  to  Policy  No.  2.  The  late 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  found  it  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  a  condition  of 
affairs  that  was  found  intolerable,  to  put 
pressure  on  the  landlords  of  Ireland; 
but  he  forgot  that  Ireland  was  a  country 
in  whioh  the  people  identified  ihe  land- 
lords, in  their  own  minds,  with  all  that 
is  most  hateful — that  it  is  a  country 
where  the  necessity  was  recognized  of 
the  GoTomment  of  the  day  ranging 
themselTes  on  one  side  or  the  other;  and 
a  oountxy  vhioh  was  aconstcntted  to  le- 
cognise  tSie  Goremment  almost  as  a 


matter  of  course  as  ranging  themselTes 
on  the  side  of  the  landlords.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  foigot  that  they 
had  to  make  an  election  on  one  side  or 
the  other ;  that  they  could  not  ride  two 
horsee  at  once,  and  concUiate  the  land- 
lords and  the  tenants  as  well.  The  late 
Chief  Secretary  endeavoured  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  tenants,  and  he  attempted 
to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  the  land- 
lords ;  but  the  tenants  would  not  have 
it,  nor  would  the  landlords.  They  ob- 
jected to  a  half-and-half  policy,  and 
called  upon  the  late  Chief  Secretary  to 
do  one  uiing  or  the  other.  The  oonse- 
quenoe  was  that  he  failed.  It  was  that 
oiroumstanoe  which  brought  tiie  Go- 
vernment to  PcJi<7  No.  S— the  poHoy 
which  they  are  now  introdndn^.  It  was 
necessary  to  take  steps  fbr  insisting  on 
the  restoration  of  the  observance  of  the 
law.  The  state  of  Ireland  was  a  state 
which  certainly  admitted  of  only  one 
verdict.  That  state  was  really — I  will 
not  say  deplorable — ^but  a  condition  of 
things  in  which  it  was  necessary,  and 
above  all  things  essential,  that  some  firm 
course  of  administration  should  be  en- 
tered upon.  Accordingly,  the  Govern- 
ment have  entered  upon  such  a  course. 
We  have  heard  to-night  the  propodtionB 
which  have  been  jdaced  before  us  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  of  whioh  I  took  a 
rough  note;  propositiona  which  can  only 
be  described  as  drastic  in  their  strin- 
gency. Before  you  can  form  an  opinion 
upon  these  propositions  It  is  neoessaxy 
that  yon  should  look  at  the  existing  oon- 
dition  of  Ireland.  The  real  GKvrwnment 
of  Ireland  is  at  this  moment  in  the  hands 
of  the  National  League.  You  hare  got 
before  you  the  lamentable  spectacle  of  a 
confliot  between  fheifo  /ur«  and  the  A  facto 
Government — of  the  Bepresentativea  in 
Dublin  Castle  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
at  Westminster  carrying  on  a  feel^e 
and  somewhat  spasmodic  struggle  with 
the  irresistible  influence  of  an  organiaaT 
tion  which  is  flourishing  in  every  part  of 
the  coimtry.  The  reason  is  not  far  to 
seek.  The  reason  is  that  the  National 
League  exists  because  it  is  the  real  t»- 
presentative  of  the  opinions  of  the  ma- 
lori^of  the  Irish  people.  The  issae, 
Sir,  IS  one  of  fact.  I,  fm  onoi  do  not 
like  to  learn  that  a  rival  to  the  Gorsm- 
ment  exists ;  but,  ba£6re  Buppreasia^  it, 
there  is  a  necesdty  for  inquiring  into 
the  causes  whioh  account  for  its  Emngp 
there.  I  listened  to  a  speech  whioh  waa 
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mode  the  other  nig^ht  by  my  hen.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Finlay).  I  have  listeDed  to-night  to 
the  apeeoh  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  view  which 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  took  of  the 
functions  of  the  League  was  practically 
the  view  subsequently  taken  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  —  namely,  that  it  is 
in  itself  essentially  a  secret  society, 
enforcing  its  mandates  by  means  of  Boy- 
ootting.  aud  enforcing  Boycotting  by 
means  and  artifices  of  a  secret,  violent, 
and  highly  criminal  nature.  Is  that  a 
view  of  the  operations  of  the  National 
Lei^e  which  is  founded  on  fact  ?  Is  it 
a  view  which  anybody  would  arrive  at 
who  coDnden  fhe  existing  condition  of 
Ireland?  Ton  hare  only  to  read  the 
columns  of  Vnittd  TreUmd  to  find  the 
doings  of  the  League  proclaimed  in 
the  light  of  day  in  every  township  and 
every  district  of  the  country.  My 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  stated  that 
the  doings  of  the  League  are  doings 
that  are  enforced  by  Boycotting.  Un- 
doubtedly they  have  been  enforced  by 
Boycotting ;  but  how  came  they  to  be 
enforced  in  that  way  ?  It  is  because  in 
^land  Boycotting  is  the  only  way  of 
getting  out  of  the  difficulties  imposed  by 
the  canying  out  of  an  uxnust  and  un- 
necessary policy.  You  talk  of  the  Na- 
tional lilsagne  Parhr  encouraging  out- 
rage ;  bat  what  is  the  evidence  of  your 
own  witaesses  ?  Take  that  of  Captain 
Considine — a  gentleman  who  is  oer- 
tainly  not  likuy  to  be  pr^udiced  in 
favour  of  the  League.  You  will  find  in 
the  evidence  of  that  gentleman  a  state- 
ment that  the  efibrts  of  the  League  have 
been  for  12  months  past  directed  to 
putting  down,  as  far  as  possible,  crime 
and  outrage.  Perhaps  Kerry  is  a 
county  where  you  have  more  crime  and 
outrage  than  in  any  other.  It  is  said  to 
be  the  principal  centre  of  disturbance  ; 
and  it  IS  notorious  that  it  is  the  district 
where  the  National  League  is  less  power- 
ful than  anywhere  else.  I  know  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  feel  most 
strongly  on  the  subject  of  the  issue  in  this 
case ;  but  how  is  it  possible  for  you  to 
core  the  existiug  state  of  things  ?  How 
are  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  going  to 
snbstitnte  for  what  is  undoubtedly  the 
d«  faeto  Qovemment  of  Ireland  a  dt  jwr* 
Qovemment,  which  I  should  Certainl 
like  to  see  eatablished  thf^re,  and  whl 
ought  to  be  there,  carrying  on  it^ 
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with  the  goodwill  and  assent  of  the 
general  mass  of  the  Irish  people?  The 
question  is,  bow  are  you  to  make  up 
your  minds  as  to  the  meaning  of  this 
great  popular  movement  ?  There  may 
have  been  mistakes  made  in  questions 
such  as  these  before  now.  There  has 
been  no  one  who  has  been  more  uni- 
formly wrong  in  his  opposition  to  all 
popular  movements  than  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  No  man  has  formed 
judgments  more  adverse  to  popular 
movement  than  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man.  I  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a  man  of  the  highest  integrity. 
I  know  that  he  is  a  man  who  wonid  form 
no  judgment  as  part  of  a  condunon  at 
which  he  had  arrived  unless  he  believed 
that  that  judgment  and  conclusion  were 
arrived  at  on  proper  and  sufficient 
grounds.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  a  man  whose  judgment 
has  often  been  wrong ;  he  was  wrong 
about  the  extension  of  the  franchise  in 
counties,  and  he  became  from  the  opi- 
nion which  he  formed  on  that  qtiestion 
a  political  Ismaelite.  I  believe  that 
there  are  not  a  dozen  hou.  Gentlemen 
o|»poBite  who  will  now  express  an  opi* 
nion  that  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
which  was  made  in  that  direction  was 
an  unwise  one,  and  I  say  that  the  great 
question  before  us  now  is  one  which  has 
to  be  decided  on  eonnderations  of  a  pre- 
cisely umilar  character.  X  now  come  to 
summarize  the  objections  which  I  take  to 
the  Bill  which  has  been  shadowed  forth 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary.  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attomey  Gene- 
ral will  have  his  work  cut  out  tor  him. 
The  Bill  certainly  has  its  extraordinary 
— I  might  almost  say  its  comic— aspects. 
I  can  well  conceive  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meeting  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attomey  General  for  Ireland 
and  discussing  evidence  he  had  never 
seen,  and  upon  the  nature  of  wMcb  he 
has  had  no  opportunity  of  forming  a 
judgment,  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
some  trial  from  Ireland  to  this  House. 
How  is  any  Attomey-  General  to  form  a 
judgment  upon  a  matter  of  that  kind  ? 
How  is  any  man  who  does  not  know 
Ireland  to  form  a  judgment  whether  a 
particular  trial  ou^t  to  bs  removed  or 
not  f  Thew^  is,  howererr  something 
lief  Secretary  told  us  that 
is  twofold.  In  the 
ire  evidence;  in  the 
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neoond,  to  secure  verdicts ;  and  he  hoped 
by  the  Bill  to  be  able  to  accomplish  both 
of  those  objects.  Now,  how  does  be  pro- 
pose to  obtain  evidence?  He  re-adopts  a 
provision  which  was  originally  contained 
in  the  Crimes  Act  brought  in  in  1 882.  No 
doubt  that  proTiBlon  was  sot  without  its 
use.  It  was  a  provision  which  served, 
at  all  ovents,  to  obtain  a  certain  amount 
of  evidence  which  at  the  time  was  suffi- 
cient ;  but  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  same  provision  is  brought  forward 
now  are  very  dififerent.  Under  no  cir- 
cumstances can  you  now  count  on  being 
able  to  obtainsatiafactory  evidence  inlre- 
land.  You  cannot  do  withont  evidence  in 
Ireland  unless  you  are  prepared  to  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  law  by  means  of 
a  drumhead  court-martial,  which  is  the 
only  tribunal  which  would  act  without 
evidence.  Then,  again,  how  are  you  to 
obtain  a  verdict  ?  There  is  a  simple  way 
of  doing  it.  You  may  obtain  it  by  con- 
stituting the  tribunal  in 'a  particular 
way — a  tribunal,  for  instance,  which 
will  act  without  that  evidence  which  the 
law  prescribes  as  necessary ;  but  this 
Bill  does  not  provide  that.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  appoint  magistrates  with  sum- 
mary jurisdiction;  but  how  are  they  to 
act  t  They  cannot  act  without  evidence, 
and  the  difficulty  will  be,  as  it  has  been 
in  the  past,  in  obtaining  that  evidence. 
So  far  as  I  can  see,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  not  advanced  one  step 
in  the  direction  of  obtaining  evidence. 
There  are  a  number  of  most  extraor- 
dinary proposals  put  forward  in  the 
Bill.  There  is  a  proclamation  of  dan- 
gerous associations.  How  far  is  that  to 
be  carried?  I  presume  that  it  means 
the  immediate  extinction  of  the  National 
League.  [  Cries  of  "  Hear,  hear  1 "  from 
th«  Miniitn-ial  Benchti.']  Well,  you  will 
extinguish  the  National  League,  and 
you  will  have  to  reckon  with  the  conse- 
quences of  your  act.  You  will  have  to 
reckon  with  having  driven  agitation, 
which  is  now  above-board,  beneath  the 
surface;  and  the  effect  of  your  legislation 
will  be  the  formation  once  more  of  those 
secret  societies  which  have  been  the  curse 
of  Ireland.  We  have  been  in  hopes  we 
might  get  rid  of  those  secret  societies  for 
ever ;  bat  if  the  propositions  of  the 
Government  are  brought  forward  for 
bolstering  up  a  bad  land  system  they 
will  inevitably  result  in  the  revived  of 
secret  societies.  Much  has  been  said 
sboat  injtiBtioe  to  landlords.   No  donbt 

Mr.  BMmo 


there  have  been  instances  of  the  most 
cruel  injustice  to  landlords;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  for  one  ease  of  injustice  to 
a  landlord  there  have  been  100  cases  of 
injustice  not  less  cruel,  and  not  leas  dis- 
astrous to  tenants.  I  admit  that  the 
condition  of  many  Irish  landlords  is  de- 
plorable ;  but  they  are  suffering  from 
the  system  which  now  exists.  For  the 
rack-renting  landlord  who  oppresses  his 
tenants  we  can  have  no  pity ;  but  for 
other  landlords  we  feel  very  great  sym- 
pathy indeed,  and  if  they  are  to  be  got 
rid  of  they  must  be  got  rid  of  on  just 
terms.  Some  of  those  who  have  been 
returned  to  this  House — and  I  am  one 
of  them — would  only  allow  ourselves  to 
be  elected  not  only  on  the  terms  that 
we  should  be  free  to  support  a  Xiand 
Bill  analogous  to  that  brought  in  by 
the  right  hon.  Ifember  for  Uid  Lo- 
thian (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ;  but  also 
that  we  should  be  free  to  support  any 
other  Bill  which  might  be  brought  in 
by  any  Government — whether  Kberal 
or  Conservative — which  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  matter  on  a  just  and  right- 
ful basis,  without  interfering  in  an  in- 
equitable manner  with  the  tenants,  and 
without  doing  anything  that  might 
unduly  jeopardize  or  prejudice  the 
interests  of  the  British  taxpayer.  Let 
Her  Majesty's  Government  bring  for- 
ward such  a  measure,  apart  from  any 
other  measure,  and  I,  for  one,  promise 
them  that  upon  such  a  subject — a  sub- 

i'  ect  which  is  far  too  important  to  allow 
'artyoonsiderattons  to  intervene — I  will 
do  my  best  to  support  any  proposal  they 
may  submit  to  the  Houso  so  mng  as  it 
is  framed  in  accordance  with  the  ordi- 
nary conditions  of  prudence.  There  is, 
however,  another  reason  which  Induces 
me  to  oppose  the  BiU  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  announced.  I  am  prepared 
to  oppose  it  because  I  believe  it  is  a 
measure  which  will  prove  to  be  utterly 
useless.  It  is  a  Bill  of  which,  stringent 
as  it  may  be— and  it  is  stringent  to  a  de- 
gree that  is  appalling — it  is  not  difficult 
to  prophesy  that  it  will  be  enforced  with 
a  hand  more  unsparing  in  its  rigidi^ 
and  its  intensity  than  that  with  which 
the  measure  of  1882  was  administered 
by  Lord  Spencer  and  Mr.  Trevelyan. 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  measure  ? 
No  doubt  a  certain  amonnt  of  crime 
was  put  down;  but  at  what  cost? 
You  turned  nearly  the  whole  of  Ireland 
into  a  conditimi  of  irritation,  and  made 
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the  people  prepared  to  Tesiatt  almoet  to 
the  wet  drop  of  their  blood,  s  policy 
you  are  now  seeking  to  revive.  Tou 
made  Ireland  far  more  Nationalist  than 
ever  it  had  been  before.  Erery  Town 
Oouncil^  every  Local  Board,  every 
popular  BSBemblage  in  three  of  ber 
Frovinoes  declared  in  favour  of  the  Na- 
tionalist cause.  The  ioflaence  of  the 
National  League  was  even  felt  in  Ulster, 
where  there  were  signs  of  the  people 
stepping  forward  and  taking  part  in  the 
operations  of  the  Land  League  with  the 
rest  of  the  Irish  people.  Every  popular 
body  took  sides  with  what  became,  from 
that  moment,  the  Nationalist  cause.  If 
that  were  so  under  the  Bill  to  which  I 
refer,  how  mueh  more  will  it  not  be  the 
ease  under  the  Bill  which  Her  Majesty's 
GK>Twnment  propose  to  introduce ;  erery 
line  of  which  is  calculated  to  mi^e  the 
Irish  people  hate  tiiis  country  and  the 
administration  of  its  laws  f!ar  more  bit- 
terly, and  with  greater  intensi^  and  a 
greater  sense  of  injustice,  than  was 
even  the  GrimesActof  1882?  I  object  to 
the  Bill  because  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
the  necessary  and  logical  outcome  of  a 
bad  policy.  I  think  that  the  bringing 
forward  of  this  measure  became  an  ab- 
solutely necessary  step  with  the  policy 
inaug^urated  by  the  Oovemment  last 
year.  The  evil  was  committed  then, 
when  they  pledged  themselves  to  op- 
pose Home  Bule  in  any  shape  or  form ; 
and  we  who  cannot  support  them  in 
that — we  who  are  pledged  to  bring 
about  B  state  of  things  in  which  the 
GoTenunent  of  Ireland  may  be  carried 
on  in  different  lines — are  only  acting 
with  oonsistenoy  when  we  declare  that 
we  will  oppose  this  Bill  in  every  shape, 
in  every  lorm,  and  from  every  point 
which  the  Rules  of  Debate  in  this  House 
will  permit.  We  have  been  taunted 
to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  with  leaving  the 
attack  on  this  Bill  in  the  hands  of  an 
Opposition  which  he  said  is  not  the 
regular  Opposition.  I  deny  that  the 
Opposition  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman refened  is  not  the  regular  Op- 
position. For  the  purpose  of  opposi- 
tion to  this  measure  we  are  one.  One 
Party  is  not  fighting  less  stringently  or 
less  earnestly  wan  the  other.  You  have 
aoensed  the  Iri^  Members  repeatedly 
of  haring  violated  every  Bnle  of  this 
House,  f  m-haps  vonr  acousatitm  may 
not  be  altogether  deroid  of  truth ;  bat 


what  was  the  occasion  of  it  ?  You  re- 
fused to  listen  to  those  eminent  Irishmen 
— from  Grattan  down  to  Mr.  Isaac  Butt 
— who  have  addresaed  you  in  eloquent 
terms,  and  have  endeavoured  to  obtain 
the  redress  of  Irish  grievances.  You 
have  refused  to  these  men  every  act 
of  justice.  You  refused  even  to  con- 
sider the  propositions  which  tbey  have 
placed  before  you.  You  refused  to  con- 
sider their  proposals  until  the  Party 
came  to  be  led  \>j  sterner  men  with 
a  less  rigid  intention  of  observing  the 
pn^rieties  of  debate.  They  have  forced 
you  to  listen  to  their  case.  We  were 
as  wrong  then  as  you  are  now,  and 
they  have  compelled  us  to  listen,  to  tbe 
case  of  the  Irish  people.  At  length 
they  have  brought  na  to  a  state  of  things 
in  which  the  msh  PA^ty*  so  far  from 
b«ng  a  small  minority  of  the  House,  is 
in  alliance  with  the  vast  majori^  of  the 
Liberal  Party  of  this  connt^.  Ton  say 
that  we  have  changed  our  views.  Yes ; 
we  have  changed  our  views,  and  we 
have  changed  our  policy.  We  have 
changed  that  policy  at  a  moment  which 
we  believe  to  be  not  too  late.  We  have 
taken  up  a  position  from  wbich  you  will 
not  drive  us,  either  by  your  taunts  or 
by  any  arguments  you  are  likely  to  use. 
No  doubt  we — the  Liberal  Par^ — have 
also  sinned  against  Ireland,  but  the  fault 
we  committed  was  committed  in  partial 
ignorance.  You,  however,  through  the 
medium  of  this  monstrous  Bill,  and 
through  tiie  medium  of  your  general 
policy,  8M  about  to  inflict  another 
grievous  vron^f  upon  Ireland,  and  for 
you  tfaero  exists  no  such  palliation. 
You  will  pass  this  Bill.  [Criet  of 
"  No ! "  J^m  ih$  IrUh  Jf*»*«-*.]  Yes ; 
the  BtU  will  be  passed,  not  by  oonvindnK 
argument,  but  by  the  mere  weight 
numbers.  And,  in  making  it  a  part  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  you  will  inflict  a 
wrong  on  the  Irish  people,  the  conse- 
quences of  wbich  will  only  be  measured 
by  the  disaster  you  will  bring  upon  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland,  and 
the  dl^race  which  that  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland  will  inflict  upon 
this  countiy. 

VisoouhtLYMINGTON  (Devon,  South 
Molton) :  In  ofifering  a  general  support 
to  the  proposals  of  the  G^remment,  I  do 
not  plMge  mvself  as  to  tiie  rarious  de- 
tails ;  bnt  I  shall  rest  my  case  not  upon 
a  question  of  ront,  or  the  amount  of 
I  crime,  but  on  the  pltun  du^— I  may 
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even  say  the  honourable  trust— vhich  I 
feel  is  reposed  in  erery  UDionist  Member 
of  this  House  to  support  the  only  pos- 
sible Unionist  GoTemment  in  enforcing^ 
the  authority  of  the  law,  and  seouriag  to 
every  Irish  fellow-Bubject  the  absolute 
protection  of  the  laws  of  the  British 
Parliament.  I  am  willing  to  confess 
that  the  outward  and  visible  condition 
of  crime,  although  by  no  means  satis- 
factory, is  not  80  serious  as  has  been  the 
ease  when  former  Coercion  Bills  have 
been  introduced  into  this  House.  But 
the  explanation  is  clear,  although  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  it  is  not  a  very  satis- 
factory one.  In  former  times  the  forces 
of  anarchy,  when  those  forces  were  re- 
presented by  Fenianism,  by  the  Land 
League,  or  by  the  National  League, 
vere  struggling  for  mastery  in.  Ireland. 
To-day — I  am  ashamed  to  say  so— the 
foToes  of  anarchy  are  the  masters  of  Xre- 
land.  Outrages  are  no  longer  necessary. 
And  why  are  thcnr  no  longer  necessary  ? 
To  quote  the  words  of  Sir  BedversBuller, 
"intimidation  is  rampant"  in  that  coun- 
try. Sir  Bedvers  Buller  was  asked  by 
Lord  Cowper,  "  Are  the  tenants  afraid 
of  the  League?"  and  the  reply  of  Sir 
Bedvers  BuUer  was  "Yes;  they  are 
coerced  by  the  League ;  they  are  in  fear 
of  the  intimidation  which  is  rampant  in 
the  country."  These  are  the  words  of 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  whose  evidence  has 
been  much  quoted  by  hon.  Q«otlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  especially  by 
the  Irish  Members.  It  is  not  the  quaUty 
nor  the  quantity  of  crime.  What  neces- 
Bitates  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  is  the  plain,  avowed,  and 
self-evident  fact,  which  it  does  not  re- 
quire Blue  Books  to  prove  or  disprove, 
that  law  and  order  are  in  abeyance  in 
Ireland ;  and  that  while  the  Government 
dtjwrt  is  that  of  the  Queen,  the  Govern- 
ment da  facto  is  that  of  the  League. 
That  is  the  position  which  we  have  to 
confront.  It  ia  a  position  in  which  the 
Unionist  Party  cannot  acquiesce.  I  make 
no  complaint  of,  and  I  bring  no  charges 
against,  the  Irish  Party.  They,  at  least, 
have  played  their  part  in  this  contro- 
versy and  in  this  struggle  with  deter- 
mination and  with  oourage.  I  listened, 
as  I  always  do,  with  great  respect  to  the 
speech  of  the  lion.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  I  felt  that  the 
sentiments  of  that  speech  constituted,  if 
there  had  been  no  speech  at  all  from  the 
Chief  Seoretazy  to  the  Lord  Identenant, 


the  strongest  reason  and  claim  for  the 
stringent  powers  which  have  been  asked 
for  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  The 
Irish  Members  and  the  Irish  Party  are 
not  afraid  of  using  force.  They  buieve 
in  ouercioo.  They  are  willing  and  are 
ready  to  employ  coercion  to  coerce  the 
tenants  into  performing  the  part  they 
wish  them  to  play  in  this  contest,  and 
they  know  that  they  must  employ  force, 
and  sustain  the  application  of  force,  to 
enforce  the  duty  that  was  preached  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford 
(Mr.  J.  E.  lledmond),  and  which  sums 
up  the  whole  principle  of  the  policy  and 
attitude  of  the  Home  Bule  Party  in  this 
House.  Sneaking  at  OMot^,  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

"  The  duty  of  the  moment  is  clear.  I  assert 
here  to-day^  that  the  goveromeDt  of  IreUnd  hy 
England  is  an  imposailolHy,  and  I  believb  it  to 
be  our  duty  to  maka  it  lo.*' 

[^Cheera  Jrom  the  Iri»h  M$nih«r$.'\  Quite 
so ;  that  was  most  admirably  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) : 
Why  do  not  yon  read  on  ? 

ViscottntLTMINGTON:  There  is  no 
necessity.  That  is  perfectly  clear  from 
the  Separatist  point  of  view.  For  my 
own  part,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Eng- 
lish people  are  inclined  to  be  over 
squeamish  as  to  the  means  or  manner  in 
which  they  assert  the  authority  of  the 
law  in,  ibeland.  I  think  they  have 
stronger  nerves  than  is  supposed  by 
many  Gentlemen  who  claim  to  repre- 
sent them  in  this  House.  At  least  I 
am  certain  that  what  vould  discredit 
the  Unionist  Goveinment,  and  not  only 
the  Unionist  Government,  but  what 
would  destroy  once  fbr  all  the  Unionist 
Cause,  would  be  for  the  Unionist  Party 
to  accept  a  tacit  surrender  and  tacit 
acquiescence  in  anarchy.  We  hare  never 
surrendered  Imperial  interests  to  the 
arguments  of  despair  and  the  forces  of 
anarchy,  and  while  we  refuse  to  the 
Irish  the  right  to  misgovern  themselves, 
we  cannot,  at  the  same  time,  refuse  to 
govern  Ireland  ourselves.  As  long  as 
there  is  a  Unionist  Party  in  the  House 
and  the  country,  it  is  our  first,  our  fore- 
most, and  DOT  primary  duty  to  take 
every  measure,  whatever  it  may  be,  to 
prove  to  the  English  people  that  the 
government  of  Ireland  by  England  is 
not  an  impossibili^.  But,  Sir,  I  make 
no  apologies  for  supporting  coercion. 
And  more  than  that,  I  say  that  unless 
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ve  ore  prepared  to  accept  the  doctrine 
of  separation,  we  must  in  some  form 
or  ouer  accept  the  right  of  coercion. 
For  eeparfttiott,  complete,  frank,  and 
openly  avowed,  there  is  something  to  be 
said.  In  this  case,  Irish  Gentlemen,  I 
should  hope,  would  depart  in  peace, 
and  English  and  Scotch  Members  would 
at  least  be  left  in  this  House  in  peace. 
But  any  intermediate  policies,  auch  as 
the  respective  plans  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.E.  Gladstone^  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain),  must  in- 
volve some  sort  of  oontraot  between 
Parliament  and  the  Irish  people ;  and 
experience  has  shown  that  whenever  the 
tenns  of  a  contract  are  distasteful  to  the 
Irish  people  they  do  not  hesitate  to 
repudiate  that  contract.  They  are  not 
heutating  to  day  in  regard  to  the  judicial 
rents — a  contract  only  made  five  years 
ago.  They  are  not  hentatingto  exercise 
the  full  preasure  they  can  bring  to  bear 
on  Parlument  in  order  to  get  Parlia- 
ment to  upset  that  contract. 

An  hon.  H bkbib  :  What  does  your 
own  Oommisaioner  report  ?  What  does 
Sir  Bedvers  BuUer  say  ? 

VisoouKT  LTMINQTON :  I  will  come 
presently  to  Sir  Bedvers  Buller.  I 
ehould  have  thought  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  have  had  some  feeling 
of  regard  for  a  Parliamentary  contract 
whiim  he  was  instrumental  in  getting 
Parliament  to  accept  five  years  ago. 
[An  hon.  Ubhbeb:  The  fate  Prime 
Minister.]  Yes ;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  Prime  Minister  now,  owing 
to  the  exertions  of  lum.  Members  utting 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  But  sup- 

Ksing  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
ember  for  Mid  Lothian  bad  been 
aocepted  by  the  House ;  supposing 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  im- 
posed upon  Ireland  the  tribute  which 
was  to  exist  under  his  Home  Bule  Bill, 
or  that  it  had  imposed  upon  the  Irish 
tenants  the  obligation  of  paying  to  the 
Beceiver  (General  the  instalments 
under  his  land  purchase  scheme;  if  it 
ia  wrong  for  the  Goremment  to  apply 
coercion  and  to  resist  interference  with 
the  judicial  rents — I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gmtleman  whether  it 
would  not  be  equally  wrong,  equally 
immoral,  and  equally  u^ustifiable  to 
have  inristed  upon  the  Parliamentary 


contracts  entered  into  under  his  Home 
Bule  Bill,  and  under  his  land  purchase 
scheme  ?    The  rents  which  are  de- 
nounced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  FoUowers  are  not  the  rmts  of 
Irish  landlords  in  tiie  sense  that  they 
are  rents  fixed  by  them.    The  rigbU 
which  the  Irish  landlords  possess  are 
not  the  old  rights  which  they  once  pos- 
sessed— the  full  and  absolute  right  of 
confiscating  their  tenants'  improvements. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Derby   (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
quoted  a  saying  of  Lord  Clarendon,  in 
which  he  described  the  Irish  landlords  as 
"  felonious  landlords."  That  expression 
was  uttered  many  years  ago;  it  was 
uttered  before  the   l^elation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gbntleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.   In  those  days  that  state- 
ment would  have  been  accurate  and 
natural;   but  circumstances  ue  now 
changed.  [Mr.T.M.  Healt:  Notatall.] 
I  say  that  tiie  circumstances  are  com- 
pletely changed.  I  challenge  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller — who  made  a  perfectly  wild  and 
reckless  statement  when  he  said  that 
whatever  law  there  is  in  Ireland  is  on 
the  side  of  the  rich — I  challenge  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller,  or  any  Gentleman  in 
this  House,  to  tell  me  of  any  country  in 
the  worid  where  the  occupiers  of  the 
soil  possess  advantages  equal  to  or 
greater  than  those  possessed  by  the  Irish 
tenants.   They  have  fixity  of  tenure,  fair 
rents,  compensation  for  disturbance,  and 
free  sale ;  and  I  should  like  to  know  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  what  greater  boons  any 
Parliament  could  confer  upon  any  ten- 
antry in  the  world.    But,  Sir,  there  is 
another  oharae,  and  |)erhap8  a  greater 
one— one,  at  least,  which  carries  with  it 
great  weight.   We  are  told  by  the  op- 
ponents en  coracion  that  the  whole  his- 
tory of  ooenuonhaa  been  a  fiulnre.  We 
are  told  that,  whatever  may  be  the  ne- 
cessities, whatever  the  conditions  of  Ire- 
land, it  has  been  proved  by  experience 
repeatedly  and  over  and  over  again  that 
coercion  has  failed.    Well,  many  things 
have  happened  since  1646,  and  even 
since  1881.    At  the  present  moment  the 
balance  of  Parties  in  this  House  is  not 
held  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  but  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  (the  Marqums  of 
Hartington).     The  noble  Lord  holds 
the  balance  of  power  in  this  House, 
and  in  many  constituencies  in  Eng- 
land.  [An  h<m.  Mehbxb  :  But  not  of  his 
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own  constituency  if  he  will  try  it  again.] 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  expressed  a  wish  at  one 
time  that  the  Liberal  Party  ehould  be 
able  to  settle  the  Irish  Question  inde- 
pendently of  the  Irish  rote.  That  wish 
is,  perhaps,  now  realized,  though  doubt- 
less in  a  different  sense  and  with  a  dif- 
ferent intention  from  that  which  the 
light  hon.  G^entleman  sn{m)sed  or  wished, 
for;  because  to-day  a  Farly  exists  in 
this  House  and  in  the  {wuntzy  which  is 
pledged  as  strongly  as  any  Party  can  be 
to  subordinate  all  their  minor  Party 
considerations  to  the  supreme  question 
of  maintaining  the  Parliamentary  union 
between  England  and  Ireland.  Then, 
Sir,  another  great  change  has  taken 
place.  Coercion  is  no  longer  a  weapon 
open  to  the  old  objections.  Ooeroion  is 
no  longer  a  weapon  to  enable  unprin- 
cipled landlords  to  extract  from  op- 
pressed tenants  exorbitant  rents.  If 
ooeroion  has  failed  in  the  past,  I  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  whether  their  remedial  legi^ation 
has  been  so  eminently  succes^^?  I 
myself  am  one  of  those  who  still  believe 
in  the  ralue  and  in  the  advantages  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881.  I  suimorted  that 
Act  in  Parliament,  and  I  stiir  beliere^ — 
and  beliere  most  earnestly  and  strongly 
— that  the  Act  has  conferred  enormous 
boons  on  the  Irish  tenantry.  That  it 
has  been  desirable  and  necessary  has 
been  proved  by  the  large  reductions 
in  rent  which  hare  been  made  by  the 
Land  Commissioners.  I  will  ko  further, 
and  say  that  that  remedial  legislation 
would  have  proved  successful — and  suc- 
cessful in  its  political  effects — if  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  had 
allowed  it  to  be  so.  If  the  remedial 
legislation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  failed, 
it  has  failed  not  because  it  has  been  bad, 
not  because  it  has  not  been  wanted,  not 
because  it  has  not  conferred  neat  boons 
upon  the  Irish  tenantzy,  but  beoanse  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  never  been 
able  to  resist  that  coercion  which  the 
Irish  people  have  been  able  to  put  upon 
him  to  invalidate  and  destroy  the  effects 
of  his  own  legislation.  The  Land  Act 
has  failed,  and  we  are  driven  to  the  last 
resort — a  large  scheme  of  purchase  to 
buy  out  the  Irish  landloras.  What 
scheme  that  could  ever  be  devised  is 
likely  to  succeed  until  law  and  order 
ore  restored  ?  Why  is  it  that  the  vast 
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majority  of  sales  under  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act  have  taken  place  in  Ulster, 
where  the  landlords  are  not  particularly 
anxious  to  sell  ?  And  why  is  it  that  in 
the  other  parts  of  Ireland,  where  the 
landlords  have  offered  every  facility  to 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings,  they 
do  not  take  advantage  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act?  [Mr.T.M[.HBALY:  Hear, 
hear!]  The  hon.  and  learned  Qratleman 
says  Hear,  hear  I "  I  am  afraid  the 
ezpluiation  is  that  the  tenantry  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland  have  been 
constantly  and  insidiously  indoctrinated 
with  the  belief  that  a  little  more  pres- 
sure put  upon  the  landlords — a  little 
further  delay — and  they  will  get  the 
land  at  prairie  value,  perhaps  at  less 
than  prairie  value ;  for  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  which  has  received  the 
sanction  of  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  an  Insh  tenant 
enjoys,  I  am  bound  to  say,  the  unique 
position,  enjoyed  by  no  other  mac  iuthe 
world,  of  having  all  the  advantages 
with  none  of  the  burdens  of  ownership. 
The  tenant  is  hinuelf  at  once  the  judge 
and  jury  as  to  what  rent  he  should  pay. 
[An  Irish  Ububkb  :  Why  not  7]  An 
hon.  Member  says  "  Why  not?"  From 
a  tenant's  point  of  view  that  remark  can 
be  appreciated.  If  I  were  an  Irish 
tenant,  of  course,  I  should  infinitely 
prefer  the  opportunity  of  discriminating 
whether  I  uiould  pay  my  rent  at  all ; 
but  my  point  is  that  unless  you  can  get 
the  Irish  tenantry  to  rely  upon  the  law 
of  this  country  as  a  basis  of  order  and 
good  government,  no  remedy  which  can 
ever  be  propounded  by  Parliament  can 
possibly  succeed,  for  no  remedial  le^s- 
lation,  however  generous  or  beneficial, 
can  possibly  compete  with  the  Socialistic 
advantages  offered  by  the  Irish  Party. 
How  can  you  expect  any  people  to  suffer 
the  delay  of  remMiallegiuation  whidi  is 
to  be  obtained  from  Parliament,  when 
they  can  take  the  law  into  their  own 
hands  and  give  effect  onoe  for  all  to 
their  own  remedies  f  I  should  like.  Sir, 
in  regard  to  this  question  of  purchase, 
to  revert  again  to  a  statement  made  by 
Sir  Kedvere  BuUer.    He  was  asked  by 

Mr.  Neligan  

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
question  of  purchase  has  no  connection 
with  the  immediate  discussion  before  the 
House,  which  is  the  intaroduotion  of  this 
BiU. 
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VisooujrrLTMINaTON:  I  amsony, 
Bir,  that  I  ehoald  have  trespassed  be- 
yond the  limits  of  this  discussion.  I 
was  anzioas  to  show  that  remedial  le- 
gislation ie  impossible  without  some  re- 
served power  of  ooeroion.  Mj  hon. 
Friend  tne  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Btyoe)  siUd*  a  few  days  ago,  that — 

"  U«  thoofflit  DO  ease  could  be  poioted  ont 
ID  which  a  aemocmlio  GoTetnment  had  sac- 
coeded  in  coercing  into  friendihip  and  lore  an- 
other nationality  which  formed  a  part  of  the 
aame  democracy." 

And  then,  speaking  of  the  cam  of  the 
American  Rebellion,  he  said — 

"They  (the  Northern  SUtes)  then,  with  the 
characteristic  practical  good  senao  of  Uie  Ameri- 
can, at  laat  changed  their  course,  and  in  1B76 
President  Haym  withdrew  the  Northern  Annies 
from  the  South,  genuine  self-government  was 
restored,  and  from  that  time  tiU  now  the  South* 
em  States  had  heen  a  perfectly  ntiafaotwy  and 
weD-goremed  coontry." 

Of  course,  no  one  ever  heard  of  an  in- 
dividual or  a  State  being  coerced  into 
love ;  bnt  if  my  hon.  Friend  meant  that 
no  State  has  ever  been  coerced,  a 
democratao  Qorernmeat,  into  obeying 
lawa  not  of  their  own  making,  I  cannot 
agree  with  him,  and  I  assure  him  that 
he  is  greatly  mistaken.  If  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  should  like  to  answer 
his  allusion  to  the  Southern  States.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Abwdeen  ought  to 
know  that  the  milita^  Govemments  of 
wfaioh  he  spdke  were  a  temporary  mea- 
sure, and  that  the  Southern  States  came 
back  into  the  Union,  not  by  the  exer- 
cise of  self-government,  but  under  the 
authority  of  the  American  Congress,  in 
which  they  were  not  represented,  and 
under  Acts  which  their  people  had  no 
part  in  enacting.  My  hon.  Friend  spoke 
of  Tennessee,  and,  making  his  own 
history  as  he  went  along,  he  led  the 
House  to  suppose  that  Tennessee  had 
come  back  as  aa  ordinary  aelf-govem- 
ing  State  into  the  American  Union  after, 
ana  not  until  after,  President  Hayes 
withdrew  the  Northern  armies  from  the 
South  in  1876. 

Mb.  SHIRLEY  (Yorkshire.  W.K., 
Doncaster) :  Is  the  noble  Lord  in  Order 
in  referring  to  «  speooh  made  in  this 
House  io  another  debate  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  The  noble  Lord,  I 
imagine,  is  referring  to  a  speech  in 
what  may  almost  be  called  a  stage  of 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion,  and  I 
cannot  rule  that  he  is  out  of  Order. 


Viscount  LYMINQTON:  Before  I 
was  interrupted  I  was  referring  to  the 
point  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Ten- 
nessee. I  was  remarking  that  the  hon. 
Membw  seemed  to  suppose  that  Ten- 
nessee came  back  into  the  Union  as  an 
ordinary  self-goToming  State  after  the 
Northern  Armies  were  withdrawn  from 
the  South  in  1876.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
Tennessee  oame  back  into  the  American 
Union  under  the  Imperial  Act  of  a 
foreign  Oongress  in  July,  1866.  [An 
hoD.  M^raEB!  Not  a  fraeign  Con- 
gress.] It  was  a  fcffeiga  Congress  in 
the  sense  that  Tennessee  was  not  re- 
presented. Again,  to  touch  upon  this 
question  of  American  Home  Bule ;  and, 
again,  to  show  that  the  American  de- 
mocracy did  not  hesitate  to  exercise  the 
right  of  coercion,  the  Beoonstructiou 
Acts  of  the  American  Congress,  which 
over-rode  the  self-government  of  the 
Southern  nationalities,  to  quote  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen, were  sustained  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  celebrated  case  of  "  Texas 
p.  "White,"  seven  years  before  the  with- 
drawal of  Northern  troops  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member.  In  that  case 
(1869)  the  American  Supreme  Court 
held  that  the  ordinances  of  seoession 
passed  by  the  Southern  nationalities  had 
been  absolutely  nuU.  that  the  seceding 
States  had  Dsver  been  out  of  the  Union, 
though  the  Home  Bulers  of  every  one 
of  those  nationalities  had  voted  them  out 
of  the  Union ;  and  that  during  and]after 
the  rebellion  they  had  no  Oovemments 
competent  to  represent  those  States  in 
their  relations  with  the  National  Qo- 
vemment.  The  extent  to  which  coercion 
was  applied  bythe  democratic  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  compel 
these  seceding  nationalities  into  friend- 
ship and  love  was  signally  illustrated  in 
the  case  of  the  wealthiest  of  the  Southern 
States— Georgia.  That  State,  after  the 
defeat  of  the  rebellion,  passed  laws,  in 
tiie  exercise  of  her  perfectly  Constitu- 
tional Home  Eule,  declaring  negroes 
incapable  of  holding  office,  and  rehised 
to  ratify,  as  she  was  legally  entitled  to 
do,  a  certain  Amendment — the  15th — to 
the  American  Constitution.  For  this  the 
American  Congress  refused  her  people 
their  right  to  be  represented  at  Wash- 
ington; nor  was  that  right  allowed 
until  Georgia  had  been  coerced  into  re- 
voking her  State  laws  and  ratifying  the 
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objectionable  Amendment  in  1870.  So 
much,  then,  for  the  case  of  American 
Home  Kule.  The  whole  history  of  the 
treatment  of  the  South  by  the  North,  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  American  demo- 
cracy in  asserting  the  authority  of  the 
Union,  is  in  distinct  and  absolute  favour 
of  the  unquestionable  and  unquestioned 
right  of  every  democracy,  and  a  proof 
that  a  democracy  can  exercise  the  most 
powerful,  potent,  and  stem  coercion. 
As  it  is  with  the  American  people,  so  I 
believe  it  to  be  with  the  English  people. 
I  grant  that  they  are  radical  in  their 
Bympathies,  that  they  are  deeply  im- 
prffiised  wiUi  the  necessity  of  far>reaoh- 
mg,  far-searching  reforms;  but  they 
have  DO  sympathy  with  disorder  or  with 
outrage.  They  love  their  own  freedom ; 
they  love  their  own  Parliament.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  disgusted  at  the  conspi- 
racy— I  can  call  it  nothing  else — which 
is  attempting  inside  the  walls  of  this 
House  to  paralyze  our  Business. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  With  great  respect  to 
the  noble  liOrd,  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
it  is  in  Order  to  speak  of  a  conspiracy 
within  the  walls  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Conspiracy  of  the 
kind  referred  to  is  a  very  strong  expres- 
sion for  the  noble  Lord  to  use.  If  it 
was  applied  to  any  section  of  the  House, 
I  thioik  the  noble  Lord  will  feel  that  he 
ottght  to  withdraw  the  expression. 

VisoouNT  LYMINGaX)N:  I  will 
apologize  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  having  offended  his  very  deli- 
cate sensibilities— ["Withdraw  !  "]— 
and  assure  him  thai  my  remarks  had 
no  special  reference  to  him.  My  expe- 
rience in  addressing  public  meetings  is 
that  the  people  of  this  country  are  be- 
ginning to  regard  with  impatience  what 
must  appearto  them  to  be  the  unjustifiable 
means  of  standing  between  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  who  are  sent  here 
to  represent  them  with  the  distinct  and 
definite  object  of  carrying  on,  first  and 
foremost,  the  Business  of  Parliamenti 
and  _  effecting,  first  end  foremost,  the 
vindication  of  law  and  ordsr  in  Ireland. 
In  conclusion,  let  me  say  a  few  words 
in  reply  to  a  taunt  which  was  addressed 

Suntedly  to  myself  and  to  other  Gen- 
amen  who  sit  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House.  It  has  been  repeatedly 
said  that  the  clamour  for  coercion  comes 
from  those  who  have  not  the  courage  to 
sit  side  by  side  with  those  wi^  whom 
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they  act.  ["  Hear,  hear  I "  Jr«m  the 
Irish  MemUrt.']  Quite  so ;  we  are  look- 
ing for  the  example  to  be  set  by  the 
Party  which  is  led  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  If  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bossendale  'is 
the  master  of  the  Cabinet,  the  master  of 
the  Opposition  is  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  Liberal  Unionist  alliance 
on  that  point  wiUi  the  OonBervative 
Party  is  an  open  and  avowed  alliance, 
an  aUiance  of  which  we  are  not  ashamed. 
The  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  tho 
Government  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Boasendale  at  the  com- 
menoement  of  this  dliance  stoadnhonlder 
to  shoulder  at  one  of  the  huwest  public 
meetings  ever  held  in  London;  and  I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  at 
anygreat  English  meeting  on  an  English 
platform  with  the  master  of  his  policy, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  And,  Sir, 
I  maintain,  apart  from  other  questions 
and  other  considerations,  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  have  as  good  and  as  unques- 
tioned a  right  to  sit  on  these  Benches 
as  any  Member  of  the  Parhr  led  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  lud  Lothian. 
We  hare  surrendered  no  opinion— no 
Badtcal,  no  Liberal  opinion — what  we 
have  not  surrendered  are  our  own  oon- 
victione  and  our  own  independence ;  we 
have  only  surrendered  minor  and  ^vty 
considerations  to  Uie  supreme  question 
of  the  hour — the  question  of  the  Union. 
Whatever  our  fate  may  be,  and  wher- 
ever we  may  sit  in  the  House,  I  can 
assure  hon.  Gtjntlemen  opposite  and 
hon.  Members  around  me  that  we  shall 
not  be  influenced  by  taunts ;  but  that 
we  shall  be  guided  by  the  single  desire 
to  preserve  unimpaired,  and  at  all  costs, 
the  full  and  absolute  supremacy,  in  aU 

farts  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  of 
mperial  law  and  Imperial  authority. 
Mb.  J.  E.  EEDMOND(Wexford,N.): 
Sir,  I  scarcely  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  to  be  congratulated  on  the 
only  defence  that  has  been  heard  to- 
night of  their  policty,  and  still  less  do  I 
think  that  the  lAbnal  Unionist  Furfy 
are  to  be  congratulated  on  thur  spokes- 
man. The  Government  are  not  happy 
in  their  defenders,  for  during  the  long 
and  somewhat  tiresome  speech  we  have 
just  listened  to,  there  has  been  no  argu- 
ment on  the  question  before  the  House 
—namely,  the  introduction  of  the  Coer- 
cion Bill.   The  Liberal  Unionists  are 
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scarcely  to  be  eongratulated,  because  I 
thiok  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  first  sen- 
tence of  his  speech,  put  their  position 
in  a  far  too  candid  vay  for  Uieir  feel- 
ings or  their  prospects.  The  noble 
Ltfrd,  according  to  his  own  statement, 
is  going  to  support  this  Bill,  not  in 
oonseqaence  of  the  figures  in  connection 
with  agrarian  outrage— not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  moToment  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  rent — but  he  and  his  fellow- 
Liberal  Unionists  are  going  to  support 
it  because  they  think  that  by  opposing 
it  they  might  dislodge  the  present  Go- 
remment  from  ^wer.  The  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  is  a  repetition  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (ACr.  Ohamberlain)  some  time  ago» 
when  he  said  that  he  would  vote  in 
tavoar  of  no  proposal  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  dislodging  the  present 
Cabinet  from  the  Government  Bench. 
I  do  not  think  I  should  be  doing  iustice 
to  myself,  or  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion, if  I  were  to  dwell  for  a  single  mo- 
ment longer  on  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Sir,  there  are  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  introduction  of  this  Bill 
which  distinguish  it  from  every  proposal 
for  coercion  which  has  been  made  in  re- 
cent years  in  this  House.  This  is  the 
third  Coercion  Bill  which  has  been  pro- 
posed during  the  six  years  I  have  sat 
as  a  Member  of  this  House ;  and,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  may  truly  say  that,  bitter 
and  humiliating  as  has  been  the  work 
of  an  Irish  Nationalist  during  Uiose 
years,  ikace  has  been  no  part  of  that 
work  BO  absolutely  hateful  as  being  com- 
pelled to  rise  here  time  ^ter  time  to  pro- 
test against  the  suspension  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  his  country  by  men  whose 
minds  have  been  made  up  beforehand 
on  the  subject,  and  who  have  been  less 
guided  by  considerations  of  national 
equity  than  by  considerations  of  Party 
exigency  and  discipline.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  has  been  no  single 
eubject  of  domestio  or  foreign  concern 
on  which  men  of  different  ikigtish  Parties 
and  the  most  widdy  divergent  political 
views  have  been  able  to  agree,  save  and 
except  only  the  passage  of  coercive 
legislation  for  Ireland.  I  rejoice  to 
think  that  that  day  has  passed;  and 
that  we  have  had,  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  a  noticeable  departure  from  the  ex- 
perienee  of  the  past.  We  have  now  be- 
ioT9  us  the  Bpeotade  <rf  the  Liberal 


Party  standing  forward  as  the  defenders 
of  Irish  liberties.  That  example  must 
exercise  an  enormous  influence  upon  the 
Irish  people;  itwillteachthemthelessons 
of  patience  and  self-restraint  in  the  face 
of  terrible  provocation.  It  will  com- 
fort them  in  their  present  hour  of  trial 
and  need,  and  it  will  teach  them  that 
it  will  not  be  their  fate  very  much 
longer  to  appeal  in  vain  for  justice 
either  to  the  English  Parliament  or  the 
English  people.  In  what  I  have  to 
sa^  with  regard  to  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill — I  desire  to  appeal  to  reason 
and  argument  alone,  although  it  is  diffi- 
cult for  an  Irishman  to  pass  by  without 
some  expression  of  resentment  the  in- 
sult to  his  country  which  is  conveyed 
in  this  proposal.  For  my  own  par^  I 
desire  to  treat  it  simply  as  if  it  were  an 
ordinary  Bill  depending  for  its  passage 
on  the  weight  of  reason  and  argument 
which  is  brought  to  bear  in  its  favour. 
Of  course,  I  recognize  the  fact  that  there 
are  two  kinds  of  coercionists  in  this 
House — two  distinct  classes  of  hon. 
Members,  who  have  agreed  in  support- 
ing coercive  Parliamentary  legislation, 
but  who  do  so  from  very  different  mo- 
tives, and  for  very  widely  different  rea- 
sons. The  arguments  which  must  be 
addressed  to  these  two  classes  of  Mem- 
bers on  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  are, 
consequently,  of  a  somewhat  different 
character.  First  of  all,  there  are  those 
who  believe  that  Ireland  is  unfit  for 
Constitutional  liberty,  who  regard  the 
Irish  people  as  irreclaimably  savage  and 
as  hopelessly  disloyal.  Such  Members 
support  ooendon  on  principle.  They  have 
faith  in  the  sword;  they  believe  that, 
under  certain  circumstances,  force  is  a 
remedy.  Those  men  are  straightforward 
and  honest — their  policy  is  at  least  in- 
telligible; and,  for  my  part,  regarding 
them  as  I  do,  as  open  foes,  I  have  much 
more  respect  for  them  than  I  have  for 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  in  other 
portions  of  this  House,  who,  although 
they  never  lose  an  opportunity  of  de- 
nonncing  coercion  in  theory,  are  always 
prepared  to  vote  for  it  in  practice.  To 
those  who  support  coercion  on  prindpie, 
I  ask  permission  to  submit  a  few  ques- 
tions. Do  they  not  really  think  that 
ik9  time  is  past  when  coercion  can  be 
looked  upon  as  a  remedy  in  belaud? 
Is  all  past  experience  to  count  for  no- 
thing, and  the  entire  history  of  the  past 
to  be  disregarded  ?  If  coercion  were  a 
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remedy  either  for  Irish  disconteut,  dis- 
affectiou  or  crime,  Ireland  to-day  would 
be  the  most  peaceable,  contented,  and 
loyal  part  of  the  Empire.  Coercion 
has  been  the  only  policy  which  has 
been  perseveringly  applied  to  her  by 
every  English  Party  in  turn.  Eighty- 
six  Ooercion  Acts  in  86  years!  One 
Coercion  Act  for  every  year  since  the 
Legislative  Union.  Has  the  result  been 
so  satisfactory  ?  Has  the  condition  of 
the  country  improved  so  much?  Have 
the  Irish  people  become  so  contented 
with  English  rule  that  the  Government 
of  England  at  this  day  still  believe  in, 
the  policy  of  represnon  ?  X  believe  that 
even  with  the  English  Tory  Forty 
this  policy  of  perpetual  coercion  has  ex- 
ploded. Of  one  thiDg  I  am  certain — 
namely,  that  those  who  support  such  a 
policy  or  principle  cannot  stop  short  at 
this  Bill.  If  they  hope  for  Uie  success 
of  their  coercion,  they  must  make  it 
thorough.  This  Bill  is  drastic  enough 
in  some  respects,  but  it  is  half-hearted 
and  cowardly  in  other  respects.  I  assert 
that  if  coercion  ie  to  be  the  method  of 
government,  you  must  go  further  than 
this  Bill,  and  in  Uie  end  disft-anchise 
Irdand,  and  do  away  once  and  for  (dl 
with  this  empty  mockery  of  Constitu- 
tional Government;  but  though  they 
may  still  be  many  who  regard  Ireland 
'and  coercion  from  this  old-world  point 
of  view,  there  are  few  who  have  the 
courage  to  say  so.  Let  me  turn  to 
the  other  class  of  hon.  Members  who 
are  tilie  piofessors  of  the  doctrine  that 
force  is  no  remedy,  and  who  believe 
that  coercioQ  is  simply  a  hateful  and 
desperate  expedient.  I  admit  at  the 
outset  there  may  be  occasions  on 
which  such  men  might  find  it  their 
duty  to  vote  in  favour  of  proposals  of 
this  character.  la  this  such  an  occasion  ? 
I  assert  that  before  such  men  can  con- 
scientiously vote  in  favour  of  such  a  pro- 
posal as  this,  it  must  be  proved  to  their 
minds  satisfactorily — ^first  of  all,  that  an 
exceptional  state  of  violence  and  crime 
exists  in  Ireland  to-day ;  secondly,  that 
the  ordinary  law  has  absolutely  broken 
down  in  its  dealings  with  this  exceptional 
state  of  violence  and  crime;  thirdfy,  that 
the  proposals  which  are  now  made  are 
likely,  judging  by  the  history  and  expe- 
rience oi  uie  past,  to  be  efficacious ;  and 
fourthly,  that  such  social  disorder  as 
does  exist  does  not  spring  from  the 
stupid  and  persistent  refusal  of  the  Im- 
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perial  Parliament  to  remedy  admitted 
grievances.  Now,  let  me  briefly  take 
these  four  points  in  turn.  Does  an  ex- 
ceptional state  of  violence  and  crime 
exist  in  Ireland  to-day  ?  I  wish,  in  the 
first  place,  to  give  a  warning  to  English 
Members  to  be  careful  how  they  believe 
what  they  read  and  hear  on  the  question 
of  Irish  outrage.  There  is  at  this  mo- 
ment an  unscrupulous  and  widespread 
conspiracy  at  work,  with  the  object  of 
misleading  English  public  opinion,  and 
inducing  the  belief  mat  Ireland  is  in  aa 
exceptionally  criminal  state;  whereas,  iu 
reali^,  Ireland  is  comparatively  tran- 
quil. That  conspiracy  has  its  agents 
everywhere ;  in  this  House,  and  in  the 
Press,  and  upon  the  platform,  and  its 
hand  was  recen^  detected  in  the  co- 
lumns of  The  I%m$»  newspaper,  and 
more  than  one  of  its  calumnies  have 
been  openly  refuted  within  the  walls  of 
this  House.  The  system  of  manufac- 
turing bogus  outrages  as  a  preparation 
for  Irish  coercion  is  of  veiy  old  origin. 
It  has  been  at  work  as  a  preparation  for 
every  Coercion  Bill  which  has  been  in- 
troduced into  this  House  since  the  Union. 
So  far  back  as  1814,  an  Irish  Judge  dis- 
closed from  the  Bench  the  true  nature  of 
this  conspiracy.  Mr,  Baron  Fletcher,  in 
charging  the  Grand  Jury  of  County 
Wexford  in  1814,  spoke  as  follows  :— 

"  Mach  exaggeration  and  misrepresentation 
have  eooe  abraad,  and  the  extent  and  caaaea  of 
diaturbancea  have  been  much  mis-stated.  Seve- 
ral adTertisementa  in  newapapera  now  before 
me  describe  this  coantry  aa  being  in  a  moat 
alarming  state  of  disturbaDoe  ;  whereaa  the 
country  never  enjoyed  more  profoond  tran- 
quillity. These  advertiaementa  have  been,  I  on- 
deratand,  republished  in  the  prtnta  of  Dabltn 
and  London,  and  hare  natnrally  ox  cited  itnmg 
eenaationa.  It  may  not  be  nninatractive  ftv  me 
to  explain  those  misrepreaentationa  and  exagge- 
rations which  have  impelled  the  LegtslatiiTa  to 
swell  the  Criminal  Code  Sesnon  after  Sesatoo 
with  new  Statutes  for  vindioating  the  peace  <A 
this  country." 

Sir,  these  words  are  as  true  to-day  as 
they  were  on  the  day  on  wMdi  uiey 
were  spoken,  and  I  call  upon  English 
Members  to  take  their  facts  about  Irish 
outrage  and  crime,  not  firom  platfitrm 
statements  of  Unionist  or  Tory  orators 
in  Ireland  or  in  England,  not  from  tiie 
statements  in  Unionist  or  Tory  prints  in 
Ireland  or  in  England;  but  from  tlie 
hard  figures  of  the  official  Betams,  and 
from  these  alone.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  at  the  present  moment, 
and  for  a  considerable  timepasti  agrarian 
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outrages  in  Ireland  have  been  consider- 
ably below  what  I  may  be  forgiven  in 
oalfing  liieir  normal  average.   It  is  a 
significant  commentary  on  the  character 
of  the  land  aystem  which  you  havo 
muntained  in  Ireland,  that  from  the 
very  first  it  has  been  associated  with 
agrarian  crime.  The  numbers  of  these 
onmes  have  risen  and  fallen  from  time 
to  lime,  but  the  crimes  have  never, 
under  your  land  system,  entirely  died 
out ;  and  it  is  not  difficult  for  anyone, 
who  reads  aright  the  miserable  history 
of  the  land  war  of  Ireland,  to  see  that 
right  through,  this  history  outrages  have 
followed  eviction,  as  surely  as  disease 
has  followed  famine.   Every  period  of 
agrarian  distress  has  been  marked  by 
an  enormous  increase  of  agrarian  crime ; 
and  the  explanation  is  to  be  found  In 
the  fact  that  the  Irish  landlords  have 
used  every  period  of  agrarian  distress 
as  a  fitting  opportunity  to  evict  their 
poorer  tenants.   In  1 847 — that  terrible 
year  of  famine  and  pestilence — agrarian 
crimes  rose  to  the  terrible  number  of 
20,986,  and  we  had  the  explanation  at 
the  beginning  of  the  following  year, 
1 84  8,  when  so  eagerly  were  the  landlords 
using  that  period  of  famine  to  evict 
their  tenants  that  this  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment felt  called  upon  in  very  shame  to 
pass  an  Act  to  make  it  illegal  to  evict 
tenants  on  Christmas  Day  and  Qood 
Friday— the  two  great  festivals  of  the 
Christian  year.    Now,  in   1 848,  the 
agrarian  outrages  numbered  14,000  ;  in 
1849,  14,903,  and  in  1850,  10,639— and 
BO  on  year  after  year  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  laid  his 
hand  to  that  great  work  of  remedying 
Irish  wrongs  which  he  has  not  yet  com- 
pleted, but  which  we  believe  he  is  destined 
yet  to  complete.  In.  1870,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  passed  a  Xdmd  Act  which 
seems  to  us  to-day  a  very  small  measure ; 
but,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  placed  some  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  evictions,  and,  in  doing  so, 
it  tended  to  sensibly  diminish  agrarian 
crime.  At  the  present  moment,  agrarian 
crime  of  a  serious  character  in  Irelaad 
is  practically  unkoown,  and  agrarian 
crime,  even  of  a  trivial  character,  is 
rare.    I  listened  with  amazement  to  the 
speech  which  was  made  to-night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfout}.   I  listened  with  amazement 
to  hie  figum  until  we  drew  £rom  him 


the  reluctant  acknowledgment  that 
those  figures  did  not  refer  exclusively  to 
agrarian  crime,  but  to  mme  generally. 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  are  to  go  into 
crime  generally,  or  ordinanr  crime  in 
Ireland,  then  I  say,  Ireland  cui  chal- 
lenge comparison  with  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  But,  Sir,  we  are 
dealing  with  agrarian  crime,  and  what 
are  title  facts  ?  I  have  in  my  hand  the 
official  Ketum  for  the  three  months 
ending  December  last,  and  let  hon. 
Members  when  they  listen  to  the  figures 
remember  that  at  this  time  Ireland  was 
suffering  from  a  depression  in  prices  so 
great  that  the  Government's  own  Com- 
mission acknowledged  that  the  depres- 
sion practically  made  the  paymentof  the 
full  judicial  rents  impossible.  This 
Heturn,  which  we  were  told  to-night  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  not  sufficiently 
comprehensive  as  to  include  all  classes  of 
agrarian  crime,  is  divided  into  38  diffe- 
rent columns  or  classifications  of  agrarian 
crime.  Of  these  88  classes,  no  less  than 
25  are  absolutely  blank  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  Sir,  during  those  months  there 
has  not  been  a  Bingle  case  in  the  whole 
of  Ireland  of  murder,  manslaughter, 
attempt  to  murder,  conspiracy  to  murder, 
assault  on  police,  cutting  and  maiming 
the  person,  taking  and  holding  forcible 
possession,  demand  or  robbery  of  arms, 
riots  and  affrays,  appearing  armed,  ad- 
ministering unlawful  oaths  or  rescuing 
prisoners.  In  point  of  fact,  there  has 
been  an  absolute  absence  of  all  the  more 
serious  crimes  of  an  agrarian  character ; 
no  less  than  nine  out  of  the  32  counties 
are  absolutely  &ee  from  any  sort  of 
agrarian  offence  even  of  the  most  trivial 
character;  and  in  only  five  of  the  32 
counties  do  the  agrarian  crimes  amount 
to  a  double  figure,  and  of  the  total  of 
the  ao-oalled  agrarian  offencos  during 
the  three  months — ^namely,  166,  no  less 
than  72  were  threatening  letters,  a  most 
contemptible  form  of  outrage  I  acknow- 
lege,  but  still  scarcely  the  kind  of  outrage 
to  warrant  the  suspension  of  the  most 
elementary  rights  of  the  Constitution. 
The  total  of  offences,  large  and  small, 
including  threatening  letters  in  1886, 
was  1,025.  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
say  in  his  speech  that  there  were  only 
seven  years  since  1844  in  which  the 
agrarian  crimes  were  fewer  than  they 
were  lost  jwar.    Well,  I  challenge  that 
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statement,  and  I  aoi  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  the  outrages  vhich  were  com- 
mitted in  1886  were  down  to  the  lowest 
level  of  any  year,  and  I  believe  were 
absolutely  below  the  total  of  any  year 
from  1844  to  1860.  But,  Sir,  in  June 
1885,  the  Tory  Party  came  into  Office 
and  they  found  the  Crimes  Act  in  opera- 
tion, and  they  most  wisely  determined  to 
allow  that  Act  to  drop— but  upon  what 
ground?  On  the  ground  that  Ireland 
was  free  from  serious  crime,  and  that 
the  ordinary  lav  was  sufiKcient  to  main- 
tain social  order.  I  repeat  that  was  a 
most  wise  decision,  and  one  which  the 
Bubsequent  fiirtherdiminutionof  agrarian 
crime  amply  justified.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  was  the  state  of  agrarian  crime  in 
1885  ?  I  have  the  Return  here.  Why. 
Sir,  will  it  be  believed  that  this  Return 
shows  an  enormously  larger  number  of 
agrarian  crimes  than  the  Return  for  the 
three  months  ending  December  1866. 
Not  only  that,  but  the  Return  for  June, 
1885,  was  not  free  from  murder  and 
other  serious  agrarian  offences ;  whereas, 
the  Return  for  the  three  months  ending 
December,  1886,  as  I  have  shown,  is 
absolutely  free  from  a  single  agrarian 
crime  of  a  grave  character.  Now,iDJune, 
in  1885,  we  were  told  tluit  Ireland  was 
BuflBcienfly  free  from  crime  to  justiiy  the 
abandonment  of  coercion ;  and  now,  at 
the  beginning  of  1887,  althongh  crime 
is  considerably  less,  we  are  called  upon 
to  believo  that  coercion  of  a  drastic 
character  is  absolutely  essential  to  main- 
tain law  and  order.  The  real  difference 
in  the  situation  is  perfectly  plain.  In 
June,  1886,  the  Tory  Fartythought  they 
could  beet  retain  Office  by  conciliating 
Ireland,  and  to-day  they  seem  to  be  of 
opinion  that  that  desirable  end  can  best 
be  obtained  by  coercing  and  insulting 
her.  But,  we  may  be  told  that  it  is 
not  the  crime  before  Christmas  last,  but 
the  crime  since  OKristmas  which  has 
necessitated  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill.  Well,  I  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  fdt  it  their  duty 
to  issne  offidal  Betums  ot  agrarian 
outrages  for  the  months  that  have 
elapsed  since  last  Ohrutmas.  We  have 
oonsequently  no  means  of  telling  whe- 
ther the  number  of  serious  offences  has 
increased  or  not.  If  it  has  increased, 
then  I  beg  English  Members  to  bear 
in  mind  that  it  was  since  Christmas 
only  that  the  Government  commenced  to 
interfere  with  the  action  of  the  Leaders 
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of  the  people ;  it  is  only  since  Christmas 
that  the  Government  have  commenced  to 
suppress  legitimate  agitation,  and  to 
break  down,  as  far  as  they  can,  the 
combination  of  the  tenants  for  their  own 
protection  against  rack-renting.   I  have 
no  intention  of  allowing  myself  to  be 
drawn  into  a  discussion  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  ;  but  I  beg  English  Members 
to  note  that,  according  to  this  contention 
of  the  Government,  so  long  as  that  Flan, 
of  Campaign  was  allowed  to  work  un- 
molested on  the  few  estates  the  land- 
lords of  wMoh  reftised  redactions,  which. 
Lord  Oowpe^s  Oommisuon  acknow- 
ledged to  be  fair  and  just,  so  long  was 
agrarian  crime  repressed ;  and  it  was 
only  when  these  landlords  were  allowed 
to  recommence  evicting  that  agrarian 
crime  increased.    But  I  deny  the  state- 
ment that  agrarian  crime  has  increased 
in  any  serious  proportion  since  Christ- 
mas last.   It  is  true,  I  believe,  that 
there  has  been  some  Moonlighting  in  one 
district  of  one  county  of  Ireland.  I 
cannot  conceive  how  you  hope  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  we  have  heard  de- 
scribed to-night  to  put  down  Moon- 
lighting ;  but,  even  if  we  were  able  by 
proposals  of  this  oharaoter  to  detect 
and  to  punish  tiiose  who  were  guilty 
of  Moonlighting  offences  in  one  district 
of  one  county  of  Irdond,   I  utterly 
deny  that  that  is  a  justification  for  a 
Coerdrai  Bill  of  this  character,  which 
will  suspend  the  elementary  rights  of 
the    Constitution    all   over  Ireland. 
What  has  been  the  experience  of  the 
recent  Assizes  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  made  some  quota- 
tions to-night  from  the  charges  of  the 
Judges ;  but.  Sir,  he  was  most  unfair 
in  not  giving  us  more  information  about 
the  recent  Assizes  in  Ireland.  Now, 
the  recent  Assizes  conclusively  show 
that  over  tiie  greater  part  of  Iroland 
there  has  been  an  utter  absence  of 
crime.   In  the  County  of  Meath  there 
were  only  four  cases,  in  Westmeath  onei 
in  King's  County  five,  Longfocrd  five, 
Leitrim  four,  Oarlowsiz,  Louuione,  and 
Sligo  three.   And  I  have  extracts  £rom 
some  of  the  charges  made  by  the  Judges. 
Baron  Dowse  opening  the  Assizes  at 
Maryboro',  Queen's  County,  said— 

"  The  state  of  afikirs  is  mach  the  same  ai  ^ 
found  in  Garlow,  and  as  my  brother  Andrews 
found  in  the  County  Kildare.  The  oountzy  on 
the  vhole  ia  very  seacefoL  Ton  have  miy  four 
cases  to  consider  altogetlwr." 
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Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  who  has  been 
quoted  more  than  once  in  these  debates, 
aelivered.  a  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury  in 
the  City  of  Limerick,  in  which  he  said, 
"  substantially  and  really  there  is  no 
crime  at  all."  In  Boscommon,  Judge 
Murphy  congratulated  the  Grand  Jury 
on  ue  condition  of  their  county,  and 
in  Fermanagh,  Louth  and  Tipperary, 
the  Judges  going  Assizes  bore  teatimony 
in  their  charges  to  the  peaceful  charac- 
ter of  these  counties.  It  is  true  that  the 
Grand  Juries  in  some  of  these  places 
have  passed  res^utions  in  farour  of  a 
Ooeroion  Bill.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  may  be 
interesting  to  the  House  for  me  to  read 
what  took  place  in  reference  to  the  Grand 
Jury  in  one  county ;  it  will  give  hon. 
Members  from  England  a  fair  index  of 
the  value  to  be  placed  upon  the  state- 
ments that  proceed  from  these  bodies. 
In  the  Queen's  County  the  Judge,  Baron 
Dowse,  spoke  as  follows : — 

"  The  cases  are  of  the  usual  class  to  be  found 
in  large  commuoities  like  the  Queen's  County. 
There  is  nothing  in  them  to  disclose  to  any  great 
extent  anything  like  conspiracy  against  property 
or  law  and  order  ;  but,  as  I  say,  the  class  of 
oflteoai  is  what  you  may  expoot  in  a  large 
eommomfy  like  thu." 

The  County  Inspector,  the  man  respon- 
uble  for  the  peace  of  the  county,  when 
examined  before  the  Grand  Jnry,  said, 
speaking  of  the  state  of  the  county — 

"  I  do  not  say  it  is  in  a  happy  state.  1  say 
crime  is  dead  in  the  ooonty.  There  is  no  crime 
in  it  at  aU." 

But,  immediately  afterwards,  the  Grand 
Jury  unanimously  adopted  the  following 
savage  resolution :  — 

"  That  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  Queen's  Connty 
consider  it  to  be  their  duty  to  record  their  COD- 
▼iction  of  the  absolute  necessity  of  the  adoption 
by  the  Uovemmeatof  snvh  legislation  for  Ire- 
land as  may  rastore  tlie  (Kmfidenco  of  the  loyal, 
bring  the  social  disorder  to  an  end,  and  stop 
the  revolutionary  action  of  the  National  league, 
whioh,  if  peraisted  in,  will  eventuate  in  the 
rain  of  all  elasses." 

Nov,  Sir,  I  think  I  liave  shown  dearly 
enough  what  ralue  is  to  be  placed  upon 
the  demands  proceeding  from  bodies 
like  the  Grand  Juries  of  Ireland.  We 
ask,  is  this  the  evidence  upon  which  you 
rely  to  support  the  contention  that  Ire- 
land is  in  a  state  of  exceptional  crime  ? 
Tou  say  you  have  secret  information. 
"WTiat  is  that  secret  infurmation?  Why 
should  it  r-iiirnn  a.<=i«jrt;t  information, 
when  we  ai'  i  xpM.Efil.  on  th"  '<trf>na:th 
o£  it,  to  diero^ftM  Hi*  figwt  . 


Return,  and  to  believe  that  Ireland  is  in 
a  state  of  crime  ?  What  are  the  sources 
from  which  your  information  is  derived? 
Is  it  supplied  by  the  paid  magistracy, 
whose  official  existence  may  be  said  to 
depend  in  great  measure  upon  the  con- 
tinuation of  a  state  of  coercion  and  turbu- 
lence ?  Is  it  derived  from  the  Constabu- 
lary, whose  promotion  so  often  depends 
upon  the  detection  and  oommisuon  of 
crime  ?  If  so,  I  consider  yonr  sources  of 
information  tainted,  and  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  refuse  to  sanction  a  Ctoeroion 
Bill,  as  to  the  necessity  of  which  not 
one  safisflEietoi^  tittle  of  proof  has  been 
offered.  But  it  would  not  be  sufficient, 
even  if  the  Government  had  satisfactorily 
proved  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state  of 
crime  and  turbulence.  They  must  show, 
in  addition,  that  the  ordinary  law  has 
broken  down  ;  and  that  I  defy  them  to 
do.  How  have  they  attempted  to  do  it? 
They  assert  that  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland 
has  broken  down.  Why  did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  quote  statements  to 
Uiat  effect,  delivered  from  the  lips  of  the 
Irish  Judges  in  the  different  counties  of 
Ireland  ?  Because  no  such  statements 
exist.  How  many  Moonlighters  brought 
up  for  trial  before  juries  in  County  Cork 
and  elsewhere  were  improperly  acquit- 
ted ?  No,  Sir,  the  one  notorious  case  in 
which  apparently purors  had  vitdated  the 
obligation  of  their  oaths  took  place  in 
County  Tyrone  in  loyal  Ulster ;  where,  I 
suppose,  we  shall  be  told  a  Coercion  Act 
is  not  required  at  all.  On  the  16th 
December  last  two  Orangemen,  named 
Walker,  were  brought  up  for  trial  on 
the  charge  of  having  shot  an  English 
soldier  and  a  policeman  in  the  streets  of 
Belfast.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  in  his 
diarge,  laid  it  down  emphatically  that 
any  person,  who.  in  endeavouring  to 
escape  from  justice,  shot  down  a  police 
officer,  was,  without  any  further  eriaenoe 
of  maUce  aforethought,  guilty  of  murder, 
"  In  this  case,"  he  said — 

"  Grave  consequences  were  involved.  Wearo 
administdring  the  law  in  the  Mght  of  the  whole 
Empire,  and  it  will  be  a  dreadful  tiling  if  it 
can  be  supposed  that  a  jury  of  tiiis  ooantoy  will 
fail  to  perform  its  duty." 

After  some  deliberation,  the  foreman 
of  the  jury  announced  that  there  was  uo 
possibility  of  their  agreeing,  and  his 
LioriiAhip  said  tbey  must  have  wilfully 
made  up  their  minds  to  disagree.  The 
j  ury  again  retired,  and  later  in  the  even- 
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ing  thej  came  back  with,  the  same 
answer,  and  the  Judge  then  said — 

'*  I  have  Bald  all  I  oan  to  yon.  It  is  highly 
discreditable  to  the  jnnos  of  this  couDtry  that 
in  a  case  like  this  they  cannot  agree.  The  jnror 
who  would  violate  his  oath  under  circamstances 
such  aa  surround  this  case  is  a  man  I  look  upon 
as  second  in  guilt  only  to  the  man  whose  oatie 
he  haa  been  inveatagatuig.   I  dischai^  yon." 

These  men  hare  been  put  on  their  trial 
again.  The  men  were  brought  up  for 
tnal  in  Omagh  last  December,  but  the 
Crown  Prosecutor  never  dreamt  it  was 
necessary  to  move  to  change  the  vmtte 
of  the  trial  to  a  place  where  Orangeism 
was  not  so  etrong.  He  never  thoaght 
it  necessary  to  order  a  single  juryman 
to  stand  aside,  though  that  practice  is 
so  common  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  The  prisoners  have  been 
brought  for  trial  again  before  another 
jury  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  with 
what  result?  In  the  case  of  one  man, 
notwithstanding  the  statement  of  the 
law,  which  was  clearly  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  that  murder  was  the 
ofifonce,  the  jury  brought  in  a  verdict  of 
manslaughter,  and  the  seoond  prisoner 
was  acquitted  altogether.  Now,  Sir,  I 
repeat  my  assertion  that  in  Ireland, 
generally,  trial  by  jury  has  not  broken 
down.  What  has  to  some  extent  broken 
down,  is  the  system  of  jury-packing 
upon  which  the  Qovernment  have  been 
wont  to  rely  in  Ireland,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  conviction  of  political  oppo- 
nents. The  awakened  interest  which 
has  been  aroused  in  England  by  the 
recent  trial  in  Ireland  has  had  the 
effect,  it  appears,  of  making  it  difficult  for 
the  Irish  Government  satisfactorily  to 
pack  Irish  juries  in  political  cases,  and 
indeed,  they  have  recently  had  unplea- 
sant experience  of  finding  Conservative, 
Protestant  jurors,  apeoi^ly  selected  by 
themselves  to  canviot,  refusing  to  do  so. 

J)(nfy  Expreu,  a  newspaper  which  is 
tiie  organ  of  the  Gbremment  and  the 
organ  of  the  Tonr  Party  in  Ireland, 
recently  threw  a  flood  of  light  on  this 
question.    They  wrote  th.e  other  day — 

"The  Umes  demand  plain  speaking.  Trial 
by  jnty  for  poliUoal  and  quati-'pohtieu  offences 
has  been  erer  more  or  leas  of  a  make-heliere 
and  pretence  in  Ireland.  Down  to  the  present 
time  the  Crown  has  succeeded  in  enforcing  the 
law  by  such  an  arrangement  of  the  jury  system 
as  in  political  triala  would  secure  the  presence 
of  men  upon  whom  the  Crown  officera  ooold 
roly.  Owing  to  causes  into  which  we  need  not 
now  inquire,  that  system  ctimot  bo  further 
panned,  and  the  GoTemment  is  compiled  to 

Mr.J.£.£ednutut 


cast  about  for  new  methoda  of  enforcing  the 
Uw." 

Yes,  here  is  the  trutb;  it  is  not  that 
trial  by  jur^has  broken  down  ;  it  is  not 
that  Isiah  jurors  refuse  to  convict  men 
charged  with  outrage  and  crime ;  but  it 
is  that  the  En^^lish.  Qt)vemment  are  no 
longer  able  satisfactorily  to  pack  juries 
to  obtain  the  oonvicUon  of  poUttcal  op- 
ponents. Trial  by  jury,  in  its  dealing 
with  ordinary  criminals,  has  not  failed. 
The  ordinary  law,  in  its  dealings  with 
crime,  hfis  not  broken  down,  and  I  call 
upon  this  House  to  refuse  to  sanction 
the  susj^ension  of  the  elementary  rights 
of  the  Constitution  simply  because  the 
Irish  Government  no  longer  find  it  easy, 
with  precision,  to  pack  Irish  juries  to 
obtain  a  conviction  of  their  political  op- 
ponents, like  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Billon).  Now, 
Sir,  I  pass  to  the  next  point— to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  whether 
the  special  laws  now  proposed  are  likely, 
judging  by  the  history  and  experience 
of  the  past,  to  be  efficaeions.  I  have 
no  intenttoa  of  weaiyin^  the  House 
by  entering  into  the  histoiy  of  the 
failure  of  the  86  Coercion  Bills  that 
have  been  introduced  and  passed  since 
the  Act  of  Union.  The  very  fact 
that  there  have  been  86  such.  Acts 
in  86  years  ought,  I  think,  to  be  con- 
clusive of  their  inefficacy.  But  let  me 
say  a  word  with  reference  to  the  two  last 
Coercion  Acts  you  have  passed — namely, 
the  Coercion  Act  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
and  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882.  Was  the 
Coercion  Act  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster  a 
success?  We  know  that  under  it  crime 
increased  a  thousand-fold.  The  late  Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan,  who  long  enjoyed  the 
respect  of  all  parties  in  this  House, 
summed  up  the  results  of  Mr.  Forster's 
rigime  in  these  words — 

"  He  (Mr.  Forster)  found  Ireland  alarmed 
and  distnrbed.  Ue  left  it  a  volcano  of  boman 
passions  on  one  ride,  a  Baitile  ol  Goveniment 
TeDgeanoe  and  caprice  on  the  other.  The 
'viUage  ruffians'  and  'midnight  marauders ' 
went  apparently  untouched— nay,  multiplied 
in  nunihers  and  increased  in  insolenoe  and 
of  crime ;  while  mayors,  mi^istrates,  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  public  represontativei  of 
every  degree  were  adzed  and  nong  into  gaol 
on  mere  suspicion,  without  accusation,  evidence, 
iavestigaUm,  or  proof.  .  .  .  The  inevitable  re> 
suit  appeared.  The  secret  societies  became 
masters  <rf  the  utoatioD.  Orimo  grew  ram- 
pant." 

I  ask,  has  that  terrible  record  no  terrors 
for  the  Government?  They  will  answer, 
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no  doubt,  that  their  Bill  is  framed  rather 
upon  the  lines  of  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1882.  Then,  I  ask,  was  the  Crimes  Act 
of  1882  a  success?  Sir,  the  memorable 
speech  of  Lord  Salisbury  at  Newport 
last  October  has  been  quoted  before 
now.  It  cannot  be  quoted  too  often  in 
the  course  of  this  disoussion.  Lord 
SfUisbury,  after  abandoning  that  Act, 
and  speaking  with  the  officii  knowledge 
which  Ke  possessed,  said — 

The  effect  of  the  Crimes  Act  bas  been  very 
much  exaggerated.  While  it  was  id  existence 
there  grew  ap  1,000  braocfaea  of  the  National 
Leagne.  The  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act 
against  Boycotting  were  of  very  small  effect.  It 
grew  up  under  that  Act  because  it  is  a  crime 
which  legi^tion  has  a  very  great  difficulty  in 
reaching.  I  have  seen  it  aUted  that  the  Crimea 
Act  diminished  outrages.  That  Boycotting  acted 
through  ontrages,  and  that  the  Crimes  Act 
diminished  Boycotting.  It  is  not  truo— the  Act 
did  not  diminish  outrages.  Boycotting  was  the 
act  of  persons  proposing  to  do  things  which  in 
themwlvM  ata  loyal,  and  which  are  only  illegal 
hecauie  of  the  intention  with  which  tiiey  are 
done.  What  is  the  use  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
against  a  system  such  as  that  F  As  far  as  Boy- 
cotting is  bable  to  tho  law,  as  far  as  legal  reme- 
dies can  reach  it,  do  not  imagine  the  Gorem- 
ment  are  passivo  in  putting  tlu  remedies  of  the 
cvdinary  law  in  action.  The  truth  about  Boy- 
cotting is  that  it  depends  upon  the  paswog 
hnmour  of  the  population.  I  doubt  whether  in 
on^  community  law  haa  been  able  to  provide  a 
■atiafactorr  remedv." 

Hare,  then,  is  the  testimony  of  the  head 
of  the  present  GoTemment  to  the  effect 
that  the  Grimes  Act  was  a  failure,  that 
it  did  not  diminish  erime,  and  that  it  did 
not  interfere  with  the  working  of  Boycot- 
ting. Andyetto<nightweareaskedtogive 
leave  for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which 
is  framed,  in  most  of  its  particulars,  so 
far  as  we  can  judge,  on  the  lines  of  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882.  Sir,  this  Bill,  if 
introduced  and  passed,  will  fail.  It  will, 
I  honestly  believe,  tend  rather  to  in-  > 
crease  than  to  diminish  crime.  It  will, 
while  it  is  in  operation,  baffle  all 
attempts  at  reconciliation  and  postpone 
all  peaceful  eettlement  of  the  Irish 
Question.  I  ask  now  the  last  question 
whioh  I  proposed  at  the  commencement 
— ^namely,  does  the  social  disorder  which 
nists  in  Ireland  spring  from  the  stupid 
and  persistent  refusal  of  Ihia  House  to 
remedy  admitted  grievances?  Sir,  if  so, 
no  sane  man  can  regard  this  BUI  as  a 
remedy.  Yet,  no  sane  man,  so  far  as  I 
know,  denies  the  existence  of  grievances 
in  Ireland,  or  denies  the  fact  that  it  is 
from  these  grievances  that  outrages 
spring.    In  1823,  Lord  Brougham  male 


a  memorable  speoch  within  the  walls  of 
this  Hotise  on  this  very  point.  In  the 
course  of  it  he  used  these  eloquent  and 
significant  words — 

"  Wo  were  driving  six  millions  of  poople  to 
madness,  to  despair.  .  .  .  The  greatest  mockery 
of  all — the  most  intolerable  insult — the  course 
of  peculiar  exasperation— against  which  he 
cautioned  the  House,  was  the  undertaking  to 
cure  the  distress  under  which  ahe  laboured  by 
anything  in  the  shape  of  new  penAl  enactments. 
It  was  in  these  enactments  alone  that  we  have 
ever  shown  our  liberality  to  Ireland.  She  had 
received  penal  laws  from  the  bands  of  England, 
almost  as  plentifully  as  ahe  had  received  bles- 
sings and  advantages  from  the  hands  of  Provi- 
dence. What  had  theoe  laws  done  P  Checked 
her  turbulence,  but  not  stifled  it.  We  might 
load  her  with  chains ;  but,  in  doing  so,  we 
should  not  better  her  condition.  By  coercion 
we  might  goad  her  on  to  fury ;  but  by  coercion 
wo  shall  never  break  her  spirit.  If  the  Go- 
rornment  was  desirous  to  restore  tranquillity  to 
Ireland,  it  must  learn  to  prefer  the  hearts  of 
the  Irish  people  to  the  applause  of  the  Orange 
Lodges."— (2  Hansard,  [9]  1277-8.) 

Yes,  Sir;  but  the  Government  answer, 
no  doubt^  is  that  they  do  not  deny  the 
existence  of  grievance,  and  that  they 
have  a  remedial  policy.  Sir,  they  did 
deny  the  existence  of  grievance  last 
September.  They  cannot  denyit  now,  for 
the  Beport  of  their  own  Commissioners, 
the  evidence  of  their  own  officials,  and, 
indeed,  the  common  knowledge  in  the 
ossession  of  everyone  acquainted  with 
reland,  all  combine  to  show  that  the 
poeitton  of  the  tmantry  in  the  poorer 
parts  of  belaud  is  absolutely  desperate 
and  calls  for  immediate  relief.  They 
say  they  have  a  remedial  policy.  Yes, 
Sir,  and  it  has  been  the  curse  of  succes- 
sive English  Governments  in  Ireland 
that  they  have  been  "everything  by 
turns  and  nothing  long."  They  have 
been  half-hearted  in  remedial  policy, 
I  they  have  been  half-hearted  in  coercive 
policy,  and  they  have  failed  in  both. 
They  halt  half-way  between  conciliation 
and  coercion.  No  remedial  measure  ever 
went  to  Ireland  unaccompanied  by  coer- 
cive enactments ;  and  I  say  whatever  of 
good  there  may  be  in  the  land  proposals 
which  you  are  about  to  make  will  be 
robbed  of  all  its  value  by  the  hateful 
and  unnecessary  Bill  which  is  now  be- 
fore the  House,  Every  measure  of  re- 
form which  ever  proceeded  from  this 
House  to  Ireland  was  delayed  until  too 
late,  and  then  accompanied  by  insult. 
You  have  never  yet  learnt  the  lesson 
that  to  rule  the  people  of  Ireland  you 
must  first  win  their  confidence,  and  that 
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you  can  only  win  tbeir  confidence  by 
first  trusting  them .  By  your  half- 
hearted remedial  policy  yon  have  failed 
to  conciliate  Ireland,  by  your  coercive 
policy  you  hare  failed  to  intimidate  her ; 
and  yet,  in  spite  of  the  experience  of 
the  past,  you  insist  upon  treading  the 
■ame  ruinous  and  blood*8tained  path. 
What  a  iq>ectacle  does  not  Ei^land  pre- 
sent to  the  world  to-day— in  the  Jubilee 
year  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  and  in  the 
87th  year  of  theLegialative  Union.  You 
claim  success  for  the  rule  of  your  Im- 
perial Parliaments,  and  you  ask  for  re- 
newed coercion.  You  point  to  the 
record  of  diminished  serious  crime  with 
pride,  and  yet  you  ask  for  fresh  powers 
to  enable  you  to  rule  the  country.  But 
yesterday  you  enfranchised  the  mass  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  to-day  you  declare 
that,  so  far  from  being  capable  citizens, 
th^  are  not  worthy  of  exercising  the 
common  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Constitution.  You  call  on  Irishmen  to 
be  lo^al  to  England,  and  you  persist  in 
keeping  English  law  what  it  has  been 
for  centuries  in.  Ireland— namely,  an 
engine  of  national  humiliation  and  op- 
pression. On  what  sound  reason  or 
argument  does  this  proposal  rest?  It 
is  not  called  for  by  an  exceptional 
state  of  violence  or  crime.  There  is  no 
proof  that  the  ordinary  law  has  broken 
down  in  its  dealing  with  outrages.  All 
history  tells  you  that  coercive  legislation 
has  been  a  failure,  and  all  your  expe- 
rience, and  the  evidence  of  your  own 
officials,  tell  you  that  such  disorder  aa 
does  exist  springs  from  the  refusal  of 
your  Parliament  to  do  justice  to  the 
people  by  remedying  their  grievances. 
Is  Irish  disaffection  the  reason  for  this 
Bill?  Sir,  this  aoousation  of  Irish  dis- 
loyalty is  a  common  one  in  tiie  mouths 
of  Englishmen.  When  1  hear  it  I  am 
often  inclined  to  ask  what  does  It^alty 
mean?  What  does  it  mean  here  in 
England?  It  means  the  loyalty  of  the 
people  to  a  GoTernmeut  of  Uieir  own; 
it  means  the  loyalty  of  a  free  people  to 
a  free  Oonstitution.  What  have  we  in 
Ireland  to  be  loyal  to  ?  Is  it  to  a 
Government,  the  very  reason  of  whose 
existence  is  that  it  is  opposed  to  the 
wishes  and  aspirations  of  five-Bixths  of 
our  people?  Is  it  to  a  Constitution, 
the  blessings  and  privileges  of  which 
we  have  never  in  86  years  been  allowed 
freely  to  ahare  with  our  English  and 

Mr.  J.  S.  Mmoid 


Scotch  and  Welsh  fellow-subjects  ?  Is 
it  to  a  system  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  theMemberforWestBirming- 
ham  (&fr.  Chamberlain)  once  said — 

"  It  is  a  system  which  Is  foanded  on  the 
bayonets  of  30,000  soldiers  encamped  perma- 
nently as  in  a  hostOe  ooontry.** 

Henry  Gbattan  once  said— 

'*  Ix^alt^r  is  a  noUe  and  a  wise  principle ;  hot 
loyalty  distinoi  from  liboiy  is  oormptitm.*' 

You  deprive  the  Irish  people  deliberately 
and  persistently  of  the  rights,  privilege*, 
and  uberties  which  you  freely  give  to  the 
meanest  of  your  Colonies,  and  yet  you 
ask  them  to  be  loyal  to  your  rule.  No. 
Loyalty  has  never  yet  sprung  from  such 
a  policy.  The  only  loyalty  you  have 
in  Ireland  is  the  loyalty  of  a  selfish 
class,  animated  by,  perhaps,  the  basest 
of  all  human  motives,  the  desire  for  con- 
tinued ascendancy ;  but  that  loyalty 
which  unites  in  one  common  bond  of  in- 
terest and  affection,  and  which  grows 
stronger  in  time  of  danger  and  trial— 
that  loyalty,  under  the  present  rjrstem, 
you  do  not  deserve,  and  most  assaredly 
you  shall  not  obtain.  Let  va»  uk 
one  question  in  conclusion.  Will  this 
Bill,  if  passed,  do  good  in  IrdandT 
Will  it  tend  to  diminish  crime?  Will 
it  produce  amongst  the  masses  of  the 

fteople  of  Ireland  greater  sym^thy  with 
aw,  and  with  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice? Sir,  in  1866  the  senior  Member  for 
Birmingham  used  some  very  memorable 
and  very  significant  words  in  this  House. 
He  said — 

"AH  hiitOTy  teaches  as  that  it  is  not  in 
homan  nature  that  men  shonld  be  content  under 
any  system  of  iBfcialation  and  of  iastitntionB  saoh 
as  exists  in  Ireland.  Vou  may  pass  this  BUI. 
You  may  put  the  Home  Secretary's  600  men 
in  gaol,  xou  may  do  all  this, and  suppress  the 
conspiracy  and  put  down  the  faisarrectimi ;  bat 
the  moment  it  is  suppressed  there  will  stiU  re- 
main the  germs  of  this  malady,  and  from  those 
germs  will  ^ow  up.  as  heretofore,  anoUier  crop 
cf  insurrection  and  another  harrest  of  mit^or- 
tune.  And  it  may  be  that  those  who  sit  here 
18  years  after  this  moment  will  find  another 
Ministry  and  another  Secretary  of  State  to  pro- 
pose to  you  another  administration  of  the  same 
ever-feuing  and  ever-poiaonoos  medicine." — 
(3  £mMnf,[t8i]698.) 

Sir,  18  years  after  these  words  were 
spoken  we  had  a  literal  fulfilment  of 
them.  I  ask  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men, are  they  willing  for  18  years  more 
to  tread  the  same  blood-stained  and  dis- 
graoeful  path.   There  are  men  who  vUl 
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rejoice  at  the  introductioQ  of  this  Bill. 
I  ask  English  Members  to  consider  who 
thejr  are.  The  Ulster  Tory  Party  will 
rejoice.  But  are  they  safe  guides  for 
Englishmen  on  this  Irish  Question  ? 
Why,  these  are  the  men  who  opposed 
the  Ballot,  the  extension  of  the  Fran- 
ohise,  the  Church  Act,  the  Land  Act — 
every  efifort  ever  made  by  the  EogUsh 
Farhament  to  remedy  Irish  grievances. 
They  are  the  men  whom  the  senior 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  thus  described.   He  said — 


*'  The  Ulgter  meo  have  stood  ia  the  of 
kapraramant  in  the  franohise,  tiu  Ohnrch,  and 
the  land.  They  have  parchased  Fn4astant 
awandaiioy,  and  the  price  paid  for  it  has  been 
the  rain  and  degradation  <A  their  conntiy." 

Are  English  Members  to-day  prepared  to 
take  their  Irish  policy  from  these  men  ? 
But  there  are  others  who  may  rejoice  at 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill — those  who 
constitute  what  has  sometimes  been 
called  the  extreme  faction  of  Irish  poli- 
tics, who  openly  tell  you  that  they  hate 
the  idea  oi  reconciliation  between  the 
two  nations;  men  who  fear  reform,  who 
bate  opeD  agitation,  and  who  welcome 
ooendon  beoaose  it  tends  to  drive  dis- 
content beneath  flie  surface,  and  to  (j^ve 
new  vitality  to  secret  oi^anisation.  I 
am  here  to-night  to  declare  my  delibe- 
rate conviction  that  in  the  introduction 
and  the  passage  of  this  Bill  you  are 
playing  directly  into  the  hands  of  such 
men.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  all  those 
who  hope  for  a  peaceful  and  a  speedy 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question  will 
deplore  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  to- 
night. Sir,  we  upon  these  Benches 
have  often  been  called  "Irreoonoilables." 
If  I  were  an  "  Irreconcilable  "  I  should 
TOte  with  a  free  heart  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  But  it  is  j  ust  because  I  am  one  of 
those  who  hope  for  the  near  approach 
of  the  day  when  this  great  question  at 
issue  may  be  settled  upon,  peao^ul  and 
hononraue  lines,  and  within,  tiie  lunits 
of  the  Oonstitution,  that  I  deplore  the 
introdaoti(m  of  this  Bill,  thatldenounoe 
it,  and  that  I  shall  do  all  in  my  power 
at  every  stage  to  defeat  it. 

MB.ILLINaWOBTH(Bradford,'W.): 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  acyoumed," — {Hr. 

Ulin^eorih,) — put,  and  a^rf^d  to. 


Pebfttft  *^Wmed  till  TQ-mon  ow. 


METROPOLITAN   OPEN   SPACES  ACT 

(1881)  EXTENSION  BILL.— [Bill  171.] 
{Sir  John  Lubhock,  Mr.  Dalrj/mpU,  Sir  CAarUt 
Fortter,   Mr.   Souldtworth,   Mr.   Seid,  Sir 
Atbtrt  BoUit,  Mr.  Salt.) 

COUHITTEE. 

Bill  emndertd  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Olanse  1  (Inter[netation  Clause). 

Mb.  CHANNINQ  (Northamptonshire, 
E.):  Mr.  Courtney,  I  beg  to  move  to 
insert,  after  "  respectiTely,"  in  line  15, 
page  1,  the  words  "and  the  expres- 
sions '  rural  sanitaty  district '  and  '  rural 
authority '  respectively."  The  object  of 
this  and  the  other  Amendments  which 
stand  in  my  name  is  simply  to  extend 
the  powers  of  the  rural  sanitary  districts 
as  well  as  the  urban  sanitary  districts. 
Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  1,  line  15,  after  "  reapectirely," 
insert  "  and  the  expresaioni  '  rural  sanitary 
district  *  and '  rural  authority  *  respeotively."— 
{Mr.  Channing.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  At 
this  point  I  should  like  to  say  that  some 
time  since  I  put  a  block  on  the  Books 
against  this  Bill.  I  removed  the  block 
on  the  distinctunderstanding  that  the  pro- 
gress of  a  similar  Bill  relating  to  Ireland 
would  not  be  iuterfered  with.  I  find 
that  the  understanding  has  not  been 
kept;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  certainly  put 
down  a  number  of  Amendments  against 
this  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  ^rud  to. 
Words  ituwUd. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  yon 
do  now  report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again,  and  I  do  so  upon  the  ground 
that  we  took  our  block  off  this  BiU  upon 
the  distinct  understanding  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  TTniversiW 
of  Iiondon  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  would 
put  down  Amendments  making  the 
Bill  applicable  to  Ireland.  We  had 
brought  in  a  similar  BiU  dealing  with 
Ireland,  and  two  Ulster  Members  had 
blocked  it.  It  is  impossible  to  expect 
us  to  keep  faith  with  you  if  faith  is  not 
kept  with  us.  We  distinotiy  understood 
that  the  opposition  to  the  Dublin  Open 
Spaces  Bill  would  not  be  persisted  in,  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1731    ItetropoJitan  Open  Spaen    {COMMONS^       Act  S^e.  Bill  1732 


that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  apply  some 
of  the  provieions  he  proposes  to  Ireland. 
X  hare  looked  through  the  Amendments 
of  the  hon.  Baronet ;  but  I  do  not  see 
any  to  that  e£Fect.  I  have  no  desire  that 
this  Bill  should  not  be  proceeded  with ; 
indeed,  I  hare  a  strong  desire  it  should 
be  passed  ;  but  what  I  want  to  know  is 
why  our  Open  Spaces  Bill  should  be 
blocked  while  yours  is  proceeded  with  ? 
Under  the  circumstances,  Ishall  certainly 
object  to  the  English  Bill  being  pro- 
ceeded with,  unlms  onr  Bill  on  aiimlar 
linee  is  also  allowed  to  be  proceeded 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again/' — {Mr.  T,  M. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBB0C3K  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  very  sorry  there  should 
have  been  any  misunderstanding  on  this 
point.  I  think  hon.  Members  around 
me  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say  that 
what  I  said  when  the  Bill  was  last  before 
the  House  was  that  I  would  put  off  the 
Bill  for  a  few  days,  in  order  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  putting  down 
whatever  Amendments  they  thought  fit. 
Certainly  I  hare  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  being  extended  to  Ireland ;  but  that 
might  be  done  on  Report.  I  hope  tiie 
Oommittee  will  now  proceed  vriui  the 
BiU. 

Ub.  OONYBEASE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  am  bound  to  say,  in  support  of 
my  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Healy  and  Dr. 
Tanner),  that  the  impression  left  on  my 
mind  was  that  there  was  an  understand- 
ing between  the  other  side  and  this  that 
fair  play  should  be  giren  to  the  Irish 
Members  in  respect  to  what  they  pro- 
posed in  reference  to  open  spaces  in 
their  own  country.  I  understood  at  the 
time  that  a  Bill  had  been  introduced  re- 
lating to  open  spaces  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
do  not  know  in  what  way  the  under- 
standing was  to  be  carried  out — whether 
by  the  amalgamation  of  the  Irish  Bill 
with  this,  or  otherwise. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  It  is 
perfectly  evideut  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  misnnderstood  me 
on  the  last  oooaaion  the  BiU  was  brought 
forward.  I  laid  it  down  as  a  matter  of 
agreement  that  I  would  remove  my 
onpodtioa  to  his  Bill  if  the  opposition  to 
the  bish  BiU  were  removed.   The  hon. 


Barcmet  came  to  me  and  expressed 
astonishment  that,  as  we  had  a  Bill  on 
the  Paper  proceeding  on  exactly  similar 
lines  to  his,  I  should  enter  a  Notice  of 
opposition  to  this  BiU.  I  must  say  I 
never  made  any  such  agreement  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  appears  to  think.  I  never 
said  anything  about  putting  down 
Amendments  to  this  BiU,  and  never 
had  any  intention  of  doing  so.  What  I 
suggest  is  that  the  furwer  considera- 
tion of  this  BiU  in  Ccnnmittee  shoold 
be  deferred  until  some  arrangement  is 
arrived  at  with  respect  to  the  £idL  KU. 
I  do  not  oare  in  what  way  a  umhu 
vivttuU  is  arrived  at  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Baronet's  Friends  who  sit  npon  the 
Ministerial  Benches  wiU  yield  to  his 
remonstrances,  and  withdraw  their  op- 
position to  our  Bill;  or,  possibly,  the 
hon.  Baronet  wiU  propose  Amendments 
making  this  BiU  applicable  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gbteshead) :  I 
hare  often  obserred  that  agreements 
made  outside  break  down  when  matters 
come  to  be  discussed  in  the  House.  The 
reason  in  nine  cases  out  of  10  is  that  no 
two  Members  can  be  expected,  in  a 
private  agreement  made  in  the  I^bby 
or  Library,  to  bind  all  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  difficulty  whu^  has 
arisen ;  but  I  hope  my  hon.  ^ends  be- 
low the  Ghu^ay  will  aUow  this  BiU  to 
be  proceeded  with  to-mght.  Several 
Members,  indnding  die  non.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Walsall  (Sir  Charles 
Forster),  who  are  deeply  interested  in 
the  question  of  open  spaces,  have  re- 
mained to  assist  in  Uie  passing  of  the 
BiU.  At  present,  the  Preamble  relates 
to  England  and  Wales  only ;  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  occurred  could  be  eur- 
mounted  by  the  insration  of  the  mnnl 
"  Ireland." 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  :  As 
I  have  put  down  a  block  to  the  Irish 
BiU,  I  wish  to  explain  that  I  shaU  be 
very  glad  to  withdraw  it  I  think  the 
system  of  blocking  has  been  carried  on 
to  too  great  an  extent ;  but  the  hem. 
Member  for  Mid  QoA  (L^.  Tanner)  ow- 
tainly  set  me  the  example.  If  he  iriU 
remove  some  of  the  blous  to  the  Bills 
brought  in  by  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  I  shaUbe  very  happy 
to  remove  mine. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
My  reooUeotion  of  what  took  place  on 
the  former  occasion  is  tiiat  hon.  GhmtU- 
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men  below  the  Gangway  complained  of 
the  blocking  of  the  Irish  Bill,  and  said 
that  what  they  would  have  to  do,  under 
the  dreumstances,  would  be  to  endeavour 
to  engraft  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  the  provisions  of 
the  bish  Bill.  Personally*  I  am  very 
much  interested  in  tiie  Dublin  Bill.  I 
consider  both  Bills  to  be  of  great  utility. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lo£gford,  N.) : 
After  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Johnston^  I  will  not  press 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress.  Perhaps 
it  ia  as  well  that  some  progress  should 
bo  made  with  the  BUI,  but  that  we 
should  not  altogether  lose  our  grip  of 
the  Bill.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion ;  but  X 
shall  renew  it  before  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
absolutely  leave  the  Ohair,  so  that  we 
shall  reserve  to  ourselves  the  opportunity 
of  amending  the  Preamble  and  title  of 
theBm. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdrmen. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Qateahead) :  I 
beg  to  propose  the  omisdon  of  all  the 
words  horn  "the  expression  'burial 
ground,' "  in  line  16,  to  the  end  of  the 
clause.  The  object  of  this  Amendment 
is  to  provide  that  the  definition  of  a 
burial  ground  shall  be  that  in  the  Act 
of  1881. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
16,  leave  out  from  "the  expression 
*  burial  ground ' "  to  the  end  of  the 
CIause.-<Jfr.  W.  H.  James.) 

Question, 

"  That  the  words  *  the  expresrion  "  barial 
ground  *'  shall  mean  a  bnrial  ground,  whether 
oonsecraled  or  not,  whioh  has  been  at  on  j  time 
■et  apart  for  parposas  of  *  atand  part  of  the 
Claoae," 

pat,  and  t^fned  ie, 

Olauae,  as  amended,  offreed  to. 

Olause  2  (Extension  of  provisions  of 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoea  Act  to  urban 
sanitary  districts). 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTH  (Manchester, 
N.W.)  :  The  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name  is  rather  a  consequential 
than  a  subatantial  one.  It  is  to  prepare 
the  way  for  introducing  some  words 
which  will  bring  in  the  Act  of  1877  as 
well  as  the  Act  of  I8&I.  Tiio  Act  of 
1877  was  the  Bret  Act  which  gave  l'  ■  ■ 
powers  to  the  Metropolitan  Boagd  ^' 


Works  ;  and  it  ia  very  desirable  that,  in 
extending  the  powers  to  rural  or  urban 
authorities,  the  powers  contained  in  the 
Act  of  1877  should  be  conferred,  as  well 
as  tiliose  contained  in  the  Aot  of  1881.  I 
beg  to  move  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
23,  leave  out  "  Aot,"  and  insert  "  Acts." 
— (Mr,  Sbuldsworth.) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'Act 
stand  part  of  the  Olause,"  put,  and 
neffattvtd. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'Acts'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Jahxs, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  1 ,  line  23, 
after  "  Aot,"  by  inserting  "  as  amended 
by  this  Act." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  HouLDswoBin, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  1,  line  23, 
after  "  except,"  by  inserting  "  Sections 
four,  five,  aix,  seven,  and  eight  of  the 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  of  1877, 
and  of  the  Act  of  1881." 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Johv  Lubbooe, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  1,  line  25,  by 
leaving  out  "  1885,"  and  inserting 
"  1855." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  BrrcHia,  Amend- 
ments made,  in  page  1,  line  26,  after 
"thirteen."  by  inserting  "of  the  last 
mentioned  Act ; "  and  in  page  1,  line  27, 
after  "district,"  by  insetting — 

"And  any  and  every  rorol  aanitaiy  district 
in  respect  to  which  the  aanitary  anthinity  shall 
have  been  vested  by  the  order  of  the  Local 
Oovamment  Board." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ohanhiko, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  2,  line  2^ 
after  "autiiority,"  by  inserting  "and 
evety  such  rural  authority." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  H.  James, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  2,  line  6, 
after  "  Act,"  by  inserting  "  as  amended 
by  this  Aot." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CHAinnira, 
Amendments  made,  in  page  2,  line  10,  by 
leaving  out  "urban,"  and  inserting 
"  such ; "  and  in  page  2,  line  10,  at  end, 
by  leaving  oat  "nrban,"  and  inserting 
"  such." 
Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  3  (Expenses). 
OiktfUfrliOtion  of  Mr.  Long,  Amend- 
(topage  2,  line  17, by  leaving 
as  if  they  had,"  and  in- 
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Berting  "  deemed  to  have ;  "  and  in  page 
2,  line  18,  at  end,  by  adding — 

"  And  shall  he  defrayed  accordingly,  and  the 
purpcMes  of  this  Act  shall  he  deemed  to  he  the 
purposea  of  '  The  Fublio  HealUi  Act,  1875. ' " 

Glauae,  as  amraded,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Extent  of  Act). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  2,  line  19,  by 
leaving  out  "  to  the  Metropolis  or." 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Bye-laws)  ttrueh  out. 

Clause  6  (Short  title)  agreed  to, 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshebu) :  I 
beg  to  move  the  insertion  of  the  fol- 
lowing olause  after  Olause  1 : — 

(Amendment  of  "  The  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces 
Aot,  1881.'') 

"  (1 .)  The  principal  Act  is  hereby  repealed  to 
the  extent  in  the  first  column  of  liie  Schedole  to 
this  Act  mentioned. 

"  (2.)  In  any  licence  or  faculty  granted  by  a 
Bishop  under  the  principal  Act  or  this  Act  in 
relation  to  any  oonsacr&ted  ground,  there  may 
be  spedfled  such  conditions  aa  to  tho  mode  in 
which  Buoh  groond  may  he  need  for  parposes  of 
recreation  as  to  the  Bishop  may  seem  fit." 

New  Clause  {Mr.  W.  S.  Jamee) 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead):  I 
now  beg  to  move  the  following  olause : — 

(Amendment  of  "  The  Disused  Bnrial  Qroimds 
Act,  1884."} 
"In   *The  Disnsed  fiurial  Oroands  Act, 
1884,'— 

"The  expression  < bnrial  ground '  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  in  the  principal  Act  aa 
amended  by  this  Act,  and  the  expresnon  '  dis- 
used burial  ^Tonnd'  shall  mean  any  burial 
ground  which  la  no  longer  used  ftw  interments, 
whether  or  not  snch  ground  shall  have  been 
whoU^  or  partially  closed  for  burials  imder  the 
pTonmons  oi  any  Statute  or  Order  in  Council." 

New  Clause  (Ifi*.  W^.  M,  Jamee) 
hreuffht  ftp,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  asecond  time." 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABT  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  HOME  DEPABT- 
HENT  (Mr.  Sttubt-Wobtut)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam):  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not accept  this  clause,  because  it  leads 
hereafter  to  a  clause  getting  rid  of 
the  prohibition  against  the  playing  of 
^ames  in  these  disused  ohorohyards.  I 


am  perfectly  well  aware  I  shall  be  told 
that  the  Aot  of  1881  expressly  imposed 
on  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
the  duty  of  Kirbidding  games  in  open 
spaces  as  well  as  in  disused  biuial 
grounds.  If  it  were  only  a  question  of 
allowing  games  in  open  spaces,  I  sboiild 
have  no  objection  to  the  clause.  The 
public  have  had  no  notice  of  such  a  pro- 
vision as  thjB,  and  thetelwe  it  would 
scarcely  be  wise  to  adopt  it. 

Mb.  yf.  H.  JAHES:  I  oannot  lioUt 
that  any  acts  of  desecration  would  bo 
permitted  by  the  Local  Authorities. 

Thb  PEESIDENT  of  tot  LOOAI. 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(Mr.BiTCHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  No 
games  are  allowed  to  be  played  in 
churchyards,  and  I  think  that  if  a  pro- 
vision were  imported  into  this  Bill  which 
would  allow  games  of  all  kinds  to  be 
played  in  burial  grounds,  there  would  be 
a  certain  shook  to  public  feeling.  Not 
only  so ;  but  many  of  tJiese  churchyards 
are  so  situated  that  games  could  only  be 
indulged  in  to  the  danger  of  the  build- 
ings and  the  windows  of  the  buildings 
surrounding.  The  Government  eannot 
consent  to  the  insertion  of  this  dause. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTHCManohester, 
N.W.) :  I  am  sure  we  all  riiare  the  view 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Ur. 
Bitohie),  that  no  games  should  be  al- 
lowed in  burial  grounds.  At  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  very  undesirable  to 
prevent  games  being  played  (m  other 
open  spaces. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  :  I  propose  to  move 
an  Amendment  which  will  enable  Ivocal 
Authorities  to  allow  games  to  be  played 
on  open  spaces  other  than  churchyards. 

SiK  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  sympathize  with  the  object 
of  my  hoo.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Jamea) ; 
but,  in  view  of  the  understanding  ar- 
rived at  on  the  second  reading,  I  feel 
bound  to  support  the  Government  upon 
this  occasion. 

Sir  oh  ABLES  FOBSTEB  ( Walsall): 
I  also  fully  sympathise  with  the  Tiew  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gateshmd ;  but  I 
trust  he  will  not  endanger  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  whieh  I  regud  of  much  im- 
portance, by  pressing  the  clause  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  I  fear  I  most 
yield  to  the  ^peal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Charles  Fbrster). 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
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The  8E0EETAET  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loko) 
(Wilts,  Devizes):  I  beg  to  more  the 
insertiQii  of  titte  fbUowing  dUase : — 

(Bye-IawB.) 

"AH  the  proTisions  with  respect  to  bye-lavs 
contained  in  Moti<H»  one  honored  and  eigbty- 
two  to  one  handred  and  e^hty-iix  (bol£  in- 
dnaiTe)of  "The  Foblio  Health  Act,  1875,'  shall 
apply  to  all  hye-Iaws  from  time  to  time  nutde 
by  a  Sanitary  Authority  under  the  powers  of 
this  Act,  and  the  penalties  imposed  by  any  sach 
bye-lawB  may  be  recovered  in  a  sommary  man- 
ner." 

New  Olause  (^Mr.  Long)  hrwgU  ttp,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Olause  be  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  agrwd  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill, 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  As  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther it  is  not  competent  for  me  to  pro- 
ceed with  my  Amendments  in  regard  to 
the  Disused  Burial  Ghrounds  Act,  1884? 

Thk  chairman  :  The  hou.  Mem- 
ber, in  putting  bis  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  has  proposed  to  "  insert  the  fol- 
lowing Clauses  1  and  2.'*  Well,  those 
have  been  inooraorated  in  the  Bill,  and 
all  the  rest  of  ue  ground  is  covered. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOETH:  The  next 
Amendment  I  have  ^aoed  on  the  Paper 
ia  one  of  otmsiderable  smprartanoe  in 
lai^,  popuk>n8  towos  whne  tiiere  is 
propuij  of  the  kind  dealt  with  in  this 
Bilf,  especially  property  held  by  Eccle- 
siastical Corporations.  It  is  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  enabling  such  Corporations  to 
make  gifts  of  land  for  the  recreation  and 
exercise  of  the  public.  Many  cases  in 
the  country  exist  where  Ecclesiastical 
Corporations  have  land  which  they  would 
gladly  dispose  of  in  this  way  if  they 
were  not  prerented  by  the  present  state 
of  the  law.  I  ^<^ose  to  insert  tike  fol- 
lowing new  daoBo : — 

(Power  to  Corporatitms  to  maks  free  gtffc  of 
land.) 

"Any  C(»pontion  or  Oorvnatmu,  parson  or 
persons,  hsTing  power  to  sell  and  oonvey  land 
nndar  any  Act,  chatter,  letters  patent,  or  other- 
wise, may,  in  like  manner,  rolontarily  give  and 
convey  any  open  apace,  aa  defined  in  ue  prin- 
cipal Acts,  to  any  Urban  Sanitary  Aathority, 
and  BQoh  Urban  Sanitary  Anthwity  may  accept 
the  ownenhip  thenof,  and  hold  the  same  in 
tniafc  for  Uiepei^tDal  use  thereof  by  the  public 
for  exercise  and  recreation,  and  may  from  time 
to  time  make  bye-lawi  for  the  regulation  of 
such  open  ^MSi." 


New  Clause  {Mr.  HovAdtwortk)  brwffht 
vpf  and  read  thia  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clauae  be  read  a  second 

time." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD(Mr.EiTCHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  (Jeoige'a} :  I  agree 
to  accept  this  clause ;  but  as  it  baa  been 
decided  to  extend  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  it  will  be  necessary  to  make  some 
alterations.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
leave  out,  after  "bye-laws,"  the  words 
"for  the  regulation  of  such  open  spaces," 
in  order  to  insert  other  words  which  I 
shall  propose. 

Me.  wHITLEY  (IiTerpool,Everton): 
Corporations  cannot  convey  land  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
This  is  an  extremely  wide  clause  to  in- 
sert in  a  Bill  of  this  character  on  the 
Motion  of  a  private  Member.  It  seems 
to  me  a  very  objectionable  thin^  to  give 
permission  to  a  Corporation  to  give  away 
Its  land  for  this  purpose  without  laying 
down  d^nite  restrictions,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  danse  is  drawn  at  all  in  a 
workmanlike  manner.  It  seems  to  me 
highly  obgec&mable  and  reprehensible 
to  allow  a  olanBe  of  this  nature  to  be 
put  in  a  non-contentious  Bill  like  this 
without  its  having  been  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  I  womd  take  leave  to  sug- 
gest that  the  proper  course  to  adopt 
would  be  this — namely,  for  the  Govern- 
ment, before  they  attempt  to  amend  the 
olause,  to  put  down  upon  the  Paper  the 
alterations  they  propose,  so  that  hon. 
Members  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering   them.    They  should  be 

Srinted,  so  that  we  can  see  them  and 
iscuss  them  on  Beport.  In  some  Cor- 
porations you  have  a  great  deal  of  job- 
bery, and  you  can  never  tell  how  a  olause 
of  this  kind  wiH  work  unless  ^<m  take 
the  ^ecaution  to  lay  down  diatmot  limi- 
tations. I  think  WB  tAaoM  as  it  stands 
at  present  is  open  to  very  grave  objec- 
tion. I  should  like  to  know  if  the  Go- 
vernment have  considered  the  matter  in 
all  its  bearings  ? 

Me.  ILUNGWOETH  rBradford,  W.): 
lagree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  that  this  is 
a  most  startling  proposition  to  put  be- 
fore the  House  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  moving  the  clause, 
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Bays  tliafc  Ecclesiastical  Corporations  are 
prepared  to  make  use  of  land  for 
open  spaces.  Tes ;  but  we  have  to  ask 
whether  the  lands  that  these  Ecclesias- 
tic^ Oorporations  are  prepared  to  give 
away  so  freely  are  really  theirs  to  give  ? 
Then  lands  ox  this  kind  might  be  given 
away  in  a  most  improper  manner,  and 
in  a  most  improper  spirit.  The  property 
may  really  belong  to  a  large  area,  and 
yet  may  be  given  away  for  the  benefit  of 
a  vety  small  area.  I  would  ask  the 
Ghjvenmient  to  give  na  more  time  to 
conader  the  matter  before  requiring  us 
to  give  Eoolesiastical  Corporations,  or 
any  other  Oorporations,  such  powero  as 
tbese. 

Thb  UNDEB  SEGRETAUT  of 
STATE  foe  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Feuousson)  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  My  own  constituency  is  very 
much  interested  in  this  clause.  In 
a  very  poor  suburb  of  Manchester  that 
forms  part  of  my  constituency  there  is  a 
large  amount  of  unutilized  land.  It  is 
the  only  laud  out  of  which  a  recreation 
ground  can  be  obtained  for  an  especially 
poor  population  —  factory  workpeople, 
and  so  iorth.  This  land  beloogs  to  the 
Dean  and  Canons  of  Manchester.  They 
are  willing  to  g^ve  a  sufficient  amount 
of  this  land  to  form  recreation  grounds, 
none  of  which  at  present  enst,  for  this 
jK^ulation.  But  they  cannot  now  do  it 
without  the  leave  of  the  Eodesiaatical 
Oommissioners.  As  the  law  now  stands, 
the  Eoolesiastioal  Oommissioners  do  not 
feel  justified  in  allowing  any  of  this  land 
to  be  given  away  for  uiis  or  any  other 

?urpose.  They  only  allow  it  to  be  sold, 
'his  clause  will  enable  the  authorities 
to  give  it  away  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
ercise and  recreation  grounds.  All  par- 
ties are  desirous  that  this  power  should 
be  conferred  on  Ecclesiastical  Oorpora- 
tions, and  it  is  only  required  that  this 
House  shall  give  the  necessary  legal 
authori^.  I  would  entreat  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  throw  any  obstruction  in 
the  way  of  this  clause,  because  I  assure 
bon.  Members  that  it  is  the  only  way 
these  poor  people  can  obtain  recreation 
grounds.  The  passing  of  this  clause 
will  not  injure  anyone  in  the  country. 

Ms.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  rather  sus- 
pected, from  the  quarter  from  which 
this  clause  came,  that  there  was  some 
political  more  at  the  bottom  of  it.  I 
am  convinced  of  it  now.  Since  the  Re- 
distribution Act  you  liave  towns  divided 

Mr.  lUingworth 


into  different  constituencies.  Some  of 
those  are  of  a  Liberal  character  and 
some  are  of  a  Conservative  character, 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Corporations  that 
exist  in  connection  with  these  oonsti- 
tuencies  may  have  a  majority  on  them 
that  may  be  Liberal  or  Tory.  You  may 
have  gifts  made  under  such  a  clause  as 
this  by  a  political  majority  to  a  consti- 
tuency ox  the  same  aaade  oi  politics  for 
the  purpose  of  preserving  it,  or  to  one 
of  a  different  shade  of  politics  for  the 
purpose  of  converting  it.  I  maintain 
that  you  would  open  the  door  to  some 
extent  to  most  improper  practices ;  and 
I  submit  that  it  would  be  well  fbr  us  to 
see  what  the  QoTemment  propose  as  an 
Amendment  befbre  giving  an  opinimi 
upon  such  a  clause.  What  are  the  8ag<- 
gestions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  to  make?  Whatever  they 
are,  I  think  it  desirable  that  we  should 
have  further  time  to  consider  them. 

SiK  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  The 
Amendments  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
proposing  are  only  to  bring  tiie  clause 
into  harmony  with  other  clauses  which 
have  been  agreed  to.  Without  them 
the  clause  would  be  inconsistent  with 
those  other  parts  of  the  measure.  The 
Amendments  are  only  of  a  verb^  cha- 
racter. I  can  inform  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  in  reply  to  obsra- 
vations  he  has  just  made,  uiat  thne  are 
a  great  many  poor  Irish  people  in  the 
district  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  in 
which  the  Dean  and  Ohapter  desire  to 

? resent  land  for  recreation  grounds, 
hese  poor  Irish  people  will  be  g^eatij 
benefited  by  these  recreation  grounds, 
for  at  the  present  moment  they  have  no 
places  of  the  kind  to  avail  themselves  of. 

Mr.  FlN0H-HATT0N(Lincoln8hire, 
Spalding) :  I  would  point  out  that  it  is 
not  proposed,  by  the  powers  contained 
in  the  clause,  to  hand  over  land  to  irre- 
sponsible  persons.  They  will  be  ex- 
ercised  in  favour  of  properly  appointed, 
responsible  persons,  and  I  Uiii»  that  ia 
a  sufficient  safeguard. 

The  UND^  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  HOME  DEFABT- 
MBNT  (Mr.  Stvabt-Wobtlet)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  It  may  be  as  well  to 
remind  the  Oommittee  of  what  is  the 
law  as  regards  the  Metropolis.  Aooord- 
ing  to  the  Act  of  1881,  owners  of  open 
spaces  are  allowed  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  powers  of  the  measure,  and  tha 
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Interpretation  Clause  says  that  owners 
may  be  Corporations. 

MK.ILLINGWOETH(Bradford,W.) : 
I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation given  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afifairs.  This  land, 
which  we  ere  told  is  vested  in  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Manchester,  really  belongs 
to  the  whole  of  the  diocese,  Uke  the 
Cathedral.  It  may  be  situated  in  the 
district  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
represents,  as  ^so  may  Cathedral ; 
bat  that  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  it 
belongs  to  the  whole  diocese,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  misapplication  of  public 
property  to  give  it  to  a  single  locality. 
I  say,  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  stated,  that  there 
is  a  deal  of  jobbery  in  matters  of  this 
kind  on  the  part  of  Corporations.  I 
suppose,  if  the  people  of  Manchester 
want  open  spaces,  they  can  obtain  them 
as  the  people  of  other  towns  do.  If 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  have  open 
spaces  in  the  right  non.  Qentleman's 
district,  I  suppose  they  have  not  got 
tiiem  in  other  localities.  What,  then, 
are  those  other  localities  to  do?  I 
object  to  this  probable  action  of  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  in  giving  away  public 
property  to  a  partiomar  oistrio^  and  I 
hold  it  to  be  a  total  misapplication  of 
troat  ,fnnds.  This  land  is  public  pro- 
perty, and  I  maintain  that  it  is  quite 
contraiy  to  the  functions  of  such  a  body 
as  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to  act  this 
part,  and  to  come  forward  and  distribute, 
after  their  own  fancy,  particular  parts  of 
property  within  a  small  area.  I  feel 
bound  to  add  that  it  is  altogether  un- 
worthy of  a  place  like  Manchester  to 
come  here  begging  in  this  way  for  land 
for  recreation  grounds.  The  town  I 
represent  has  gone  to  work  in  this 
mattw  in  a  legitimate  manner.  They 
have  made  tiiamselves  liable  lor  the 
cost  of  these  recoreation  g^nnds  out  of 
the  rates  of  the  oommnnity.  Open  spaces 
are  required  as  mneb  in  other  places  as 
in  Manchester.  I  would  u^  the  Com* 
mittee  to  insist  on  some  time  being 
afforded  us  to  consider  the  clause  and 
the  proposed  Amendments  before  any 
attempt  is  made  to  advance  them. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  :  The  hon.  Gendeman 
loses  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  clause 
will  not  put  an  obligation  on  these  Cor- 
porations in  any  way.  It  will  merely 
give  power  to  the  Corporations  to  sell 
and  oonvey.   I  think  Hhe  dauseis  of  too 


much  importance  to  be  discussed  and 
decided  now ;  it  would  occupy  too 
much  time  at  this  hour  of  the  morning 
(1.55  A.M.);  therefore,  I  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Houldsworth) 
that  he  should  withdraw  it  now  and 
bring  it  up  again  on  Report. 

Mb.  njJNGWOBTH:  The  clause 
says,  voluntarily  give  and  convey  any 
open  space;"  and  I  object  to  puUio 
property  being  given  away  in  this  elee- 
mosynary manner  to  a  place  like  Man- 
chester, particularly  under  the  circum- 
stances described. 

Sib  JAMES  FEEGUSSON :  The  hon. 
Gentleman's  insinuations  are  perfectly 
gratuitous.  He  is  speaking  from  his 
own  inner  consciousness,  without  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the 
case  to  which  I  referred.  The  open 
space  I  alluded  to  is  not  in  Man- 
chester at  all,  but  in  a  poor  suburban 
district  which  can  get  no  assistance  at 
all  from  the  wealthy  Cor|)oration  of 
Manchester.  There  is  no  district  in  the 
United  Kingdom  more  dependent  as  this 
on  a  free  gift  of  land  for  recreation 
purposes. 

Mb.  HiUNGWOBTH:  I  based  my 
statement  entirely  on  what  fell  firom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  What 
he  said  was  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Manchester  were  willing  to  give  for 
the  benefit  of  these  poor  people  land 
which  they  hold  in  trust,  and  I  say 
they  have  no  right  to  do  so.  I  base  my 
whole  case  on  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  it  is  really  competent  for 
a  private  Member  to  propose  a  clause  of 
this  kind  ?  It  would  be  contrary  to  all  the 
Rules  of  the  House  to  allow  such  a  thing 
as  this  to  be  done.  Of  course,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  Bitohie)  is 
to  be  allowed  to  postpone  tlie  clause  I 
cannot  help  it. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTH:  As  there  is 
so  much  olijeotion  to  the  clause  I  will 
withdraw  it  now,  and  will  bring  it  up 
f^ain  on  Beport. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  On  the  point  of 
Order,  I  may  say  I  had  serious  doubts 
whether  this  clause  could  be  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member;  but,  on  referring  to 
the  principal  Act,  I  saw  that  it  empowers 
trustees  to  make  these  gifts,  therefore 
I  thought  the  Motion  might  be  made. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teithdrMffn. 

Claoae,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Digitized  by 


1743    M$iropolu  Mmagewunt  jOOMMONS} 


Aei$,  ife.  Silt. 


1744 


The  secretary  to  the  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lomg) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  :  I  do  not  know  if  I  am 
in  Order,  but  I  ehould  like  to  propoBB  to 
alter  the  title  of  the  Bill. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  No.  We  come 
next  to  the  Preamble. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  it  will  not  be  con- 
trary to  the  understanding  whioh  seemed 
to  be  arrived  at  a  short  time  ago  if  the 
Ohi^nnan  now  reports  Frogress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  a^  leave  toutagain." — {Mr.  T.  M. 
Sealy.) 

Mb.  LONG:  I  was  about  to  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be 
demrable  to  reprint  the  Bill.  He  will 
see  the  necessity  of  this  when  be  con- 
siders that  both  the  title  and  the  Pre- 
amble have  to  be  amended.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  not  lose 
control  over  the  measure  by  allowing 
the  present  stage  to  pass. 

Mb.  T.  M.  T^ALY  :  If  we  can  adopt 
that  courfie  and  be  in  Order  I  should  be 
glad ;  but  I  understand  you,  Sir,  to  offer  a 
negative  nod.  The  promise  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Johnston)  is  somewhat 
militated  against  by  the  fact  that  the 
Dublin  Bill  Is  also  blocked  hy  the  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oambridge 
(Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald). 

TbbOHAIBMAN:  It  would  not  fae 
posdble  to  make  the  proposed  alteration 
in  Oommittee. 

The  UmDEB  SEOKETABY  of 
STATE  POB  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT) (Mr.  Stuabt-Wobtlkt)  (Shef- 
field, HaUam) :  It  is  very  desirable  tlut 
this  Bill  should  be  reprinted. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  the  Govern- 
ment will  re-oommit  the  Bill,  I  will  con- 
sent to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  come  to  any  absolute  en- 
gagement, because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  will  see 
that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  apply  to 
Local  Authorities  in  £Uigland,  and  arenot 
at  all  applicable  to  Local  Authorities  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  It  is  rather  un- 
uenel  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
throw  over  his  own  TTnder  Secretaij.  I 
merely  fell  in  with  the  saggestion.  If  the 


Government  will  agree  to  re-commit  the 
Bill,  it  will  enable  us  to  take  the  course 
now  suggested  of  amending  the  Pre- 
amble. The  Government  will  not  be 
bound  to  accept  our  BilL  All  we  want 
is  discasBion.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Ritchie)  will  consent  to  the 
course  suggested  by  one  of  the  Members 
of  his  own  Government,  we,  or  I  at 
least,  will  repudiate  anything  like  an 
agreement  on  the  part  of  the  Govera- 
ment  to  accept  the  prindple  of  any 
Amendment  we  may  prmose. 

SzB  JOHN  LUBBOOK  (London  TTni- 
Tersity) :  I  do  not  th^k  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
would  lose  anything  by  allowing  us  to 
take  the  Plreamble  and  to  have  &e  Bill 
reprinted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  There  is  a 
favourite  saying  in  Ireland,  "  Keep  a 
firm  grip  wMle  you  have  a  hold  of  it" 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
cannot  see  what  objection  there  can  be 
to  deferring  the  further  consideration  of 
the  Bill  until  Thursday.  One  Bill  comes 
on  a  Wednesday,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
do  not  behave  in  the  way  ^ey  are  ex- 
pected to  behave,  and  carry  out  the 
arrangement  entered  into,  we  shall  be 
perfectly  free  to  take  whatever  couna 
suggests  itself  to  us.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  will  now 
allow  us  to  report  TtogtetB. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
should  like  to  say  I  have  already  re- 
quested the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to  remove 
the  block  which  stood  in  my  name,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose  Kti^^mld) 
wUl  do  the  same. 

Question  put,  and  e^Md  U. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  on  Tlaur$day. 

MOTION. 


UBTBOFOLIS    UAITAGXUEin'   ACTS  AlCKHD- 

HBNT  (WESTUmSTBB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bnrdett-ConttB,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Metropolis  Manazement  Act, 
18ff£,"  in  relation  to  the  Fariwea  of  Saint 
Ma^nret  and  Saint  John  the  Erangeliit,  Wert- 
minster,  oritrtd  to  be  broudit  in.  Iiy  llr.  Bsr- 
dett-Contta,  Mr.  John  TiOiMt,  Hr.  l^mUiBMn, 
and  Mr.  Seiger  Hont. 

BiU.prMMf«^  and  read  the  linttiaw.  [Bin  108J 

"SUnaa  a^Jounwd  at  a  qnutw 
■Iter  Two  o'olook. 
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HOUSE    OF  LOBDS, 
29^  iforcA,  1887. 

HINtTTES.]— PvBuo  Billb— Tlnf  BtatUng— 
Axmr  (Aimaal)  *  (55) ;  Isle  of  Man  (Cua- 
toms)  •  (66). 

Ciwtmtfte— Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  (32). 

KAILWAT   AND   CANAL  TRAFFIC 
BILL.— (No.  32.) 
(7A«  Zerd  StatUty  ofPrtttm.) 
OOHHITTXE. 

House  in  Oommittee  (ocoording  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  (Short  title  aad  oonstmotion) 
PABT  I. 

OOTTST  AVD  PKOCBDimE  OF  BAILWAY  AlO) 

Oaital  CoionsaioNEBs. 
JSttai^hmmt  of  Railway  and  Cimal 
Commitaiim. 

Olaiue  2  (Establishment  of  new  Bail- 
vay  and  Canal  Oommission). 

The  Easl  of  JEBSEY  said,  he  moved 
to  omit  the  first  "three"  and  to  insert 
"two,"  as  he  thought  two  appointed 
Oommissioners  with  a  Judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  preside  on  all  occa- 
sion a  would  be  much  better  than  having 
such  a  Judge  to  preside  every  now  and 
then.  It  was  for  the  interest  of  all  that 
the  Court  should  be  a  sbrong  one,  and 
he  was  sure  that  his  noble  Friends  who 
took  special  oare  of  the  railway  interest 
-would  agree  with  him  that  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  new  taibnnal  should  be  one 
whibh  would  innnre  confidence.  The 
fact  of  one  of  Her  HajesU's  Judges 
t^ng  a  Uember  of  the  Oommiasion 
would  g^ve  it  a  status  which  it  would 
not  otherwise  possess. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  18, 
leave  out  the  first  ("  three  ")  and  insert 
("  two.")— JHw"'  efJmtjf.) 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL  said,  he  had 
spoken  in  that  sense  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  and  he  supported  the 
Amendment  in  the  interests  of  traders 
and  economy.  The  proposed  change 
would  be  of  advantage  to  all  the  parties 
who  came  before  the  tribunal.  The  ex- 
isting Railway  Oommissioners  sat  on  30 
days  in  1873  ;  on  1 14  days  in  1874 ;  on 
88  days  in  1876;  on  81  days  in  1877; 
on  42  days  in  1878;  on  65  days  in  1879; 
on  80  ds^B  in  1880 ;  on  49  days  in  1881 ; 


on  48  days  in  1882;  on42  daysin  188S; 
on  69  days  in  1884  ;  on  44  days  in  1885  ; 
and  on  23  days  in  1 886.  It  was  obvious 
that  if  the  tribunal  had  a  legal  Commis- 
sionw  assisted  by  a  Judge  in  all  impor- 
tant matters  there  would  be  a  great 
waste  of  judidal  force.  There  would  be 
a  large  number  of  da^  in  the  year  on 
which  the  legal  Commissioner  would  be 
entirely  unoccupied ;  whereas,  if  they 
had  a  Judge  in  all  cases,  it  seemed  to 
him  the  Judge  would  be  able  to  do  the 
whole  of  the  work  of  the  Commission  ; 
and,  in  addition,  he  could  do  a  great 
deal  of  most  excellent  public  work  in 
performing  the  ordinary  duties  of  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court.  It  would, 
therafore,  be  an  economical  arrangement 
to  the  public  to  have  the  Ohief  Oommis- 
Btoner  a  Judge.  

Lord  BBAIIWELL  said,  the  noble 
Earl,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  said  the 
Oonmusaon  had  worked  satisfactorily; 
but  the  rainions  of  at  least  some  of  me 
eounael  who  practised  before  it  did  not 
bear  out  that  statement.  He  did  not 
see  why  those  questions  should  be  tried 
in  a  different  way  from  the  ordinary 
cases  which  came  before  the  Oourts  of 
Law.  To  have  a  J udge  to  preside 
would  involve  no  extra  expense,  because, 
when  not  engaged  in  the  railway  busi- 
ness, he  could  perform  ordinary  judicial 
duties.  If  it  were  thought  desirable 
that  a  Judge  should  have  assessors  that 
could  be  provided  for,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Admiralty  Division  of  the  High 
Court.  The  Amendment  seemed  to  him 
a  desirable  one. 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TBADE  (Lord  Stanlby  of  Pbestoh) 
said,  it  had  been  tho  wish  of  theframws 
of  the  Bill  to  make  the  Court  as  strong 
as  posnble,  so  that  it  should  have  the 
complete  oonfidenee  of  those  —  toaden 
and  others — who  resorted  to  it.  The 
proposed  form  would,  in  his  opinion, 
tend  to  a  continuity  in  the  decisions  of 
the  tribunal.  He  did  not  think  the 
figures  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  sup- 
ported his  conclusions,  and  he  thought 
that  they  rather  proved  that  the  legal 
Commissioner  would  amply  suffice  for 
the  work  which  had  to  be  done.  There 
would  be  many  things  to  do  which  would 
not  require  the  attendance  of  a  Judge  of 
the  Supreme  Court ;  but  any  man  who 
had  some  legal  knowledge  would  be  able 
to  transact  uie  business.  He  submitted 
that  the  doose,  as  it  stood,  would  be  the 
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most  adraniageous,  would  work  satis* 
faotorily,  and  would  do  all  that  the 
trading  community  required.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  OBIMTHOBFE  said,  he 
strongly  maintained  the  necessity  of 
having  legal  authority  on  the  Com- 
mission.  Lawyers  were  in  the  hahit  of 
seeing  both  sides  <d  a  question,  which 
few  of  what  lawyers  called  laymen  were 
ahle  to  do,  even  if  they  were  clergymen. 
In  tlie  long  run,  it  would  be  far  weaper 
to  have  a  j^d  Judge  oonstantly  engaged 
in  this  tribunal,  because  there  Tould 
then  be  fewer  appeals.  He  did  not  see 
that  it  need  add  to  the  cost,  seeing  that 
such  Judges  already  existed.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  been  induced  to  make  the  proposal 
contained  in  the  Bill  by  people  who 
wanted  a  strong  Court — not  a  legal  one, 
and  strong  enough  to  overrule  law  and 
everything  else.  It  was  put  forward  as 
a  reason  for  continuing  the  present 
Bailway  CommissioneTS  in  office,  or 
some  of  the  same  kind,  that  they 
had  a  great  deal  more  experience  in 
railway  matters  than  Her  Majesty's 
Judges.  Were  their  Lordships  aware  of 
the  nature  of  the  decisions  given  by 
them?  In  one  case  they  ordered  the 
South  EastemandtheLondon,  Brighton, 
and  South  Ooast  Bailway  Companies  to 
expend  money  in  making  a  new  station. 
Lnokily,  in  that  caso  there  was  a  remedy 
by  prohibition,  and  they  were  told  they 
could  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  If  it 
were  left  to  the  discretion  of  Sir  Frede- 
rick Peel  and  Mr.  Price,  the  aid  of  a 
Judge  would  never  be  invoked.  That 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  in  nearly 
every  case  in  wluch  thwe  was  a  discre- 
tionary appeal  they  refused  to  allow  it. 
There  were  other  reasons  why  a  Judge 
should  be  placed  permanently  on  this 
tribunal.  Many  fresh  matters,  some 
of  Thich  had  hitherto  been  under 
the  sole  cognizance  of  the  Courts, 
were  to  be  placed  in  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  new  tribunal  created  by  the 
Bill.  They  were  to  have  authority  in 
the  matter  of  pariah  rates ;  they  were  to 
deride  on  Hie  expediency  of  new  works ; 
and  tiiiOT  were  to  deride  as  to  what  were 
reasmable  ftcilitiea  and  undue  prefer- 
enoee.  These  were  not  powers  which 
should  be  intrusted  to  a  tribunal  not 
prerided  over  by  a  Judge.  The  fact  was 
that  tiraders  really  wanted  protection, 
and  to  have  the  legitimate  effect  of  rail- 

Lori  BtanUjf  t^PruUm 


way  competition  in  reducing  rates  abo- 
lished. The  only  persons  qualified  to 
decide  questions  of  mixed  law  and  fact 
in  a  manner  which  would  be  satisfactory 
to  all  parties  concerned  were  Judges. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  (Lord 
Halssubt)  maintained  that  the  railway 
and  trading  interests  would  be  bettor 
satined  by  the  Court  as  constituted  by 
hu  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley  m. 
Preston).  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord  who  bad  just  spoken  was 
against  the  proposed  triounal altogether, 
or  only  against  that  particular  tana  of 
it  which  was  touched  by  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  aware  that  there  were 
some  persons  who  attached  more  impor- 
tance to  the  decirion  of  a  Judge  uiaa 
they  did  to  that  of  a  jury.  But  the  ques- 
tion was  whether,  when  they  were  about 
to  erect  a  new  tribunal,  it  was  not  better 
to  appoint  at  its  head  those  who  were 
familiar  with  the  peculiar  class  of  ques* 
tions  that  wouldjhave  to  come  before  it  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  remarked  that  a 
Judge  would  cost  nothing,  because  we 
had  plenty  of  them  already ;  but  tiie 
fact  was,  that  our  Judges  had  at  present 
more  work  than  they  could  get  tlurottgh, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  thearreaiB 
of  causes  in  the  Courts  had  become 
almost  a  national  scandal.  If  one  of 
these  Judges  was  to  form  part  of  the 
tribunal,  he  would  have  to  accompany 
it  to  different  parts  of  the  country,  so 
that  the  cost  would  certainly  not  be 
thereby  decreased.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  Judges  would  be  bettor  able 
to  decide  questions  as  to  undue  prefer- 
ence ;  but  if  some  inflexible  principle  of 
law  were  to  determine  those  questions 
this  tribunal  was  not  required  at  all; 
while  if  they  were  to  be  determined  ac- 
cording to  some  equitable  principle  as 
between  the  railways  and  the  traders, 
then  a  Judge  would  not  be  wanted.  Th» 
noble  Lord  appeared  to  forget  that  under 
the  present  fiill  an  appeal  was  to  be 
given  in  these  oases  for  the  first  time, 
for  hu  own  part,  he  could  not  see  tlut 
in  a  tribunal  sperially  sdected,  with  an 
appeal  to  the  Judges,  as  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  there  would  be  any  element 

LoBS  BBABOTTBNE  said,  that  it  was 
desirable  to  settle  one  thing  at  a  time. 
The  question  immediately  before  their 
Lordships  was  whether  there  should  be 
a  Judge  at  the  head  of  this  CommisriiHi, 
and  if  it  was  derided  in  the  affirmatiTef 
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the  details  could  easily  be  arranged.  He 
(Lord  Braboume)  would  leave  it  to  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Chanodlor  to  settle  how  the  Judge  should 
be  obtained  ;  and  he  could,  at  the  same 
time,  settle  with  his  Colleagues  whether, 
in  aXL  cases  and  in  all  parts  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions,  a  jury  was  eo  infal- 
lible and  superior  a  tribunal  as  he  had 
seemed  to  indicate.  This  Commission 
would  have  to  deal  with  cases  which 
affected  most  important  interests  and 
property  of  very  great  magnitude,  and 
such  property  and  interests  should  not 
be  dedt  with  by  an  inferiOT  tribunal. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Ijord 
Grimthorpe)  did  not  often  onderstate  a 
case ;  bat  in  the  instance  which  he  had 
quoted — thatof  the  Hastingsoase  against 
Uie  South  Eastern  and  Brighton  Com- 
panies— he  had  omitted  one  important 
point.  In  spite  of  the  objection  raised 
by  the  Companies,  the  Commissioners 
had  insisted  upon  taking  the  facts  before 
the  points  of  law  iuTolved.  For  seven 
days  they  were  thus  engaged,  and  the 
parties  were  put  to  an  entirely  useless 
expense ;  because  at  the  end  of  that 
time,  their  decision  having  been  given 
against  the  Companies,  the  latter  pro- 
oeeded  by  way  of  pxt^ibilion,  and  the 
Superior  Courts  of  Law  reversed  the  de- 
cdaon,  and  pronounced  that  the  Com- 
misBionam  liad  acted  uUra  vtrst.  This 
wonld  never  have  hi^p^ened  if  the  Court 
had  been  preaided  over  hy  a  Judge.  It 
was  most  desirable,  in  the  interests  of 
tiie  public  as  well  as  of  the  Bailway 
Companies  and  the  traders,  that  this 
^ould  be  a  strong  tribunal ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
that  it  should  be  preaided  over  by  a 
Judge.  He  said  that  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies desired  that  quite  as  much  on 
behalf  of  the  public  as  on  their  own  be- 
half, and  they  did  so  emphatically  iu 
the  interests  of  cheapness.  For  if  the 
tribunal  was  strong,  it  would  command 
the  confidence  of  the  suitors  and  the 
public,  and  the  number  of  appeals  would 
be  mnch  fewer  than  if  the  ease  were 
otherwise.  He  (Lord  Braboume)  had 
not  gathered  from  the  q>eeohof  his  noble 
Friend  in  cha^  of  the  Bill  that  he  had 
a  very  strong  feeling  against  the  pro- 
posed alteration,  and  he  eamesdy  preesed 
npon  him  its  adoption. 

LoBJ)  HENNTKKB  said,  that  last 
year  the  traders  were  very  much  opposed 
to  the  appcnntment  ot  a  Judge  npon 
this  tribunal,  and  th^  still  nud  tost 


view.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
consider  very  carefully  before  agreeing 
to  the  appointment  of  a  permanent 
Judge.  The  traders  desired  a  tribunal 
that  should  be  easily  available,  and  not 
one  that  would  entaol  great  expense  on 
those  appearing  before  it — a  Court,  too, 
wnioh  would  command  the  confidence  of 
both  the  traders  and  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies. At  the  same  time,  he  bdieved 
the  traders  would  be  glad  to  give  way 
to  some  extent,  and  wotild  be  content  to 
accept  tiie  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  a  Jud^e  should  be  eiUled  in  on 
certain  special  occasions. 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL  said,  that,  in  the 
interests  of  tite  tradors,  no  useful  pur- 
pose would  be  served  by  oallii^  in  a 
Judge  for  special  occasions.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  cost  of  appealing  to  the 
Commission  was  likely  to  be  greater 
because  of  a  Judge  being  permanently 
appointed  topreside. 

The  PBIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
OEETABY  OF  STATE  foe  FOBEIGN 
AFFAIBS  (The  Marquess  of  Sai.i8bubt) 
said,  the  question  appeared  to  be  whe- 
ther the  Court  ought  to  be  dominated 
by  a  legal  official  or  by  expert  laymen  ? 
So  far  as  questions  of  policy  were  con- 
cerned— questions  of  policy  as  apart 
&om  the  pure  interpretation  of  the  law 
— he  apprehended  uiat  a  body  of  expert 
laymen  was  as  reliable  a  tribunal  as  a 
body  of  Judges.  The  only  question  was 
whether  the  intention  ci  the  Bill  was 
purely  to  establish  a  tribunal  to  determine 
questions  of  law,  or  whether  there  was 
something  beyond  ?  If  it  were  only  to  de- 
termine questions  of  law,  why  not  go  to 
the  ordinary  Courts  of  Law  ?  Why  need 
they  have  a  special  tribunal  at  all  ?  In 
the  determination  of  those  questions  some 
element  of  policy  must  be  introduced. 
In  the  inteipretation  of  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
and  discretion  of  the  Commission  there 
was  an  element  of  policy  of  a  grave 
character  in  which  the  balance  had  to 
be  held  fairly  between  the  two  great 
and  important  interests  of  the  trader 
and  the  Bailway  Companies-ra  polity 
which  required  tmowledge  of  a  special 
kind  lhat  Judges,  with  all  thur  omnis- 
cience, did  not  possees  in  a  greater 
degree  than  other  snbjeots  of  Her 
Majesty.  For  those  reasons  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  was  wise  to  provide  that 
the  expert  element  ^ould  ^tdgmjm^ 
in  the  Court.  As  to  the  aqgMWll 
if  they  were  to  bU^^HB|b0M9 
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should  have  one  of  the  best,  Us  only 
anawer  to  that  vas  the  question  of  ex- 
pense, and  who  was  to  pay  it.  He  did 
not  fe^  any  objection  to  a  Judge  as 
sudi;  nor  did.  he  feel  any  olneotion  to 
a  £5,000-lawyer  as  compued  with  a 
f  8,000-lawyer.  It  was  very  possible 
that  the  £0,OOO-Iawyer  might  be  the 
bettor  lawyer  of  title  two,  but  he  cer- 
tainly wotdd  cost  £2,000  moie.^  What 
he  wished  to  impress  upon  their  Lord- 
ships was  that  if  Uiey  had  a  Judee  they 
must  have  the  whole  of  a  Jnd^  ^  as 
there  was  no  portion  of  iha  existing 
judicial  strength  which  could  be  out  off 
and  applied  to  this  purpose.  He  was 
not  certain,  however,  that  the  same  feel- 
ing would  prevail  in  the  other  House. 
At  the  same  time,  if  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  were  inclined  to  appoint  a  special 
Judge,  he  was  not  disposed  to  withstand 
what  appeared  to  be  the  dominant 

desire.   

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said.the  objection 
was  that  a  Judge  of  an  inferior  cha- 
racter was  to  be  appointed  and  was  to 
sit  with  two  laymen,  who  would  hare  an 
equal  Toioe  with  him  botii  <m  questions 
of  law  and  fact. 

Amendment  affrwd  to. 

Amendment  mwa^  in  page  1,  line  19, 
after  the  word  ("  shall^')  insert  (**  be 
a  superior  Oourt  of  record  and.")— (7%« 
Earl  of  Crawford.) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PEESTON  said, 
that  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
make  a  considerable  altwation  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Oomnusnon.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Earl  to 
wiUidraw  his  Amendment  at  present, 
and  it  could  then  be  considered  on 
Beport. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) mtMraan. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  3  (Appointment  and  tenure 
of  office  of  «r  offim  Oommissionars). 

LoKD  GKIMTHOBFE,  in  moving  to 
leave  out  the  words  "s^led  the  Ohief 
Oonunissioner  and  shall  be  of  experience 
intbelaw,"  in  orderto  insert  "abarrister 
who  has  been  in  practice  for  ten  years," 
said,  that  if  two  members  were  lawyers, 
one  of  them  being  a  Judge  and  the 
other  a  lawyer  of  experience,  there  was 
no  objection  to  their  being  assisted  by 
an  expert.  The  question  was  wludier 
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the  Ooort  should  be  mainly  l^al  or 
mainly  non-legal. 

Amendmoit  moved,  in  snb-Bectioa  (2), 
page  1,  lines  25  and  26,  leave  out  from 
("shaU")  to("law,")  and  insert  ("a 
barrister  who  has  had  a  praotioe  for 
ten  years.")— Zord  ffnmthorpo.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Jxbsbt, 
Sub-sectioa  2  omitted. 

Amendment  moved,  in  pa^  2,  lines  10 
and  11,  leave  out  Sub-section  6. — (2X« 

Marl  of  Crawford.) 

LoBD  FITZQEBALD  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  &e  Oom* 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  4  (Appointment  and  attend- 
ance of  ex  officio  Oommissionera). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  33, 
after  ("years,")  add— 

« And  in  case  of  the  inability  of  the  «c  ojla* 
Coinmiaai<mer  to  attend,  the  Lord  Cbaooellor 
or  the  liord  Frerident  of  the  Ootnt  of  Ses* 
sion,  or  the  Tiord  Chaooellor  of  &dand,  u 
the  case  may  be,  may  appoint  another  Jndge 
as  depntv  for  the  one  who  ia  nnable  to  attaaa, 
(OTioohume  as  may  be  neoesiuy."— (TA*  Lori 
Orimthorpe.i 

The  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  (Loid 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  would  accept  tibe 
Amendment,  with  the  alteration  thai 
the  Judge  appointed  should  be  "  in  lieu 
of  "  instead  of  "  aa  deputy  for  "  tb«  oae 
unable  to  attend. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  a§r»od  io. 

LoBO  BBAUWELL  suggeeted  that 
before  Beport  this  clause  should  be 
amended  so  that  a  Judge  mi^ht  not  be 
appointed  a  Oommissioner  without  his 
consent.  That  was  done  by  Lord  Oaima 
at  his  (Lord  Bramwell's}  siwgesAton, 
wiiih  reforenoe  to  the  Ocmit  of  Appeal. 

Olause,  as  amoided,  t^rtoi  to. 

Olause  5  (Oases  nqnirii^  attendance 
of  ox  officio  OommisrionOT)  ffnuft  9^, 

Clause  6  (Sittings  of  Commissioners). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bai- 
B0UB2IE,  the  fbllowing  Amradment 
made : — Li  page  3,  line  11,  after  ("]^e- 
ude")  insert  ("and  his  opinion  npcm 
any  question  of  law  shall  prevaiL") 

CQanse^  m  ameakded,  agreed  to* 
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Clause  7  (Frovisioa  for  complaints  by 
public  authority  in  certain  oases). 

Thb  Eabl  of  CBAWFOBD  begged 
to  more  an  Amendment,  the  object  of 
whU)h  was  to  give  a  hew  afaiufo'  oefore 
the  Oommissioners  to  any  association 
of  traders  or  freighters,  or  Chamber  of 
Commerce  or  Agriculture,  duly  certifi- 
cated by  the  Board  of  Trade  as  being 
associated.  The  Bill  proposed  to  make 
it  necessaiy  that  such  association  should 
receive  a  certificate  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  it  was  a  proper  body  to 
make  complaint,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  being  to  withdraw  the 
option  of  refusal  from  the  Board  of 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  25, 
leave  out  ("may  obtain,")  and  insert 
("  shall  have  obtained.")— ( 7!W  Earl  of 
CrMp/ord.) 

LoBD  STANLEY  07  FBESTON  said, 
he  objected  to  the  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  it  went  a  great  deal  too 
far,  and  might  cause  greet  inconveni- 
ence. 

Amendment  ntgalivtd. 

LoBD  BEAB0I7ENE  said,  that  he 
had  given  Notice  of  Amendments  re- 
quiring that  authorities  complaining  of 
Railway  Companies  should  show  that 
their  cases  were  proper  subjects  of  com- 
plaint, and  that  those  whom  they  re- 
presented had  been  aggrieved  by  the 
action  of  such  Companies.  As,  however, 
he  fonnd  that  there  were  practical  difB.- 
cnltiea  in  the  way  of  these  Amendments, 
and  that  the  strengtihening  of  the  Court 
by  the  enactment  l^at  a  Judge  shonld 
preside  uroold  lessen  the  fear  of  ill  con- 
sequences, he  would  withdraw  those 
Amendments,  and  only  move  to  amend 
the  clause  by  inserting  words  requiring 
associations  of  traders  and  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  of  Agriculture  to  give 
security  for  costs,  bo  that  the  Companies 
might  not  be  exposed  to  wanton  attacks 
from  penniless  suitors. 

Amendment  smwi?,  in  page  3,  line  29, 
after  ("  deternm")  ^Mtrft  out  «U  the 
words  to  the  end  Of  fte  dittttej  ttad  lo- 
aert— 

('*  Provided  alwavi  that  the  OommiarionecA 
ihaU  flnt  be  MttillM  tKkt  tJiah  bithoritr  fau, 
or  diow  whom  U  rapreseatB  h^TSi  bwo 
aggrieved  by  tbe  matter  complajnad  cf,  and 
that  snoh  aDthority  ahall,  previotu  to  thS 
h««Ting<^  thesM^aoB^l^att^^SUb^ida- 
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rity  as  may  be  approved  of  by  the  court  for 
the  costs  of  euch  hearing.  ]  —  (2^  IjoH 

Brahmmt,") 

The  Eahl  of  MTLLTOWN  said,  he 
thought  the  proposal  wos.a  very  strong 
one. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  thought 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  obtain 
costs  from  these  associations. 

Lord  HALSBUBY  pointed  out  that 
the  individual  members  of  such  associa- 
tions midit  be  made  personally  liable. 

Lobd  BBAMWELL  said,  be  was  de. 
sirous  that  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  the  individual  members  fA 
such  associations  were  to  he  personally 
liable,  in  which  case  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  requiring  security  for  costs. 

LoBD  BKABOUBNE  expressed  him- 
self satisfied  with  the  understanding 
that  the  Government  would  introduce 
words  carrying  out  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

On  the  Kotion  of  Lord  Stinlbt  of 
Fbestok,  Amendment  made,  in  page  8, 
line  30,  at  end  of  clause,  by  inserting— 
("  And  any  of  SQoh  authorities  may  appear 
in  oppoaiiion  to  any  complaint  which  the  com- 
mianonere  have  jurisdiction  to  determine  in 
any  oaas  where  such  authority,  or  the  persons 
represented  by  them,  may  be  aggrieved  by  any 
determination  of  the  CommismonerB  upon  snon 
complaint.") 

LoBD  BBABOUBNE  said,  he  had  a 
similar  Amendment  on  the  Paper;  but 
he  would  accept  that  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  in  lieu  thereof. 
Clause,  as  amended,  ^ro^  U. 

JuriMdietioH. 

Clauses  8  and  9  agreed  to. 
Clause  10  (Jurisdiction  over  tolls  and 
rates). 
Amendment  moved^ 

In  line  17,  it  end  of  clause,  add— In  addi- 
tion to  the  difference  mentioned  in  section 
ei^ht  of  the  Railway  Act,  1873,  any  difference 
ansing  betwe«i  an  individual,  company,  or 
corporation,  and  a  r^lwiqr  company,  under 
any  agreement  in  writing  between  radi  indivi- 
dual, company,  or  corporation,  shall  bo  one  of 
the  mattara  of  dif!V-roiicQ  which  Bhall,  on  the 
■jiplLrJiLii:)d  of  eithi  r  party,  bo  settled  by  the 

"Sh:i  ni-m  iiino  of  tlii.'  Kfiguktioii  of  Railtvayi 
Act,  1^7^,  shall  be  nuMi  so  that  tho  Comiaia- 
siasers  slmll  hear  and  deteiminQ  tlio  differeooe 
thwitfa  t«fmi<>i  to  m  the  appUcAtian  of  eiUur 
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Lord  STANLEY  or  PBE8T0N  op- 
posed the  Amendment. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  also  objected, 
on  the  ground  that  the  tribunals  selected 
by  the  parties  to  an  agreement  was 
often  of  the  essence  of  the  agreement, 
and  it  would  be  a  strong  and  nnjust 
measure  to  alter  that  tribunal,  in  the 
interest  of  one  par^  to  the  agreement, 
by  a  daase  in  this  Aet. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ammded,  and  agreed  to. 

a?HE  Eabl  of  JERSEY  moved  to  in- 
sert, after  Glaase  10,  the  following  new 
clause : — 

'*  A  rtdlway  oompany  sball,  at  the  request  of 
any  person  delivering  or  desiring  to  deuver  to 
them  goods  for  transmiBsion,  farniBh  a  through 
rate,  and  shall,  for  that  parpose,  take  such 
action  as  may  bs  nsMsniT  uaaar  leotion  two  of 
the  BiJlway  and  Canal  TxtMo  Act,  1854,  and 
section  eleven  of  the  Begnlation  <^  Bailways 
Act,  1873,  and  such  person  shall  he  entitled  to 
Im  heard  before  and  to  obtain  the  deoinon  of 
the  Commissionera  in  relation  to  saoh  throagh 
rate.  The  rate  to  be  chained  for  the  carriage 
of  merdhandise  traffic  shaUbe  calculated  by  the 
shortest  route  for  saeh  traffic  between  the  point 
of  departure  and  tiie  point  of  deetinatioa." 

He  would  observe  tiiat  he  had  pro- 
posed the  additioa  for  the  eonTenienoe 
of  traders. 

LosD  BBABOTTRNE  said,  that  there 
was  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  through 
rates  at  present  where  there  was  suffi< 
oiemt  tru^  to  justify  the  demand. 
Tliere  was  no  pnbuo  need  of  this  cdause, 
uid  a  rimilar  one,  after  f  lill  disooasion, 
in  1873  had  been  zefused. 

LoED  STANLEY  op  PRESTON  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  introduction  of  tbe 
new  danse  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
unnecessary. 

New  Clause  negaiwed. 

Clause  11  agreed  to^  with  Ammdments. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  4,  line  26,  at  end  of  clause,  insert  new 
daose— "IlA.  All  questions  ariiiiig  under  sec- 
tion seventy^nz  of  tbe  Railways  Clausal  Oon- 
BolidatioQ  Act,  1845,  shall  be  wittiin  the  juzis- 
dioUon  of  the  CommisBioners,  who  shall  have 
power,  notwithstaoiling  the  restrictions  and  con- 
oitiooa  in  such  section,  to  ni^e  such  order  as 
they  may  think  reasonable  for  enabling  the 
junctions  of  tbe  bmnoh  railways  in  such  section 
referred  to  to  be  made  with  any  railway  at  such 
point  or  points  as  the  Oommisrioners  may  de- 
termine, and  no  agreement  already  made  or  to 
be  made  with  any  railway  oompany  shall  pre* 
vent  the  use  of  any  ezistmg  or  fatnre 
branch  railway  by  any  person  or  persons  for 
any  traffic  which  tbe  ownen  of  each  bnmoh 


railway  may  authorise,  and  every  facility  shall 
be  given  for  the  passing  of  such  traffic  on,  to, 
and  from  the  line  of  railway  with  which  anch 
branch  railway  commnnicates  or  shall  hereafter 
oommonicate,  and  the  before-mentioned  section 
seventy-«x  and  this  Act  shall  apply  to  the 
making  of  branch  canals  to  communicate  with 
any  existing  or  fatore  canal :  Provided  thai  no 
future  bnuuih  railway  shall  run  parallel  with 
the  railway  so  as  to  compete  for  traffic  with  tbe 
railway."— (7%*  Eartof  Oravford.) 

LoED  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
he  was  unable  to  assent  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  clause,  because  the  subject 
to  which  it  related  did  not  come  within 
the  proper  scope  of  the  Bill. 

The  Eaul  of  CRAWFORD  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Braboume),  as  representing  die  Railway 
Companies. 

LoBD  BRABOUBNE  stated  that,  in 
his  view,  the  proptned  dauae  would  be 
an  unwise  and  ninust  interforoioe  with 
the  engineering  ol  nulways,  and  would 
have  a  tendoii^  to  restrict  ^e  giving  of 
sidings  and  oner  ffualitieB  by  Cwm- 
paniea.  Extraordinary  demands  were 
made  nowadays,  and  he  had  recently 
received  a  circular  from  a  gentleman 
who  proposed  that  Railway  Companies 
should  provide  sidings  at  every  station 
for  the  reception  of  perishable  produce, 
to  be  sent  off  to  market  by  the  next 
available  train.  On  the  ground  of 
safety,  however,  as  well  as  for  other 
reasons,  the  dause  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  open  to  grave  objection. 

New  Clause  (by  leave  of  the  Omu- 

mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause  12  (Power  to  award  damages). 

LoBD  BRABOURNE,  who  had  an 
Ammdmeut  to  substitute  for  ("for  sxich 
damages  as  they  may  think  fit")  the 
words  ^"  any  damagai  to  whidi  he  may 
be  entitled  by  law,")  said,  he  wonid 
withdmw  it  on  the  understanding  that 
it  should  be  oonridered  on  the  Report. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Ccnn- 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Amendment  mosa^ 

In  page  4,  line  32,  at  the'end  of  danss, 
insert  (*'  Provided  that  such  damages  shall  not 
be  awarded  in  respect  of  any  matter  arising 
more  than  one  year  before  the  complaint  was 

made.")—  [The  Lord  Stanley  of  ^ttton.) 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
it  was  not  clear  that  the  word  "damage" 
included  "  ovraoha^." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

COanse,  as  araendedf  a^aed  to. 
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Clause  13  (Oiders  on  two  or  more 
Oompanies). 

LoBD  QBIUTHORFE  aaid,  he  tose 
to  move  to  add»  at  the  end  of  the 
dlattse — 

"  But  DO  company  sball  be  required  to  eze- 
cato  aaj  woA  which  the  CommisuonerB  do 
not  find  and  declare  that  th«jr  ought  to  have 
done  oat  of  thtir  ordinary  worhmg*  expenses 
without  raimng  any  fmh  oapitaL" 

So  far  as  he  could  make  out  there  was 
no  limit  whatever  on  the  powers  of  the 
GommiBsioners.  The;  might  order  the 
Companies  to  make  a  new  station,  and 
there  was  to  be  no  appeal  &om  their 
decision.  Kothingcould  be  more  serious 
than  such  a  possibility.  How  were  the 
Oompanies  to  raise  the  necessary  capital 
if  th^  had  not  enough  to  cany  out  the 
works  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  ? 
Some  restriction  ought  to  be  put  upon 
the  unreasonable  exercise  of  those 
powofl. 

Amendment  movtd, 

In  page  6,  line  2,  add  ("but  no  companv 
shall  06  nqnired  to  exeonte  any  work  wnicu 
the  CommisnoDen  do  not  find  and  declare  that 
they  ought  to  have  done  out  of  thdr  ndiiuuy 
working  expenses  without  nuang  any  frem 
oapiiaL^')— (T***  GHmthorpe.) 

Loan  STANLEY  op  PRESTON  siud, 
that  with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  noble  Friend,  he  thought  some  limit- 
ing words  would  be  required  in  some 
part  of  the  section.  Undoubtedly,  as 
the  words  now  stood,  they  were  without 
limitation,  and  required  some  amend- 
ment. If  the  noble  Lord  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment  and  give  him  the 
benefit  of  bis  advice  with  regard  to  the 
matter,  be  would  more  an  £nendment 

Amendment  Qxj  leare  of  the  Com- 
mittee) wWtirawn. 
Clause  ii^9td  to. 

CSanse  14  (Joriadiotion  as  to  rating 
appeals). 

LoBD  BEABOUBNE  said,  he  wished 
to  amend  the  clause  by  providing  that 
rating  appeals,  to  which  any  Railway 
Company  was  a  party,  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Commissioners,  either  on 
the  motion  of  the  Court  of  Quarter 
or  Assessment  Sessions  itself,  or  upon 
the  application  of  either  party.  As  the 
olanse  stood,  a  Court  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions or  Assessment  Sessions  could  only 
transfer  rating  appeals  to  the  Oommis- 
aioiL  with  the  oooBent  of  botii  parties. 


Amendment  moved, 

In  page  5,  line  5,  leave  out  ("  with  the  con> 
sent  of  both  parties,"]  and  insert  ("eitiier  of 
its  own  motion  or  upon  the  application  of  any 
party.")— (TAf  Ijord  /iraboartu.) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
he  would  accept  the  Amendment  noW| 
subject  to  its  being  fireely  considered  in 
"another  place." 

Amendment  ir^TM? /o. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bka- 
BovBm,  Clause  16  omitted. 

Clause  17  ^Appeals  on  certain  ques- 
tions to  snpenor  court  of  appeal). 

Lord  GBIUTHOBPE  begged  to 
move  an  Amendment  ^rmitting  an 
appeal  from  the  Comnussioners  to  a 
Superior  Court  of  Appeal  on  questions 
of  fact.  He  contended  that,  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  many  of  the  cases 
wMch  would  come  before  the  Commis- 
noDors,  and  the  fact  that  the  majority 
of  the  Commissioners  was  not  likely  to 
be  composed  of  lawyers,  it  was  of  ex- 
treme importance  that  appeals  on  ques- 
tions of  fact  should  be  allowed. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  6,  Unea  1 
and  2,  leave  out  ("upon  a  question  of 

ia.c^r)— {The  Lord  Orimthorpe.) 

LoKD  BRAKWELL  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment.  In  his  opinion 
it  was  most  unreasonable  not  to  allow 
appeals  on  questions  of  fact.  Confess- 
edly, this  tribunal  would  be  an  inferior 
one  to  the  Superior  Courts,  and  he 
could  oonceire  no  possible  ground  on 
wtdoh  appeal  on  questions  of  fact,  which 
existed  and  always  had  in  the  Superior 
Courts,  shouldbedenied  in  the  admittedly 
inferior  tribunal.  ICoreover,  until  an  ap- 
peal was  heard,  it  was  impossible  to  say 
whether  it  was  upon  a  matter  of  fact  or 
law ;  but,  as  the  Bill  stood,  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  after  hearing  a  case  and 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Com- 
missioners made  a  mistake  of  fact,  would 
yet  be  powerless  to  interfere. 

Thk  MAaQtmss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  object  of  not  permitting  appeals 
on  questions  of  fact  was  to  reduce  the 
expenses  of  litigation  as  far  as  possible. 
He  feared  that  if  these  appMis  were 
aUowed,  the  Railway 
tiie  longest  purse, ' 
of  litigation  witb J 
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people  would  be  afraid  of  seekiog  justice 
against  them.  The  limitation  of  appeals 
to  questions  of  law  waa  not  unknown 
in  our  legislation. 

LoBD  BBA.BOTJBN£  said,  that  it  was 
a  dangerous  doctrine  that  rich  men 
should  have  a  less  effeotnal  remedy  than 
poor  ones.  Questions  of  law  and  fact 
were  so  mixed  in  these  eases  that  unless 
an  appeal  was  allowed  on  the  fisots  jnstioe 
oould  not  be  done.  The  present  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Biohard  Webster)  had 
expressed  a  strong  opinion,  before  the 
t!omnuttee  of  1883,  that  "  an  appeal, 
both  in  law  and  fact,  ftvm  the  Oommis- 
sioners  should  be  as  of  right."  With  re- 
gatd  to  the  long  purse  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  it  snould  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  expenses  to  which  they  were 
put  by  these  proceedings  really  fell  upon 
their  sbarebolders,  many  of  whom  were 
csmparattvely  poor  men,  in  the  shape  of 
diminution  of  dividends.  He  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  be  adopted. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  <^ 
«»V«i{ Oontents  20 ;  Not-Oontents  18 : 
Uajority  2. 

-   Amendment  diaagrted  to. 
Amendment  movsdf 

In  page  6,  line  lEL  to  leave  oat  ("hdIbh 
speoiu  leare  be  given  by  snoh  Ooort  to  appeal 
to  the  Hcnue  of  Urdi.'')— (2'A<£on(  JTmhUw-.) 

LoBD  HERSOHELL  said,  he  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  be  un- 
duly afraid  of  giving  Railways  a  power 
of  appealing  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
During  tho  last  five  years,  although  the 
Railway  Oompanies  had  had  the  ri^ht 
to  appeal  in  hundreds  of  cases  in  which 
they  were  concerned,  they  had  only  exer- 
cised that  right  in  12  instances,  and 
the  appeals  against  decisions  in  their 
favour  bad  been  9.  Where  the  parties 
had  been  left  perfectly  free,  there- 
fore, appeals  had  been  very  rare 
and  infrequent.  Leave  to  appeal  would 
not  be  given  in  frivolous  oases ;  it  would 
onl^  be  granted  when  there  was  a  really 
■enoos  and  important  question  of  law 
to  decide.  If  they  rigidly  shut  the  door 
to  such  appeals,  they  would  have  this 
difficulty— tbat  when  some  important 
question  bad  been  decided,  perhaps  ad- 
versely to  the  traders,  it  would  not  be 
seen  till  afterwards,  neither  by  those 
interested,  nor  eren  by  the  Oonrt  itself, 
how  grave  were  the  results  of  the  deci- 
sion uiat  had  been  oome  to ;  and,  in  the 
absence  of  ^»peal,  there  would  be  no 

Th»  Marqnm  e/  SaHtbury 


power  of  alteration  or  modification.  The 
refusal  of  the  power  of  appeal  would 
tend  to  create  a  condition  ox  uncertainty 
which  would  become  a  fruitful  source  « 
litigation. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
he  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  Amend- 
ment 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Ooa- 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  18  and  19,  separately,  syrMrf 

to. 

danse  SO  ptHjmui. 

Clause  21  (Appointanent  of  oiBoet^ 
clerks,  &o.) 

Amendment  moved, 

In  paM  7,  line  16,  aft«r  ("appointi  *')  add 
"  One  of  Buch  offican,  wbo  ia  to  be  deatgoaM 
for  t^at  doty  by  the  Chief  OommiewottT,  iktU 
be  an  M  ^icio  member  of  the  committee  lor  tb* 
time  being  actdog  under  the  fiailwav  Cleatiag 
Act,  1850,  and  ihall  bsTe  aooeH  to  all  the 
mintitei  of  ita  prooeedtngs,aiiddiaUb«  nppfiid 
with  copiee  of  all  iti  bye-laws,  resolatia>u>,  wM 
regulations,  and  ahall,  aubject  to  the  wprond 
of  the  Commisiioaera,  give  direotioBa  for  tba 
paUicstitm  of  inoh  bra-lawa,  resolntiom.  aad 
regiUationa  aa  he  shaU  jndge  to  ba  o<  paUic 
intetMt"— (Z^  ^Cnatfwi.) 

Lobs  BBABOTTBNE  said,  he  ataraagljr 
ob  j  eoted  to  die  Amendment,  and  thought 
his  noble  Friend  oould  hardly  be  eerioas 
in  proposing  it.  There  waa  certainly  aa 
Act  of  Faniament  which  enabled  the 
secretary  of  the  Railway  Clearing  Homs 
to  sue  and  be  sued ;  but  the  assooiatM 
itself  was  of  a  voluntary  oharactar  to 
facilitate  the  internal  working  of  the 
Companies,  and  apportion  the  ree«^ 
of  through  traffic  between  the  Companies 
iuterestM^.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relations  between  the  Oooipaiuas 
and  the  public ;  and  if  his  noble  Friend 
was  right  in  principle,  he  did  not  go 
nearly  far  enough,  but  should,  to  bt 
consistent,  propose  that  an  offioer  ci  the 
Court  should  be  an  at  e0cU  mesabcr  ef 
every  Railway  Board.  The  daue  vaa 
a  monstrous  <me,  and  his  noble  Fiiwd 
must  have  been  imposed  upon  by  som 
dever  outsider,  since  he  never  would  have 
proposed  such  a  clause  as  his  own  idea. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oob- 
mittee)  wiihdrmwn. 

Clause  agr§ti  tt, 

Olaoeee  83  and  23,  avnnSfy,  ^md 

to. 
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HotiBO  returned  (the  Duke  of  Buoking- 
ham  and  Ghandos  sitting  Speaker). 

Hoase  to  be  again  in  Oommittee  on 
J?y*dajf  next. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869,  AKD 
AMENDING  A0XS-8CHEMES  OF  THE 
OHABITY  COBIUISSIONEBS. 

UOnOR  FOB  AV  ADDSXSa, 

Moved,  "That  an  hambte  Address  be  pre- 
Bented  to  Her  Majesty  pnying  that  Her  Majesty 
will  withhold  her  assent  Itom  the  schemes  of  the 
Charity  Comoussionera  relating  to  (1)  the 
Fotmdatiou  for  a  school  and  almahouseB,  and  for 
other  pnrpoaes,  in  the  parish  of  West  Laving- 
ton,  otherwise  Bishop  Lavington,  in  the  comity 
of  Wilts,  founded  andor  the  will  of  Alderman 
William  Dauntaey,  dated  10th  March  1542,  and 
since  further  endowed  ;  and  (2)  for  dealing  with 
the  Endowment  of  the  Wilts  County  School,  in 
the  county  of  WiUa.— Lord  8tmU$g  of 

U otion  i^Md  to. 

Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

UoDM  adioumed  at  Eight  o'clock, 
to  Thorsday  nert,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
TktaSajft  29M  Jfareht  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  PaiTATB  Bills  (8y  Order)  — 
Second  Beading — Manchester  Corporation  * ; 
Regent'  Canal  City,  and  Docks  Railway, 

Public  Bols—Zaw— Criminal  Iaw  Amend- 
ment (Ireland]  [SeeonJ  Wifht%  debatt  furtlur 
ae^oimud. 

Ordered  —  Ftret  Reading  —  Himldpal  Franchise 

(Bel&st)  [211]. 

PBITATE  BtTSmSSa. 


BEOENT'S  CANAL,  CITY,  AKD  DOCKS 
KAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order). 

Order  for  Second  Seading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."~(i&.  Boddi.) 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.) :  I 
am  one  of  three  hon.  Members  who  have 
put  a  Notice  down  on  the  Paper  in  oppo- 
eition  to  tibe  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
I  ther^ore  trust  that  I  may  be  allowed 

YOXfc  CXfOXn.  [tbzkd  bkbikb.] 
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to  explain  the  reasons  which  prompted 
me  to  take  that  step.  Several  of  the 
London  Vestrie?,  and  among  them  the 
Vestry,  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Pancrap, 
have  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  not 
because  they  object  to  the  construction 
of  this  railway,  but  because  they  did 
not  believe  that  it  was  a  genuine  enter- 
prise or  that  the  promoters  intended  to 
carry  it  out  within  a  reasonable  time. 
They  say  in  their  Petition — 

"  That  great  inoonTenienoe  and  loss  has  been 
caosed  hy  the  Company  delaying  so  long  the 
commencement  of  the  work,  and  that  in  these 
circumstances  their  application  for  an  extension 
of  time  should  not  be  complied  with,  unless  they 
can  show  that  they  have  a  reasonable  pro8^,t 
of  commenoing  the  works  witlua  the  ensuing 
12  months." 

The  House  will  be  aware  that  the  line  was 
originally  authorized  to  be  constructed 
on  the  recommendation  of  a  Hybrid 
Oommittee  in  1882.  Por  the  construction 
of  the  railway  a  certain  sum  of  money 
was  raised,  and  the  purchase  of  the 
Regent's  Canal  which  is  now  worked  by 
the  Oompany  was  virtually  completed  ; 
yet,  down  to  1885,  nothing  further  was 
done  to  carry  out  the  work  for  which 
the  permission  and  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  obtained.  In  that  year 
an  application  was  made  to  have  the 
Standing  Orders  set  aside  in  order  that 
Uie  Company  might  pay  interest  out  of 
capital.  On  that  Motion  a  debate  took 
place  intfaisHouse.  The  opposition  to  the 
Motion  woB  led  by  the  hon.  Baronet  tiie 
Member  for  the  Barnard  Castle  Division 
of  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) ;  but  the 
second  reading  was  carried  after  a  speech 
from  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  who  was  then  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  urging  the 
House  to  pass  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
was  another  consideration  which  at  that 
moment  was  not  altogether  unworthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  House.  If  per- 
mission were  j^ven  to  this  Company  to 
raise  oapitid  and  the  capital  were  raised 
ae  was  proposed,  a  very  large  amount  of 
em^yment  would  be  given  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  London  at  which  they  were 
sorely  in  need.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man concluded  by  stating  that  he  thought 
the  House  would  do  wisely  to  pass  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  the  proposal  of  which  was 
undoubtedly  a  hmd  fii»  one.  The  pro- 
moters urge  exactly  the  same  reasons 
now.   Tliey  ^ay  that  if  the  Bill  is  passed 
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If  that  be  so,  and  I  believe  they 
mean  to  oommence  the  undertaking, 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  vitbdraw  my 
opposition  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbuiy,  E.) : 
I  thought  it  necessary,  last  veek,  on 
behalf  of  my  conatituents,  to  put  down  a 
Motion  for  the  rejeotion  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  whtcb  I  now  wish 
to  withdraw,  for  very  similar  reasona 
to  those  which  have  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lawson).  There 
has  been  a  considerable  amount  of 
anxiety  in  the  neighbourhood  through 
which  this  railway  u  to  be  construoted, 
to  secure  the  oommenoement  of  the 
works.  It  is  now  some  five  years 
since  the  original  Act  was  passed ;  and 
the  House  will  fully  understand  the 
great  disappointment  which  has  been 
felt,  espetnally  since  1885,  by  those  who 
looked  forwfwi  to  a  large  amount  of 
employment  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
atruction  of  the  railway.  I  have,  how- 
ever, been  privately  informed  by  the 
promoters  that  there  is  now  every  reason 
to  believe  that  they  will  be  able  speedily 
to  go  on  with  the  work,  and,  therefore, 
I  beg  to  withdraw  my  opposition  to  the 
present  stage  of  the  Bill.  I  shall,  how- 
ever, be  prepared  to  renew  it  if  I  find  at 
the  next  stage  that  matters  ore  not  in  a 
satisfactory  state. 

Mr.  FIOTON  (lAicester) :  I  also  beg 
to  withdraw  the  Notice  of  (qtpoaition 
which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper, 
partly  on  the  same  grounds  as  those 
which  have  been  advanced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  St.  Fanoras  (Mr. 
Lawson)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Finsbur}  (Mr.  J.  Bowland)  ;  but  partly 
on  another  consideration,  and  one  which 
I  think  also  requires  attention.  This 
intended  line  will  pass  through  the 
North  Western  portion  of  Kegent's 
Park,  and  will  practically  divide  it  into 
two.  It  is  feared  that  the  construction 
of  the  line  may  inflict  a  great  deal  of 
damage  upon  this  neighbourhood,  and 
unless  great  care  is  taken  in  carrying 
out  the  works,  permanent  injury  may 
be  done  to  one  of  the  principal  reaorta  of 
the  Metropolis,  whioh  in  the  spring  and 
summer  months  is  the  delight  of  many 
thousands  of  the  Ijondon  people.  The 
walk  along  the  side  of  the  canal  extends 
for  about  half-a-mile  in  that  part,  and  is 
really  very  attractive.  In  the  summer 
time  you  wiU  see  crowds  of  children  and 


there  will  be  a  further  exteasion  of  time 
for  three  years  for  the  construction  of 
the  line,  and  that — 

"  The  amount  of  money  to  be  paid  for  wages 
and  the  purchase  of  mattrialB  cannot  fail  to 
benefit  trade  most  materially." 

To  that  proposition  I  am  peifectly 
agreed ;  but  what  induced  me  to  sot  down 
on  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  opposition  to 
the  Bill  was,  that  during  the  whole  of 
this  time  the  neighbourhood  affected  by 
the  proposed  railway  has  been  kept  in  a 
state  of  suspense,  and  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  property  have  been  most 
prejudicially  affected.  I  could  give  many 
iDstances  of  this,  but  I  will  content  my* 
self  with  one— the  example  of  Christ's 
Church  in  Maida  Vale.  I  believe  that 
that  Church  stood  in  need  of  repair,  but 
the  congregation  have  been  unable  to 
place  it  in  a  proper  condition  owing  to 
the  uncertainty  which  existed  in  regard 
to  tho  progress  of  this  Bill ;  for  the 
Church,  being  in  the  prescribed  area 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  would  have 
to  be  under-pinned.  This  is  only  one  of 
the  cases  of  inconvenience  and  injury 
whioh  theBill  baaocoasionedowing  to  the 
promoters  not  having  taken  steps  to  ac- 
quire possesaionoftheproperty  scheduled 
in  fhe  Bill.  As  a  necessary  consequence, 
a  oonnderable  amount  of  jooperty  has 
suffered  most  severely.  Assnranoes, 
however,  have  been  given  to  me  and  to 
other  hon.  Members  that  if  this  Bill  is 
passed  there  will  be  a  genuine  attempt 
to  commence  the  work  within  the  next 
12  months,  and  that  the  capital  will  very 
shortly  be  raised. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went;— and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  r^rUd  the  Royal 
Aautit  to  several  Bills. 

KEGENT'S  CANAL,  CITY,  AND  DOCKS 
EAILWAY  BILL. 

Mb.  lawson  resumed.  There  oan 
be  no  doubt  that  the  works  proposed  to 
be  constructed  under  this  BiU  will  be  of 

Sreat  convenience  and  utility  to  the  in- 
abitanta  of  the  Metropolis  generally; 
and  I  think  the  promoters  have  made 
a  weighty  statemmt  when  they  assure 
the  House  that  the  capital  has  already 
been  almost  subseribed,  and  that  they 
propose  to  eommenra  the  works  at  once, 
and  certainly  within  the  present  year. 

Mr*  ZmuM 
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grown-up  people  disporting  themselves 
there  for  a  holiday.  This  railway,  it  is 
feared,  may  destroy  the  amenities  of 
this  part  of  the  Begent's  Park  altogether. 
I  believe  that  this  objection  was  taken 
when  the  Bill  was  originally  brought 
forward,  but  after  this  neighbourhood, 
as  well  as  others  in  the  Ue^polis,  has 
been  kept  in  a  state  of  Buspenae  and  un- 
certainty, and  has  suffered  so  much 
damage  dtiring  the  last  fire  years,  I 
think  they  have  a  right  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee who  will  deal  with  the  Bill  to 
take  suoh  additional  precautions  as  may 
be  necessary  to  provide  that  these  parts 
of  the  Begent's  Park  shall  be  secured 
for  the  enjoyment  of  the  people.  I  do 
not  wish  to  press  my  opposition  to  the 
Bill  at  the  present  moment,  but  I  reserve 
to  myself  the  right  of  doin|f  so  in  case 
the  duties  which,  in  my  opinion,  lie  on 
promoters  of  the  measure  are  not  pro- 
perly fulfilled. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) : 
I  think  it  is  satisfactory  to  find  Uiat  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  hare  practically 
withdrawn  their  opposition.  Trade  in 
this  locality  has  been  considerably  de- 
pressed, and  it  will  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  the  working  classes  that  the  line 
should  be  constructed.  Owing  to  the 
depression  of  trade,  the  Company  have 
not  hitherto  been  able  to  raise  the 
capital  which  they  were  authorized  to 
raise.  But  I  am  now  informed  that  if 
this  House  will  give  them  an  extension 
of  time,  they  will  be  able  to  raise  the 
necessary  capital ;  and  the  construction 
of  the  line  will  no  doubt  afford  a  very 
useful  means  of  communication  between 
this  district  and  the  Great  Western 
system,  the  London  and  North  Western 
OTstem,  the  Great  Northern  at  King's 
Ot>ss,  and  the  Midland  at  St.  Fanoras. 
By  means  of  this  line,  communication 
will  be  opened  between  all  those  im- 

ejrtant  railway  systems  and  the  London 
ocks,   and   there  will  consequently 
be    a   considerable   decrease   in  the 
cost  of  bringing  coals  from  the  Mid- 
land Counties  to  the  Loudon  Docks, 
The  line  will  also  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  working  classes,  seeing 
that  they  will  also  be  able  to  be  con- 
veyed for  a  distance  of  12  miles  at  ^d. 
a  mile.    It  will  a.ho  gi^e  a  Ini^c 
amount  of  employment  to  the  uoimil-  I  i 
ployed,  because  I  understand  th^^^^H 
promoters  propose  to  spend  soimK^^^^ 
Lke  £3,000,000.  W^a  the  BH  _ 


before  the  Committee,  and  if  it  is  found 
that  the  promoters  are  in  a  position  to 
raise  the  capital,  I  am  t<^d  that  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  will  result  in  an  ex- 
penditure of  £10,000  a-week  among  the 
working  classes  of  the  Metropolis.  I 
am,  therefore,  glad  to  BOO  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  withdrawn  their  oppo- 
sition  to  the  Bill,  and  I  venture  to  hope 
that  it  will  be  sent  up  to  a  Select  Com< 
mittee,  by  whom,  no  doubt,  it  will  bo 
carefully  considered  and  sent  back  to 
this  House. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  desire  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  when 
the  Bill  was  brought  in,  there  were  cir- 
cumstances conneoted  with  it  which  in- 
duced me  to  oppose  it.  The  proposition 
which  I  most  strongly  objected  to  was 
one  for  the  payment  of  interest  out  of 
capital.  I  maintain  that  that  was  a  pro- 
vision which  ought  not  to  receive  the 
sanction  of  this  House.  The  proposal 
was  defended  by  the  z^ht  hon.  member 
forWest  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain), who  was  then  President  of  the 
Boaxd  of  Trade,  on  the  very  plea  which 
has  been  put  forward  now — namely, 
that  the  construction  of  these  works 
would  provide  a  large  amount  of  em- 
ployment for  the  poor  of  the  Metro- 
polis. Since  then,  no  doubt,  years  of 
depression  have  passed  over  our  heads ; 
but  the  employment  anticipated  has  not 
been  provided,  and  the  principle  of  pay- 
ing interest  out  of  capital  has  been 
found  to  be  inoperative.  I  venture  to 
say  that  as  long  as  fraudulent  principles 
of  this  kind  are  sanctioned  in  a  Private 
Bill,  the  pubKo  will  continue  to  treat 
them  with  the  discredit  they  deserve.  I 
do  not  desire  to  oppose  the  further'  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill ;  out  if  capital  is  to  be 
used  in  this  oountiy  in  the  employment 
of  the  poor,  it  must  be  spent  in  those 
things  which  are  productive  and  not 
dead,  and  when  the  capital  reproducing 
again  finds  employment  for  other  people. 
Many  of  the  speculations  sanctioned 
by  this  House  have,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  interfered  with  the  interests  of 
those  who  have  to  send  traffic  over  the 
railways.  No  doubt  this  House  has  the 
right  to  grant  monopolies ;  but  it  should 
tnlcf?  care  Chat  titise  monopoliea,  when 
FHrefuUy  anfl  proptrly 
in  to  apoDd  d^jublo 
whi^^h  ia  req^uired 
ar  objeo^  it  in 
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plain  that  the  principle  is  one  whioh 
mast  in  the  end  be  detrimental  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  trading  community. 
I  will  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
with  further  observations  upon  this 
Bill ;  but  as  lon^  as  these  clauses  remain 
in  it  for  paying  interest  out  of  capital,  I 
belieTe  the  shares  will  not  be  taKen  up 
by  the  public. 

Mb.  THOMAS  (QlanuA'gaii,  E.):  I 
am  Teiy  glad  that  the  hon.  Members 
have  withdratm  their  oppositioa  to  this 
Bill  at  this  stage.  I  support  the  Bill  for 
this  reason :  Hon.  Members  Till  notice 
that  the  (Jreat  Western  is  the  great  coal- 
carrying  railway  to  and  from  South 
Wales.  The  G^at  Western  Company 
carry  coals  from  places  in  South 
Wales  for  something  like  6«.  3i. 
per  ton ;  but  in  order  to  take  them 
from  Faddington  down  to  the  London 
Docks,  tbey  are  charged  at  such  a  rate 
as  practically  prevents  them  from  using 
the  Great  Western  Railway  for  the 
carriage  of  coals.  Therefore  it  is  that 
I  am  so  much  interested  in  this  Bill,  and 
tiiat  I  am  glad  diat  the  apportion  is 
wi^drawn.  The  oharee  of  2«.  6i.  per 
ton  now  imposed  will,  I  believe,  be  re- 
duced to  1«.  \d,  if  this  Bill  is  allowed  to 
proceed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commitUd. 

BELFAST  MAIN  PEAINAQE  BILL. 
CONSIDERATION  07  L0BD8  AHBNinCBHTS. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords 
Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords  Amendmenta  be  now 
considered."— (ilfr.  Doddt.) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
until  Thursday  next. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till 
Thursday  next.'*— (iff.  StxtoA.) 

Sib  JAMES  OOKBY (Armagh,  Mid): 
On  behalf  of  the  promoters  of  the  BiU, 
I  am  willing  to  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment proposed  by  tbe  hon.  Member 
opposite,  because  I  believe  tbe  House  is 
anxious  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  MidLothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  should  have  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  the  House  on  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Sir  Joseph  Pjote 


and  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  that  oppor- 
tunity by  a  Private  BiU  diecnesion. 

Motion  agreed  io. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thureday, 

Q  JTMSTI0N8. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES— DEPBEDA- 
TI0K8  BY  FOREIGN  ON  ENQUSH 
FI8H£RMEN'-THE  REPORT  OF  THK 
COMMITTEE. 

Sib  SAVILE  CROSSLET  (Saffcdk, 
Lowestoft)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  What  is  the  reason  of 
the  great  delay  in  presenting  the  BepoH 
of  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  depredations  by  Foreign  on 
English  fishermen  in  the  North  Sea. 
and  when  tbe  Beport  will  be  placed 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  SEOBETABT  (Baron  Hsnbt 
De  Wobhs)  fliverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Beport  in  quwtion  was  laid,  cm  the 
Table  of  the  House  last  Thursday. 

SCOTTISH     UNIVERSITIES  —  ENDOW- 
MENTS-LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  BBTOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  aaked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  WheUier  he  can 
g^ve  any  indication  of  the  tune  when  he 
expects  to  be  able  to  introduce  the  Bill 
for  the  better  endowment  and  reform  of 
the  Scottish  Universities,  which  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  have  promised  ? 

Tna  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
MacdonaI/D)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities) :  This  Bill  would 
probably  have  been  introduced  by  this 
time,  as  it  was  in  active  preparation 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  left  the 
Office  of  Secretary  for  Scotland.  That 
change  necessarily  caused  some  delay ; 
but  it  is  hoped  that  it  may  be  introduced 
shortly. 

ROYAL  COLLEGE  OF  TETBfilNABY 
SURGEONS-FEES  FOR  ADMISSION. 
Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  by 
the  Charter  of  the  Boyal  College 
Veterinary  Surgeons,  the  fee  chargeable 
for  admission  as  a  Member  of  the  Royal 
College  is  limited  to  a  maximum  of 
thirteen  guineas ;  whether  this  is  con- 
firmed by  Statute ;  whether,  by  tbe 
Regulations  affecting  the  examinations 
for  tbe  diploma  of  the  Royal  OoUwe, 
applicants  who  have  studied  at  uie 
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Teterinary  Oollege  in  Edinburgh,  or 
elsewhere,  may  be  caused  to  pay  very 
much  more  than  thirteen  guineas,  in 
some  cases  as  high  as  thirty  guineas, 
before  obtaining  admission;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  such  Kegulations 
being  contrary  to  law,  he  will  take  such 
steps  as  may  be  competent  to  him  to 
secare  that  right  is  done  in  the  matter  ? 

ThiLOKD  advocate  (Mr.  J.H.  A. 
Haodonau))  (Edinbuigh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  fee  charge- 
able for  admission  to  the  Koyal  J  Vete- 
rinary Cc^ege  is  £13  18<.  which  is  fixed 
by  a  Oharterof  1883,  in  oonformity  with 
the  Statate  44  ft  45  Tia.  o.  63.  When 
a  stadent  comes  up  for  the  necessary 
examinatioiu  and  passes,  no  larger  sum 
than  £13  13«.  is  paid;  but  should  he 
fail  he  is  permitted  to  present  himself 
again,  on  condition  that  he  pays  the  fees 
for  the  new  examination.  If  in  any 
cose  the  snm  of  30  guineas  has  been 
paid,  it  most  have  been  in  consequence 
of  the  student  having  been  accorded 
many  dumoes  of  passing  after  repeated 
failure.  I  do  not  see  ai^  ground  for 
interlraenoe. 

POST  OFFI0E(IB£LAlirD)-FOST  OFFICE 
AT  GBANGEGEITH. 

Mb.  CVHANLON  (Oavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  G-eneral,  What  reply  he 
received  to  his  telegram  as  to  the  {tro- 
posed  post  office  at  Grangegeith  ?'~i'^>i3 

ThbPOSTMASTEB  GENEBAIiCMr. 
Baxses)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
Beport  in  reference  to  Grangegeith,  for 
which  I  tel^aphed,  duly  came  to  hand. 
It  appeared  from  that  Eeport  that  a 
post  office  at  GraDg^;eith,  with  a  post- 
man from  Slaae,  would  not  be  war- 
ranted at  the  cost  of  the  rerenne,  even 
though  the  post  was  confined  to  three 
days  a-week ;  but  I  directed  further  in- 
quiry to  be  made  as  to  Uie  guarantee 
that  would  be  required  to  make  good  the 
loss  if  a  post  six  days  a*we^  wwe 
estabUshea. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IBELAin)}  ACT,  1880— 
ISSUE  OF  SEED. 

CoLONXL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretaiy-  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  bdand.  If,  before  the  passing 
of  "The  Seed  Supply  (Ireland)  Act, 
1880,"  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
issued  a  Circular  to  various  unions, 
stating  the  maximum  amount  of  seed 


which  they  could  issue  to  each  tenant 
under  the  Act ;  if  the  amount  of  seed  so 
named  was  totally  erroneous ;  if,  in 
consequence  of  this  mistake  on  the  part 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  con- 
siderable delay  was  caused  in  putting 
the  Act  into  force ;  if  this  mistaken 
Circular  was  the  cause  of  much  subse* 
quent  hurry  in  the  issue  of  the  seed ; 
and,  will  he  cause  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  mistakes  originatingin  the 
issue  of  this  Circular  ? 

THECHIEFSEOEETART(Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfotjk)  (Manchester,  E.]:  It  is  not 
the  case  that  there  was  any  mistake 
made  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  regard  to  the  Seed  Act.  The  facts 
are  that,  owing  to  the  urgency  of  the 
matter,  the  Government  of  the  day  au- 
thorized the  Board  to  communicate  with 
the  Guardians  of  certain  unions  enabling 
them  to  anticipate  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  and  to  purchase  seed  to  be  distri- 
buted under  certain  conditions.  The 
Bill  was,  to  some  extent,  modified  when 
passing  through  the  House,  the  effect 
being  somewhat  to  enlarge  the  powers 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  ground  for  a  gennal  in- 
quiry into  the  matter. 

LA  WAND  JUSTICE(IRELAND)-BOBERT 
KELLY  AND  THOMAS  SCULLY. 

Me.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  belaud,  Whether  Bobert 
Kelly  and  Thomas  Soully  have  been 
arrested  and  returned  for  trial  to  the 
Court  of  Assize,  recently  held  in  the 
City  of  Cork,  on  a  charge  of  threatening 
to  shoot  one  Michael  Keohane  ;  whether 
these  young  men  have  been  imprisoned 
for  a  period  of  five  weeks,  bail  having 
been  refused  for  their  appearance  at 
the  Assizes ;  whether,  when  they  ap- 
peared to  answer  the  charge,  the  Crown 
refused  to  send  a  Bill  before  the  Gh-and 
Jury ;  and,  if  the  foregoing  statements 
are  true^  what  redress  is  to  be  made  for 
the  injury  inflicted  on  these  young 
men? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holues)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said|  the  state- 
ments contained  in  the  first  two  para- 
graphs of  the  Queetion  wwe  substan- 
tially correct.  Upon  considering  the 
informations,  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  prosecution  should  not  be  con- 
ducted by  1^0  Crown  officiids ;  but  he 
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did  not  admit  that  any  injury  was 
inflicted  on  the  peraonB  referred  to. 
They  were  returned  for  trial  in  the 
ordinary  course,  bail  being  refused. 

Mb.  MAONEILL  (Donegal,  S.)aaked, 
could  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man say  by  what  magistrates  the  bail 
was  refused,  and  whetaer  one  of  them 
was  a  Bendent  Magistrate  ? 

Mb.  holmes  aaidi  he  conld  not 
say. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTIONS - 
BANTRY  UNION. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  District  In- 
spector Crane,  stationed  at  Bantiy,  at- 
tended at  a  recent  Poor  Law  Election  in 
the  Seafin  Electoral  Division  of  the 
Bantry  Union;  whether  he  instructed 
Oonstablo  Qninn  to  gire  a  voting  paper, 
belonging  to  a  Mr.  Johnson,  to  Mr.  J. 
E.  Barrett,  J.P.,  one  of  the  candidates ; 
whether  Ckinstable  Quinn,  knowing  hie 
duty,  declined  to  obey  the  District  In- 
spector's instructions ;  and,  whether  it 
is  in  accordance  with  the  Police  Begu- 
lations  for  District  Inspectors  to  interfere 
in  Poor  Law  Elections? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BAifouBj  (Manchester,  E.):  The  District 
Inspector  was  present  on  the  occasion,  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty,  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  peace.  He  denies  that 
he  in  any  way  interfered  with  the  elec- 
tion, or  gave  such  instructions  to  the 
constable  as  are  alleged  in  the  Ques* 
ti(m. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES-CORN 
MEASURES— I^aiSLATION. 

Mb.  BANKIN  (Henfordshire,  Leo- 
minster) aaked  the  Secretary  to  Uie 
Board  of  Trad&^  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  propose 
any  legislation  with  a  view  of  simpli- 
fying the  weights  and  measures  now 
in  general  use,  and  especially  those 
used  in  the  sale  of  corn ;  and,  if  so, 
when  they  propose  to  introduce  their 
BiU? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henbt 
Db  WoEics)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  question  of  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act  is, 
as  I  informed  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
St.  Fancras  (Mr.  Lawaon)  last  month, 
receiving  the  attention  of  the  Depart- 
ment.   In  view,  however,  of  tiie  im- 

J/r,  Uolmtt 


portant  questions  now  engaging  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govenx- 
ment,  I  can  give  the  hon.  Member  no 
pledge  that  any  measure  of  legislation 
on  the  eubjecc  will  be  introduced  this 
Sessicm. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
FORCE  IN  MILLTOWN. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  a  large  force  of 
Constabulary,  accompanied  by  the 
County  and  District  Inspector,  was 
dr^ted  into  Mtlltown  on  the  6th.  and 
7th  instant;  if  sach  a  lai^e  force  was 
necessary ;  and,  if  its  presence  there  will 
entail  any  expenditure  on  the  barony  or 
on  the  County  of  Galway  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  An  ez^ 
force  was  drafted  into  MiUtown  on  the 
dates  named,  as  a  precautionary  mea- 
sure, there  being  reason  to  apprehend 
some  lawless  acts.  No  extra  cost  will 
be  entailed  on  the  locality  thereby. 

THE  HAGISTBAOY  (IRELAND)— 
VACANT  CORONERSHIP  OF  DONEUAL. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
Coroner  in  a  district  of  the  County  of 
Donegal ;  whether  there  are  at  preamt 
only  two  polling  places  at  which  uiepoU 
for  the  election  of  Coroner  for  the  said 
district  can  be  holden ;  whether  the 
qualification  of  electors,  voting  at  the 
election  of  a  Coroner,  is  the  sune  as  the 
qualification  entitiing  a  person  to  a  vote 
at  the  election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in 
Parliament ;  whether  upwards  of  7,000 
persons  are  entitled  to  tcAo  for  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Coroner  for  the  said  district ; 
whether  the  fact  that  the  poUiog  places 
are  limited  to  two  will,  in  efiect,  dis- 
franchise the  greater  part  of  the  con- 
stituency, regard  being  had  to  the  dis- 
tance of  the  polling  places  from  the 
residences  of  the  voters,  and  the  grave 
inconvenience  thereby  entailed;  whe- 
ther he  has  power,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  9  &  1 0  Ft'et.  c.  37,  or  under  those 
of  any  other  Statute,  or  at  all,  to  direct 
a  Special  Sessions  of  the  Magistrates  of 
the  said  district,  to  be  holden  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  and  determining  the 
place  or  places  within  the  said  district 
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at  which  the  poll  in  such  election  shall 
take  place,  or  whether  he  has  any,  and 
what,  powers  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  polling  places;  whether  he  will  take 
any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  to  remedy 
the  inconvenience  to  which  the  voters 
are  at  present  subjected,  and  to  increase 
the  number  of  polling  places ;  and,  whe- 
ther, pending  the  taking  of  these  steps, 
a  stay  will  be  put  upon  the  issuing  of 
the  writ  for  the  election  of  the  Coroner 
to  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Donegal? 

The  chief  SECEETART  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfodr)  (Manchester,  £.}:  I  under- 
stand that  no  Buoh  vacancy  has  been  as 

Jet  notified  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
reland ;  and  I  do  not,  therefore,  know 
to  which  of  the  five  CoronerBhira  in  the 
County  ot  Donegal  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  If,  however,  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  repeat  the  Question,  speci- 
fying the  Corouerahip,  I  shall  endea- 
vour, to  answer  it. 

FIEB8  AND  HABBOITBS  (IBELAIO)}— 
ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS. 
Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
What  was  the  cost  of  repairing  the 
damage  to  the  Arklow  Pier,  caused  by 
the  giving  way  of  the  foundations  during 
the  progress  of  the  works  ;  what  was  the 
expenditure,  beyond  that  originally  con- 
templated, in  strengthening  the  work  to 
enable  it  to  resist  further  damage  by 
fltorms;  have  the  Board  of  Works 
followed  in  any  material  way  the  recom- 
mei^tione  of  the  engineers  appointed 
by  the  Treaanry  to  report  upon  the  work, 
with  a  view  to  avert  f uruer  disaster ; 
and,  is  it  a  fact  that  a  serious  formation 
of  silt  has  already  formed  at  the  entrance 
to  the  Harbour,  ^near  the  end  of  the 
South  Pier  ? 

The  SECEETABT  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  cost  of  repairing  the 
damage  caused  by  the  giving  way  of  the 
foundations  of  the  ^klow  Pier  was 
£1,228  I0«.  The  expenditure  of  the 
strengthening  of  Uie  work  has  been 
£3,085.  The  Board  of  Works  has 
followed  in  a  material  way  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  engineers ;  but  at  the 
unanimous  request  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners and  the  I«ooal  Committee, 
who  were  app(nnted  to  watch  the  pro- 
gress of  the  works,  they  did  not  cwy 
out  these  xecommendations  fully.  Some 
shoaling  has  tsJcen  place  on  the  outer 
end  of  the  pier,  but  the  entrance  to  ^e 


harbour  has  been  very  materially  im- 
proved, transhipment  by  lighters  not 
being  required,  as  heretofore.  It  is  pro- 
bable that  still  further  improvements 
would  be  effected  by  the  completion  of 
the  north  groin. 

LABOURERS'  ACTS  {IRELAND)-"WORK- 
ING  OF  THE  ACTS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  give  a 
Beturn,  in  the  form  shown  on  to-day's 
Paper,  showing  the  working  of  the 
Labourers'  Acts  (Irdand),  from  the 
beginning  up  to  the  25th  March,  1887  ? 

Thk  CHIEF  SEGEETABYjMr.  A.  J. 
Ba£F0Ub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  proposed  Beturn,  except 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  somewhat 
defective,  as  it  would  only  deal  with 
cases  in  which  orders  have  been  actually 
made,  leaving  out  all  pending  cases.  I 
shall  communicate  further  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  alterations  in  the  form 
which,  as  I  am  advised,  would  lead  to  a 
more  complete  and  useful  Beturn. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  DONEGAL 
WORKHOUSE  —  THE  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  condition  of  the  Denial  Work- 
house for  the  past  four  years,  through 
the  action  of  the  Protestant  majority  of 
the  Board  of  Qoardians  of  that  institu- 
tion ;  whether  these  CKiardians,  under 
the  Ohiurmanship  of  the  Orange  Qrand 
Master  for  County  Donegal,  have  syste- 
matically excluded  Catholics  from  every 
official  position  in  the  house  ;  whether, 
when  on  two  occasions  a  vacancy  for 
schoolmistress  arose,  they  at  each  time 
set  aside  the  Catholic  candidate,  though 
more  eligible,  and  appointed  a  Protes- 
tant; whether  they  refused  several 
applications  for  a  catechist  to  teach 
prayers  and  Christian  doctrine  to  the 
Catholic  children ;  whether,  afterwards, 
they  on  several  occasions  declined  to  ap- 
point a  Catholic  assistant  teacher  to  the 
workhouse,  although  strongly  recom- 
mended and  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Go- 
vemmeut  Board ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  90  per  of  the  iDmatea,  and 

nearly  aU  the  'children,  are  CathoHeB; 
whether  he  i^^^nHl^S'  Qeorge 

in  the 


n75         Uw  and  Police  {COMMONS} 


1776 


Liberal  Government',  and  the  Local  Gk>- 
vernment  Board  expressed  disapproval 
of  the  conduct  of  the  said  Guardians ; 
■whether  the  parish  priest,  the  VeryKev. 
Hugh  M'Fadden,  resigned  the  chap- 
laincy of  the  said  workhouse,  on  account 
of  the  persistent  refusal  of  the  Protes- 
tant majority  of  the  Board  to  grant  a 
religious  education  to  the  Catholic 
ohildren;  whether,  in  consequence,  the 
workhouse  of  Donegal  is  without  a 
Oatholio  chaplain  for  the  past  four  ^ears, 
90  per  cent  of  the  inmates  without 
divine  service  in  the  house  on  Sundays 
and  holy  days,  and  without  the  oppor- 
tunity of  praottsing  their  religious 
duties;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  means  to 
remedy  grievances  suffered  so  long  f 

The  chief  SEOEETAETCMr.  A.  J, 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  This  mat- 
ter has  been  frequently  before  the 
House  during  the  last  few  years,  and  I 
fear  I  can  add  nothing  to  the  answer 

flven  to  a  Question  in  similar  terms  last 
pril,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morl^.)  It  is  greatly  to  be  regretted 
that  ihe  local  differences  cannot  be 
arranged ;  but  neither  the  Govemment 
nor  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
any  power  to  interfere. 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked, 
if  the  Local  Qovermnent  Boiud  had 
power  to  disband,  if  he  might  so  call  it. 
Boards  of  Chiardians,  as  they  did  in  the 
case  of  the  New  Koss  Boara  of  Guar- 
dians? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes;  the 
Local  Govemment  Board  have  power ; 
but  it  could  not  be  exercised  in  such  a 
case  as  this. 

OBIUE  AND  OTTTRAaE  (ERELAND)— 
DEATH  OF  HANLOK  — ARREST  OF 
SUB-mSFEOTOR  SOHERVILLE  AKD 
CONSTABLE  WARD. 

Me.  CHANCE  (KUkenny,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  Maukioe  Healy)  (Cork)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statements  made  in 
T/i8  Cork  JDaily  Stratd  of  the  24th  in- 
stant, with  refiarence  to  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  the  oooaidon  of  Uie  arrest 
of  Sub-Inspector  Somerville  and  Con- 
stable Ward  for  the  murder  of  the  man 
Hanlon;  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
therein,  titat,  at  the  Youghal  Station, 

Mr.  MacNoiU 


before  the  departure  of  the  two  pri- 
soners— 

"  All  the  policemen  in  the  train  (bein^  the 
men  under  the  command  of  Sub- Inspector 
Smith)  raised  a  boisteroos  cheer  for  Mr.  Somer- 
ville," 

and  that,  notwithstanding  the  efforts  of 
Sub-Inspector  Eerin,  "  the  cheering 
was  renewed  again  and  again ;  "  whe- 
ther this  demonstration  was  renewed  at 
the  Eilleagh  and  Mogeely  Stations,  and 
at  other  stations  along  the  line ;  whe- 
ther the  Begulations  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  permit  bodies  of  tiie 
Force  to  che«  persons  nnder  axreat  and 
chained  with  serions  crime;  and,  what 
action  the  Police  Authorities  propose  to 
take  in  tihe  matter  ? 

Tnx  CHIEF  SEORETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfotjk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  only  foundation  for 
these  allegations  is  that  shortly  before 
the  departure  of  the  train  one  cheer 
was  given  by  the  men  in  the  railway 
carriage.  The  Inspector  General  does 
not  approve  of  this  having  been  done, 
and  he  will  ao  inform  the  men.  It  is 
not,  as  I  am  informed,  a  fact  that  the 
District  Inspector  had  to  use  any  efforts 
to  restrain  the  men  from  further  demon- 
strations, or  that  the  eheering  was  re- 
newed along  the  line. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— SXTB- 
INSPEOTOR  HILLIKa 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  a)  (for 
Mr.  Maubice  Hsalt)  (Oork)  asked  Uie 
Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Sub  •  Inspector 
Milling  has  received  a  favourable  record 
in  respect  of  his  behaviour  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  dispersal  of  a  public  meeting 
held  in  Cork  in  December  last,  in  oon- 
nection  with  which  he  was  charged  with 
assault  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Oork  (Dr.  Tanner),  and  returned  for 
trial  by  the  local  Bench  of  Magistrates ; 
and,  whether  a  number  of  the  con* 
stables  engaged  with  him  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  also  implicated  in  the  assault, 
have  been  similarly  rewarded  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  officer  named,  and  a 
number  of  his  men,  did,  upon  the  strong 
recommendation  of  their  superiors,  re- 
ceive a  second-class  favourable  record  for 
promptitude  and  firmness  shown  upon 
the  occasion  of  disturbance  at  Oork  on 
the  oocBsicm  referred  to. 
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EUIO&ATION  AKD  lUMiaitATION— 
STATISTICAL  TABLES. 

Oaptaih  OOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  give 
any  further  statistical  information  with 
regard  to  the  emigration  and  immigra- 
tion from  and  into  the  United  Kingdom 
of  foreigners  to  and  from  countries  in 
Europe ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  so  altering  the  form 
of  the  statistical  tables  relative  to  emi- 
^ration  and  immigrati(m.  from  and 
mto  the  United  Kingdom,  as  to  more 
dearly  distingoish  between  movement  of 
population  within  the  Empire,  and  loss 
of  population  to  &e  Empire,  by  emigra- 
tion beyond  its  limits  ? 

The  SEOBETABT  (Baron  Hkhbt 
De  Wokhs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
A  Memorandum  on  the  subject  of  Emi- 
gration and  Immigration  Statistics  has 
been  prepared  in  the  Department  of  &e 
Board  of  Trade,  which  folly  answers  all 
the  questions  raised  by  the  hon.  and 

fllant  Gentleman.  This  Memorandtuu 
will  give  to  the  House. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAin))— WAGES,  &o.i 
OF  UHEBICK  POSTMEN. 
Mb.  H.  J.  GILLC^Ainerick)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether,  at  present, 
the  Limerick  postmen  labour  under  the 
following  disadvantages,  amongst  many 
others: — that  whereas  in  Belf^t  post- 
men reoeiTO  26s.  per  week,  in  Limerick, 
with  the  same  number  of  working  hours, 
only  22«. ;  that  for  sick  pay  Dublin  post- 
men, when  married,  receive  full  wages, 
when  unmarried,  two  -  third  wages, 
whilst  in  Idmerick  both  married  and 
single  postmen  receive  only  halt  wages ; 
that  in  other  first-elasa  oflSioes  good  con- 
duct stripes  are  given  every  fifth  year, 
whilst  in  Limerick  at  very  irregular  and 
long  intervals;  whether,  in  Limerick, 
promotion  is  toit  seldom  ^Ten  to  de- 
aerring  and  qualified  postmen  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  case  of  the 
Limerick  postmen,  withaviewof  placing 
them  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  men 
in  other  iirst-olass  Irish  offices  ? 

thk  postmastee  general 

(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University)  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  M&mber,  I  have  to 
state  that  at  Limeriok  the  wappf  of  the 
postmen  are  18^.,  iucreaein- 
week  annually  to  li'is. ;  thatt 
are  the  same 


Paisley,  and  other  towns ;  and  that  as 
they  have  proved  amply  sufficient  to 
procure  and  retain  the  services  of  well 
qualified  meo,  there  is  no  intention  of 
raising  them.  I  am  not  aware  that  in 
Dublin  or  elsewhere  any  difference  of 
treatment  exists,  in  the  matter  of  sick 
pay  or  otherwise,  between  married  and 
nnmanied  men ;  or  that  at  any  town 
good  conduct  stripes  are  given  every  fifth 
year,  or  at  the  end  of  any  other  stated 
period.  In  the  United  Kingdom  there 
are  three  or  four  towns,  of  which  Dublin 
is  one,  where,  by  virtue  of  an  old  regu- 
lation, which  it  is  not  proposed  to  ex- 
tend, the  postmen,  when  absent  ill, 
receive  two-thirds  of  their  wages.  At 
all  other  towns  they  receive  only  half. 
Gwd  conduct  stripes  are  bestowed  as 
they  become  vacant. 

Mr.  H.  J.  GILL  asked,  if  these  other 
towns  were  ranked  as  first-class  offices 
same  as  Limerick  ? 

Mb.  BAIKEd:  I  believe  they  are; 
but  I  am  not  sure. 


(IRELAND)  —  AR. 
MALONE  AND 


L  J.  E.  BEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.] 
1  the  OhieE  Secretary  to  the  Lord 


LAW  AND  POLICE 

rest  op  john 
bichabd  maoee. 
Mb 
asked 

Lieutenant  of  IreUnd,  Whether  he  can 
state  if  John  Malone  and  Biohard  Magee 
were  inmates  of  the  workhouse  at  New 
Boss  when  arrested  on  the  night  of  the 
21st  ultimo;  what  charge  was  made 
against  them ;  by  whom,  and  where,  was 
the  chaige  first  made  to  the  constabu- 
lary ;  whether  they  were  arrested  in  the 
workhouse;  at  what  hour  of  the  day, 
and  under  what  authority,  the  arrests 
were  made ;  whether  he  will  give  a 
copy  of  the  charges  which  were  entered 
against  them  in  the  charge  book  on 
admission  to  the  police  barrack,  and 
also  a  copy  of  the  convictions ;  whether 
any  of  the  workhouse  officials,  or  any 
other  persons,  were  examined  as  wit- 
nesses for  the  complainant,  and  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  given  in  support 
of  the  charge;  andj  whether  he  will 
state  the  name  of  the  complainant,  and 
give  the  date  on  which  Malone  and 
Magee  became  inmates  of  this  work- 
house ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  noLME^';  (Dublin  Uni- 
'^  '^''^KVWti^  Cwho  replied)  said,  ilmt  Malone 
■«ee  were  both  inmates  of  the 
WtnUioaBe,  the  former  since 
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the  loth  of  December.  1886.  and  the 
latter  since  the  18th  of  December,  1885. 
The  charge  against  tliem,  which  woa 
made  by  the  master  of  the  workhouse, 
was  that  they  were  found,  between  the 
hours  of  12  and  half>past  12  o'clock  at 
night,  in  the  female  section  of  the  work- 
house for  the  purpose  of  committing  a 
felony.  They  were  arrested  by  con- 
stables, who  found  them  secreted  there. 
A  large  hole  had  been  broken  by  them 
in  the  wall  of  the  nursery,  and  a  ladder 
was  discoTered  against  the  wall.  The 
master  of  the  vorkhooae  and  tibe  two 
oonstablea  were  examined,  and  prored 
the  facts  already  mentioned,   l^e  com- 

Elainant  was  the  master  of  the  work- 
ouse.  As  regards  the  charges  and  con- 
victions, these  were  public  documents, 
and  could  be  obtained  by  the  persons 
interested  in  the  usual  way. 

Mn.  J.  E.  BEDlfOKD  asked,  was  he 
to  understand  that  these  men,  for  an 
offence  committed  while  inmates  of  the 
workhouse,  had  been  convicted  under  the 
Vagrancy  Act  ? 

Mb.  holmes  said,  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Yagranoy  Act  to  prevent  them 
from  being  so  convicted. 

POST     OFFICE    (SCOTLAND)  —  POST 
OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK  AT  ARCHIES- 
TOWN  AND  DALLAS.  UORATSHIBE. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
adced  the  Postmaster  (il^neral,  Whether 
the  Government  will  establish  a  Post 
Office  Savings  fiank  in  the  village  of 
Archiestown,  and  also  in  that  of  Dallas, 
Morayshire  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  UniveiBity) :  The 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
is  still  under  consideration,  and  I  hope 
to  be  in  a  position  to  arrive  at  a  deduon 
very  shortly. 

EIVEB  THAMES— POLLUTION  BY 
HOUSE  BOATS.  &c. 

OoLONBL  DAWNAY  (York,  N.B.. 
Thirek)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
GovernmentBoard,  Whether  the  Thamps 
Conservators  have  decided  to  take  any 
effectual  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  the  pol- 
lution of  tiie  waters  of  the  Upper  Thames, 
by  preventing  honse  boats  and  steam 
launches  draining  their  sewage  directly 
into  the  river  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Riroam) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Qoa- 


servators  of  the  Biver  Thames  on  the 
subject  of  their  proposed  bye-law  pro- 
hibiting the  casting,  or  suffering  to  fall 
or  flow  into  the  river,  any  sewage  or 
other  offensive  matter,  and  the  effect  of 
that  bye-law  with  regard  to  house- boats 
and  steam  launches.  The  Conservators 
have  forwarded  to  me  a  copy  of  a  letter 
which,  as  soon  as  the  bye-law  referred 
to  has  been  approved,  they  propose  to 
address  to  the  owners  of  house-boats 
and  steam  launches  requesting  that  they 
will,  without  delay,  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  in  the  fittings  of  Uimt 
Tesselfl  in  order  to  comply  with  the  bye- 
law  relerTed  to.  They  state  that  any 
closet  commnnicating  with  the  river 
would  obviously  be  an  infraction  of  the 
bye-law,  and  cannot,  therefinw,  be  per- 
mitted. 

CRIUINAL  LAW  AUENDMBNT  (lAE- 

LAND)-THE  DEBATE— THB  CHIEF 

SECRETARY'S  SPEECH. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rnah- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whether  he 
will  consent  to  refer  the  cases  he  quoted 
to  the  Souse  on  Monday,  28th,  as  proofo 
of  the  neoesuty  for  increann^  the  strin- 
gency of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland, 
to  a  Select  Committee,  for  investigation 
as  to  their  truth  or  otiierwise  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  do  not 
think  a  Committee  would  b«  in  a  better 
poation  than  myself  to  test  the  aoooraqr 
of  the  statements  of  fact  whidi  I  laid 
before  the  House. 

LAW    AND     JUSTICE  —  COLONIAL 
JUDGMENTS— THB  COLONUL  CON- 

FEKENCE. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce, during  the  present  Session,  a 
measure  dealing  with  Colonial  Judg- 
ments ;  and,  whether  the  amcnkdmemt  ol 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  operation  d 
suoh  Judgments  in  this  oonntry,  and  to 
the  operation  in  the  Colonies  of  Jadff»> 
ments  obtained  in  the  Courts  of  this 
United  Kingdom,  could  be  included 
among  the  subjects  to  be  discussed  at 
the  approaching  Colonial  Conference  ? 

Thb  SECBETABY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  Holuutd)  (Hempstead):  It  is 
intended  that  this  saliject  shall  be  die- 
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cussed  at  the  Colonial  Cooference ;  and 
the  question  irhether  there  should  be 
legislation  respecting  it  will  be  decided 
after  the  opinions  of  the  Colonial  Bepre- 
sentatiTes  have  been  so  ascertained. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) 
-YOUQHAL  —  COUNTY  INSPECTOR 
BROWNEIGG. 

Bb.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  County  In- 
spector Brownrige  has  paid  the  fine 
lately  imposed  on  him  by  the  Youghal 
Bench  of  Mainatrates  for  assault  P 

Tbe  chief  8ECBETAST  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BAifouB)  (Manchester,  E.]:  The  fine 
hariDg  been  in  the  nominal  sum  of  a 
farthing,  withont  costs,  I  have  no  doubt 
that,  as  usual  in  such  cases,  it  was 
neither  paid  nor  levied. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)— 
INOCULATION  FOB  ANTHRAX. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment  will  take  steps  to  draw  the 
attention  of  farmers  to  the  success  in 
France  of  M.  Pasteur's  system  of  in- 
ocalation  as  a  prerentire  against  an- 
thrax, and  otherwise  encourage  its 
adoption  generally  in  this  coun^  ? 

The  GHANOELIiOB  of  the  DUCHT 
(Lord  JoHH  MA2fnsR8)  (Leicestershire, 
E.):  Experiments  in  inoculation  with 
the  virus  of  anthrax  and  other  diseases 
are  being  carried  on ;  but,  up  to  the 
present,  the  results  are  not  so  satisfac- 
tory as  to  justify  any  recommendations 
as  to  its  general  adoption  in  this  country. 

PALACE  OP  WESTMINSTER-PALACE 
YARD— A  GLASS  SHELTER. 

Mr.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  he  has  fulfilled  his 
promise,  made  in  August  last,  that,  be- 
fore the  present  Session  of  Parliament, 
be  would  do  his  best  to  provide  some 
protection  from  the  weather  for  Mem- 
bore  alighting  at  and  leaving  the  House ; 
what  has  prevented  the  work  being 
done ;  and,  if  he  will  have  a  j^lan  pre- 
pared of  a  suitable  glass  and  iron  roof 
extending  across  the  causeway  outside 
the  Star  Court,  with  the  view  of  effect- 
ing the  much  desired  object  ? 

The  PIEST  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Vlixsssi)  (Dublin  UniTersity) :  Pro- 


vision lias  been  made  in  the  Estimates 
(£300^  for  a  covering  in  the  Star  Cham- 
ber Court  to  protect  Members  from  wet 
when  alighting  from  carriages ;  and  if 
the  House  should  see  fit  to  vote  the 
money,  the  work  will  be  taken  in  hand 
at  the  earliest  opportunity. 

NAVY  — H.R.H.  THE  DUKE  OP  CON- 
NAUGHT— INSPECTION  AT  ADEN. 
Me.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Duke  of  Connaught 
proceeded  a  few  weeks  ago  to  Aden  to 
inspect  that  station  in  a  Government 
troopship ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  custom 
of  Commanders-in-Chief  of  the  Bombay 
FresidemT'  to  be  furnished  with  one  of 
Her  M^'esty's  ships  on  suoh  occasions ; 
and,  if  not,  why  this  mode  of  transit 
was  adopted  when  all  Indian  troopships 
were  required  for  the  service  of  the 
troops  in  Burmah  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham)  : 
The  Duke  of  Connaught  proceeded  a 
few  weeks  ago,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  his  military  duty,  to  Aden,  not  in  a 
troopship,  but  in  a  despatch  boat  kept 
especially  for  such  service.  The  despatch 
boat  in  question  was  not  required  at 
the  time,  or  at  all,  for  the  service  of  the 
troops  in  Burmah. 

EGYPT— DETENTION   OF  ZEBBHR 
.  PASHA. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Zebehr  Pasha 
is  still  in  confinement  at  Gibraltar ; 
and,  if  so,  how  long  it  is  intended  to 
retain  him  there ;  whether  he  has  ever 
been  condemned  to  imprisonment  by 
any  tribunal ;  and,  whether  he  has  ever 
had  an  opportunity  to  reply  to  any 
charges  which  may  have  been  brought 
against  him,  or  even  been  made  aware 
of  the  charges ;  what  these  charges  are ; 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  law  to 
retain  a  man  in  prison  in  a  British  for- 
tress for  above  two  years ;  who  is  not  a 
subject  of  Her  Majesty ;  who  is  the 
native  of  a  country  with  which  this 
country  is  not  at  war ;  who  has  never 
heen.  condemned  to  imprisonment  by 
any  tribunal ;  and  who  has  never  been 
informed  of  the  nature  of  the  charges 
against  him;  and,  whether  any  indi- 
vidual, either  a  subject  of  Her  Majesty 
or  other,  may  be  seized  in  his  own  house 
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in  the  night,  placed  on  board  a  British 
Tessel,  conveyed  to  a  British  fortress, 
and  there  detained  as  a  prisoner,  and 
the  action  of  Habeas  Corpus  suspended 
in  bis  rewect  by  an  order  of  the  Ch>- 
vemor  of  die  Fortress  in  Oouncil  ? 

Thb  tTNDEB  SEOBETASY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FsBOUsaoN)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Zebehr  Pasha  is  still  de- 
tatnedjat  Gibraltar.  Onevery  ground,  Her 
Majesty's  €h)remment  are  very  desirous 
to  release  him  as  soon  aa  this  shall  be 
deemed  expedient  with  reference  to  the 
security  and  tranquillity  of  Egypt.  The 
question  of  doing  so  is  at  this  moment 
under  consideration.  Similar  Questions 
to  those  of  the  hon.  Member  were  asked 
and  answered  in  1885.  My  Predecessor, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  informed  the 
Hooee  that  he  had  been  arrested  on 
grounds  of  military  necessity ;  and  Mr. 
Kvelyn  Ashley  subsequently  stated  that 
an  Ordinance  was  passed  by  the  Oo- 
Tomor  of  Gibraltar  authorizing  his 
detention  there.  The  then  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Henry  James)  also  ez- 
ed  that  the  necessary  steps  had 
taken  to  render  it  legal.  I  may 
mention,  as  the  hon.  Member  speaks  of 
retention  in  a  fortress,  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  Zebehr  Pasha  has  all  along  in- 
habited the  summer  residence  of  the  Go- 
vernor, and  his  detention  has  been  ren- 
dered as  little  disagreeable  as  possible. 

Mb.LABOUOHERE:  WiUAe  Under 
Secretary  give  an  answer  to  the  last  part 
of  the  Question  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FBBGUSSON  said,  the 
Question  was  a  hypothetical  one.  The 
necessary  steps  were  taken  to  render 
the  detention  of  Zebehr  Pasha  possible 
at  Gibraltar. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Uayo,  E.)  wished  to 
know  whether  this  ^ntleman  had  not  a 
xifl^t  to  sue  on  a  wnt  of  Habeas  Corpus  7 
¥iB  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Ger- 
tainly  not.  An  Ordinance  was  passed  in 
Gibraltar  legalizing  his  detention  there. 
As  to  the  legal  point,  he  must  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer  given  by 
the  then  Attorney  General  on  the  SOtfa 
of  March,  1885. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  (Eoscommon,  N.) 
asked,  when  the  Government  would  be 
in  a  position  to  state  upon  what  grounds 
Zebehr  Pasha  was  detained ;  whether  it 
was  a  fact  that  the  British  Government 
had  utilized  the  services  of  this  man 
during  a  conudwable  period  in  Egypt 
for  the  purpose  of  oommusiooUng  wiu 

Mr.  Zabjttchcrg 


the  rebels  in  the  Soudan ;  and,  whether 
it  was  not  upon  the  failure  of  then 
negotiations  that  Zebehr  had  been  ar- 
rested by  the  British  Goremment  on 
account  of  having  communicated  with 
the  rebels,  although  it  was  at  the  in- 
stigation of  the  Bntish  Govemmeut  that 
those  negotiations  had  been  opened  by 
Zebehr? 

Sib  JAMES  PERQU8S0N  said,  he 
could  not  give  any  further  information 
than  that  given  by  the  late  Government 
as  to  the  detention  of  Zebehr  Pasha ;  it 
was  on  the  ground  of  military  necesnty 
or  expediency. 

Mb.  DILLON  gave  Notice  that,  on 
the  earliest  opportunity,  be  would  caU 
attention  to  the  cruelty  of  the  continued 
detention  of  this  Arab. 

THE  MAOISTBACT  (IRELAND)  —  HR. 
JEREMIAH  HEGARTT,  J.P.,  00.  CORK. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lofd  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  On  whose  reoonunen* 
dation  was  the  name  of  Mr.  Jeremiah 
Hegar^  forwarded  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Lreland  aa  being  a  fit  and  enit- 
able  person  to  appoint  as  magistrate  in 
the  Goun^  of  Cork ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  M'Oarthy  O'Leaiy,  D.L., 
Millstreet,  County  Oor^  a  local  Catho- 
lic magistrate,  refused  to  recommend 
Hegarty  for  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace;  whether  Hegarty  stated,  on 
oath,  at  the  trial  of  Martin  Forrest,  of 
Bathcoole,  this  winter,  that  he  was 
bfuliff  to  the  Cork  Defence  Union ;  and, 
whether  he  owns  and  occu|>iee  the  pre- 
mises in  a  part  of  which  it  is  stated  his 
son  sells  porter  and  spirits  by  retail  ? 

Tdb  chief  8ECRETABT  (Mr.  A-  J. 
Bauottb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have  ol- 
ready  stated  that  Mr.  Hegarty  was  ap- 
pointed upon  die  reooDunendaUon  ot  the 
Lieutenant  of  the  County  and  other  looal 
persons  of  infiuenoe.  I  do  not  know 
who  may,  or  may  not,  have  declined  to 
join  in  the  recommendation.  I  have  seen 
no  report  of  the  trial  referred  to ;  bnt, 
from  the  nature  of  the  assurances  which 
have  been  g^ven  to  me,  I  cannot  Hdak 
that  Mr.  Hegarty  gave  such  evidence  aa 
is  alleged.  I  do  not  think  it  is  any 
part  of  my  duty  to  make  inquiries,  or 
announcements,  as  to  the  pxiTate  pro- 
perty of  individuals. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked, 
if  this  was  the  same  Mr.  Heguty  who 
waa  MVenly  zeprimanded  I7  the  lUator 
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of  the  Bolls  Bome  time  ago  for  adrano- 
ing  money  belonging  to  a  minor  under 
the  proteotion  of  the  Oourt  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  asked  the  hon. 
Member  to  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Db.  tanner  asked,  whether  it  vas 
not  a  fact  that  Hegarfy  was  held  in  ani- 
Twsal  detestation  in  that  part  of  the 
ootinty? 

Ub.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  did  not  answer. 

ABMT  AND  NAYT  BSTIBCATES  —  A 
SELECT  COUMITTEB  OF  EXAUINA- 
TIOK. 

Hb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuxy,  When 
the  Goremment  intend  to  move  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Select  Committee, 
already  promised,  to  examine  and  report 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  f 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
prepared  to  move  for  the  Committee  at 
once,  if  an  understanding  is  arrived  at 
that  the  Motion  will  be  accepted  without 
debate. 

ORIMmAL  LAW  AMENDMENT 
(IBELAND)  BILL. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  Uie  fact  that  the  House  of  Lords  pro- 
posed  to  adjourn  for  the  Easter  holiday 
before  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Bill ;  and  whether,  under  these  ciroum- 
fltanoes,  he  would  ask  this  House  to  read 
the  Oriminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill  a  second  time  before  Easter  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sioth)  (Strand,  Westminster):  My  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  amnge- 
ments  of  the  other  House ;  and  it  is  the 
intwtion  id  the  Qovemment  to  ask  this 
House  to  give  a  a«oond  reading  to  the 
Bill  ibr  the  amoidment  of  the  Oriaiinal 
Law  in  Ireland  before  Easter,  notwith- 
standing that  the  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Laws  will  not  be  read 
a  second  time  before  Easter.  That  Bill 
will  be  printed  immediately  after  it  is 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords  on 
Thursday. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  be  content  to  have  the 
Oriminal  Law  Amendmmt  (Ireland)  Bill 
printed  in  the  same  way  immediotalj 
•iter  its  intiodnotion  ? 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  a  matter  of 
course,  the  Bill  will  be  printed  imme- 
diately after  it  is  ordered  to  be  brought 
in. 

Mb.  chance  (KUkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Seeretai^  to  tile  Iiord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  appeal  did  he 
propose  to  give  under  the  provi8i<ms  of 
the  Crinunu  Law  Amendment  (Lnland) 
Bill  in  oases  to  be  dealt  with  under  the 
summary  jurisdiotifm  to  be  given  to  the 
magistrates  ? 

I'Hi  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  An  appeal 
to  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
the  Judge  of  Assise. 

PARLUMENT  —  DIVISIONS  OF  THB 
HOUSE  (FAIEmO)  —  DIVISIONS  ON 
THE  2t8T  MARCH. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  tbe 
Norwood  Division  of  LambetU  (Mr. 
Bristowe^  a  Question  of  which  be  had 
given  private  Notice,  Whether  the  Di- 
vision Idsts  of  the  Sittings  of  the  House 
on  Monday,  March  2 1 ,  in  which  his  name 
appeared  as  having  voted  in  the  Divi- 
sions No.  78,  79,  and  80,  were  correct ; 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  he 
paired  with  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  for  the  night  before  Divi- 
sion No.  78  was  taken ;  and,  whether  be 
could  state  any  grounds  for  having  so 
voted  in  face  ox  the  recognized  Rule 
governing  the  practice  of  pairing  be- 
tween hon.  Menders  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  (Lambeth,  Nor- 
wood): In  reply  to  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  say  thi^  his  state- 
ment is  correct.  Probably  from  inexperi- 
ence, on  the  momingof  the  22nd  I  arrived 
about  10  o*6\o6k  and  entered  into  the 
Lobby,  taking  ^>art  in  the  first  Diviuon. 
On  the  second  Division,  havingheard  that 
there  was  some  doubt  about  ute  Bwula- 
tions  of  the  Hoosa,  I  applied  to  the  Whipa 
for  information,  and  was  told  that  it  was 
competent  for  me  to  enter  into  the  Divi- 
sioa  liobby.  Consequently,  I  did  so. 
Afterwards  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  arrived, 
and  in  his  presence  we  consulted,  among 
others,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Dartford  Divisioa  of  Kent 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke),  who  stated 
that  he,  having  been  a  Whip  for  12 
years,  considered  I  was  quite  entitled  to 
vote.  Under  these  ciroumstanoee,  I  took 
parkin  the  three  Divisions ;  and  I  hope^ 
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Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  may  setre  aa  an 
ocouion  for  having  this  matter  settled ; 
for  it  ia  a  most  unpleasant  thing  that 
there  should  be  an^  questitm  in  regard 
to  a  matter  of  this  kind— and  that  a  pri- 
Tate  Member  should  be  suspected  of 
doing  something  which  he  ought  not  to 
do — a  practice  which  I  should  be  the 
last  to  enter  into. 

Mr.  ARNOLD  MORLEY  (Notting- 
ham, E.)  asked  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Akers- Douglas), 
as  the  senior  Ministerial  Whip,  the  fol- 
lowing Question,  of  which  he  also  had 
given  private  Notice  : — Whether  25 
Members  of  this  House  supportiag  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  pured  for 
the  night  during  the  Sitting  of  the 
House  on  Monday,  March  21  ;  whether, 
notwithstanding  ^at  they  so  paired, 
they  voted  in  several  Divisions,  such 
Dtvisiona  taking  place  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Sitting ;  whether  the 
act  of  so  voting  is  not  in  opposition  to 
the  recognized  Bttle  governing  the  prac- 
tices of  pairs  between  Members  of  this 
House ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  during 
the  same  Sitting  of  tho  House  the  junior 
Member  for  Bolton  (Colonel  Bridge- 
man),  supporting  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, was  paired  for  the  night  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiganshire  (Mr. 
W.  B.  Rowlands),  and  during  the  night, 
wi^out  the  previous  consent  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiganshire,  the  name  of 
the  boa.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  was  substituted  for 
that  of  the  junior  Member  for  Bolton  ; 
and  whether,  notwithstanding  the  pair 
was  still  in  existence,  the  junior  Member 
for  Bolton  voted  in  severfu  Divisions  ? 

liOBD  RANDOLPH  OHT7R0HILL 
(Paddington,  8.) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point 
of  Order  in  regard  to  the  Question  that 
has  just  been  put.  I  wish  to  ask,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  precedent  for  disoas- 
sion  in  this  House  as  to  arrangements 
which  may  take  place  between  Members 
with  regard  to  Divisions ;  whether  the 
practice  of  pairing  has  ever  been  for- 
mally recognized  by  this  House ;  whe- 
ther pairs  are  ever  recorded  by  the 
House  in  any  of  its  records ;  whether  it 
has  ever  been  the  practice  of  this  House, 
in  its  corporate  capacity,  to  take  any 
o<^izance  whatever  of  the  practice 
known  as  pairing;  and,  whether,  if 
such  be  the  case,  a  departure  from  the 
ancient  practice  might  nut  be  attended 
with  the  utmost  possible  inoonvemenee  f 

Mr,  £H$totce 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  was  informed  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Qentie- 
man  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  who  in  an 
official  capacity  for  Crentleman  on  the 
Opposition  ude  of  die  House,  to  ask  a 
Question  on  this  point  of  the  hon.  Gea- 
tieman  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  who  acts  in 
a  similar  capacity  for  the  Supportezs  of 
the  Government.  I  was  not  aware  that 
any  Question  on  the  subject  was  going 
to  be  pot  to  a  private  Member  of  the 
House.  That,  I  think,  was  rather  irre- 
gular. 1  thought  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  as  a  matter 
affecting,  in  some  sense,  the  BosineaB  of 
the  House,  that  I  sboiUd  throw  no  ob- 
stacle in  the  way  of  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
asking  the  Question,  especially  at  there 
was  great  doubt  in  the  minds  of  boa. 
Members  as  to  what  the  proper  cosne 
was ;  and  that  I  should  allow  a 
cial  statement  to  be  made  which  might 
set  the  minds  of  hoa.  Members  at  reat. 
and  establish  a  precedent  for  tke  futun. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (UverpooU 
Scotland):  May  I  Buppl«nent  tha  Qaea- 
tion  which  has  been  put  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  by  asking,  whether  any 
of  the  Gentlemen  referred  to  took  part  in 
the  Division  on  the  Closure  ? 

Thb  patronage  SECRFTABTto 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  AKsns-DououL-i 
(Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  just  put  to  me  by  the  ham- 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Diviaioo  of 
Liverpool,  I  beg  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I 
know,  no  Member  who  was  paired  for 
the  night  voted  in  the  Closure  DtvisMW. 
In  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Nottingham,  I  belierve  tiut  aoma  iS 
Members  of  this  House,  Supporters  of 
the  Government,  paired  for  ue  niglttaa 
Monday,  the  21st  instant;  but  I  eaaaot 
admit  that  they  voted  "  during  the  eoa- 
tinuanoe  of  such  purs."  Of  these  M^m- 
bers,  22  voted  after  9.80  in  the  momi^ 
of  Tuesday  with  my  sanction ;  and.  in  m 
voting,  I  contend  that  they  were  aetiBg 
in  concert  with,  and  not— 

"  Id  oppoattioo  to  the  teconuiwl  Ralas  wUrk 
govern  the  praoUoe  of  pain  Mtwesa  Mnai>  mt 

of  tfaifl  House." 

I  have  always  understood  that  a  pair 
entered  into  for  *'  the  ni^ht "  is  oalj  a- 
tended  to  hold  good  until  the  morahaf . 
and  that  if  two  Members  wish  to  pax 
for  the  whole  Sitting,  such  an  anmtfa- 
ment  is  specified  in  the  Fair  list  bjaa 

words,  '« For  Sitting."   On  the  In 

alluded  to,  teveral  Itoo.  Mambcn  «na 
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down  to  the  House  desiring  to  Tote  in 
the  Olosure  Division,  but,  acting  upon 
my  advice,  refrained  from  voting  until 
aner  9  o*clo(^  in  the  momins*,  at  which 
time  I  oonmdered  there  could  be  no  ques- 
tion bat  that  pairs  "  for  the  nip;ht "  bad 
lapsed.  I  was  supported  in  thu  view  by 
xny  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  (Sir  "William  Hart  Dyke) 
and  by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  to  both 
of  whom  I  submitted  the  question,  as 
well  as  by  my  own  experience  in  being 
myself  allowed  to  vote  under  similar 
circumstances  after  the  All-night  Sitting 
in  January,  1881.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, I  had,  at  the  time,  no  knowledge 
of  tjie  action  taken  by  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Bolton.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  al- 
lowed to  add  that  if  any  doubt  as  to  the 
definition  of  a  "night  pair"  exists,  I 
am  as  anxious  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  to  arrive  at  a  clear  understand- 
ing on  the  point  And  I  would  suggest 
that  those  who  are  generally  considered 
res^Dsible  for  the  organization  of  the 
Tanous  Fartiw  in  this  House  should  meet 
and  agree  as  toa  ruling  upon  this  point,  of 
which  ruling  I  am  sure  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  bo&  sides  of  the  House  will 
gladly  avail  themselves. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  (Banflfehire) :  WiU 
the  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  say  when 
that  Rule  as  to  "  night  pairs  "  was  estab- 
lished? As  Whip  from  1882  to  1885, 
when  we  had  several  AU-night  Sittings, 
I  am  quite  satisfied  that  no  such  Rule  was 
ever  established.  The  invariable  Bule 
was  to  pair  for  the  Sitting,  however  long 
that  Sitting  was.  In  order  that  I  might 
not  trust  to  my  own  memory,  I  referred 
the  matter  to  Lord  Kensington,  who  was 
a  Whip  for  12  years,  and  he  answers  me 
tiiat,  to  the  best  of  his  recollection,  this 
is  what  has  invariably  happened. 

Mb.  AKEBS-DOTTOLAS:  Perhaps  I 
also  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have 
CDDSulted  authorities  on  this  point.  I 
consulted  my  Predecessor,  Lord  St. 
Oswald,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dartford  (Sir  "William  Hart 
I)yke),  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  University  (Sir  John 
Mowbray) — as  one  well  acquainted  with 
&e  Bales  of  this  House — and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Solaier- Booth),  who  all  agreed  with 
me.  I  can  only  repeat  that  1  am  most 
anxious  that  this  point  should  be  settled. 
"Whatever  I  did  I  did  in  perfect  h«M 


fide»t  and  I  sent  for  no  Member  to  vote 
on  the  Closure  Division,  or  until  9  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  when  his  pair  for  the 
night  I  thought  certainly  must  have 
expired. 

Mb.  ABNOLD  MOBLEY  explained 
that  his  only  object  in  raising  the  ques- 
tion was  in  the  interest  of  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  in  the 

hope  that  it  might  lead  to  the  adoption 
of  some  rule  which  would  be  generally 
recognized,  and  he  gladly  accepted  the 
suggestion  of  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasaiy. 

ORDER  OF  TSE  DAY. 


CRIMINAL  LA"W  AMENDMENT 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
UOnOH  FOB  LXAVE.    PIUST  BBADtHO. 
ADJOUBNBD  BBBATB.      [sEOOHD  HIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [28th  March], 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  better  provirioa  for  the  preveation  and 
panishment  of  Grime  in  Ireland ;  and  for  other 
purposes  rdsting  thereto."— (Jfr,  Arthur  Bat' 

/our.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  rMumed. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
bui^h.  Mid  Lothian)  said  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the 
very  able  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  last  night,  uid 
the  observations  I  made  were,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  issues  were  so  ex- 
tremely grave  as  to  make  it  desirable, 
80  far  as  I  was  myself  oonoemed,  to 
take  a  few  hours  lor  reflection  before 
attempting  to  offer  aay  suggestion  or 
opinion  to  the  House ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  House  itself,  whether  from  t^e 
gravity  of  those  issues,  or  from  being 
startled  by  the  nature  of  the  proposi- 
tions which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  described  as  extreme  proposi- 
tions, was — particularly  on  the  other 
side — under  the  influence  of  some  de- 
gree  of  surprise,  perhaps — it  might 
seem  hardly  courteous  to  say  bewilder- 
ment— but  was  in  a  state,  at  least,  of 
momentary  uncertainty,  when  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemao,  notwithstanding  the 
ability  of  his  speech,  sat  down  amid 
the  silence  of  his  Friends.  I  have  already 
skated  my  opbiion  of  the  charaoter  of 


J 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1791      "    Criminal  Late  {OOMUONS}  Amendment  {Irdand)  Bitt.  i79S 


his  speech,  and  my  opinion,  if  I  am  right 
in  the  observation  I  made — aa  to  wmch 
I  hare  not  the  amalleet  doubt,  bo  far  as 
matter  of  fact  is  concerned — and  I  hope 
I  have  not  put  it  so  as  to  convey  the 
slightest  shade  of  disparagement  of  the 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  last  night 
was  an  historical  night  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was,  in  some  senses,  a  complement  to 
an  important  night  of  the  first  Session 
of  1886,  when  I  myself  had  the  arduous 
duty  of  proposing  to  Parliament  what 
was  known  as  the  Irish  Qovemment 
Bill.  I  then  ventured  to  state  that,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Cabinet  which  at 
the  time  existed,  we  had  arrived  at  the 
point  where  two  roada  met,  or,  rather, 
where  two  roads  parted— (me  of  them 
the  road  which  marked  the  endeavoor 
to  govern  Ireland  according  to  its  well- 
understood  Constitutionally  -  expressed 
wishes,  within  the  limits  of  safety  to 
the  Constitution;  the  other  the  road 
which  had  been  principally  marked  by 
extra-Oonstitutional — some  would  say 
un-Constitutional — measures,  repressing 
the  liberties  of  the  people,  and  which, 
if  it  were  pursued  at  ul,  it  then  ap- 
peared to  us  might  threaten  to  grow 
more  and  more  marked  and  pronounced 
in  their  character.  At  the  same  time, 
there  was  some  dissent  from  that  opi- 
nion,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
Gentlemen — with  whom  we  had  been  in 
close  political  alliance  down  to  that  date 
— considered  that  there  was  a  third 
course  open  to  them,  a  course  of  Ijibeml 
oonoessionB  to  Ireland,  stopping  short  of 
what  we  had  proposed— namely,  the 
creation  of  a  legislative  body  with  a  re- 
sponsible executive,  and  based  npon  the 
principle  of  concession,  on  the  one  side, 
which  they  deemed  liberal  and  yet  safe ; 
but  upon  careful  avoidance  of  coercion 
on  the  other  side,  which,  therefore,  they 
declined  to  admit  was  the  alternative 
for  a  plan  such  as  we  proposed.  Later 
on,  I  will  refer  again  for  a  moment  to 
the  opinion  which  has  now  been  brought 
to  the  test.  But  I  will  only  now  de- 
scribe the  views  with  which  I  have 
looked  upon  the  state  and  prospects  of 
Parties  in  the  interval  which  has  elapsed 
since  the  Election,  so  far  as  Ireland  is 
concerned.  I  know,  Sir,  that  at  the 
Election,  in  the  midst  of  the  crushing 
defeat  which  the  late  Qovemment  sus- 
tained, their  Friends  were  aware  that 

Mr,  W.  £  GMtioM 


in  the  midst  of  that  crushing  defeat, 
both  liberals  dissenting  from  ma  course 
they  pursued  and  luge  numbers  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  expressed  an  anxious  desire  to 
make  large  concessions  to  Ireland  in  re- 
spect of  the  management  of  her  own 
affairs.   I  did  hope  that  we  might  have 
before  ua  a  course  not  so  happy  as  tiiat 
which  I  should  have  anticipated  from  a 
full  and  definite  measure ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  a  course  in  which  we  should  be 
engaged  simply  in  discussing  what  op- 
ponents, if  we  were  obliged  to  differ 
from  them  on  the  question  whether  the 
measures  proposed  by  them,  and  ad- 
mitted to  be  beneficial  in  themselvea, 
were  or  were  not  suflicient.    Iil  such 
disousuons  I  am  certain  that  there 
wonld  have  been  many  of  us  who 
would  hare  had  every  disposition  to 
meet  the  "Party  now  in  power  with- 
out compromise  of  our  own  opinions. 
Yet,  to  accept  readily  and  thankfully 
measures  which  were  good  in  them- 
selves,  and  which  might  also  be  good 
as  tending  to  exhibit  some  degree  of  in- 
creased confidence  on  the  port  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  and  those  linked 
with  them  in  the  conduct  and  dispo- 
sitions of  the  people  of  Ireland.  We 
were  desirous  that  no  time  shoold  be 
lost  by  the  Party  opposite  in  the  pre- 
paration of  such  measures ;  and  we  ex- 
pressed the  desire,  but  the  expresaion 
was  treated  as  a  kind  of  toeason  against 
the  existing  Government,  and  we  were 
at  once  rather  peremptraUy  told  that  no 
attempt  shoulil  be  made  to  hurry  the 
Government  in  its  pace.   We  were  dis- 
appointed in  respect  to  Ireland  by  such 
a  warning,  but  unwilling  to  raise  con- 
troversy on  the  subject.    And  we  did 
not  utter  a  word  of  complaint.  Eight 
months  had  now  elapsed  since  the  ac- 
cession of  the  present  Government  to 
Office.    Where  is  that  fair  vision,  of 
promises,  falling  short  of  our  extra- 
vagant designs,  but  at  the  same  time 
kindly  beneficial,  in    a  liberal  and 
conciliatory  direction  ?   They  have  all 
vanished  into  the  thin  air— with  the  ex- 
ception, of  course,  of  the  vision  of  the 
futtire  Land  Bill,  of  which  the  main 
thing  we  know  is  that  it  is  admitted 
that  it  has  omitted  and  exolud^  the 
chief  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  of  flarl  Oowper  appointed 
by  the  Government.   With  that  excep- 
tion, there  stands  before  na  nothing  bat 
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the  fifture  of  coercion — bare,  gaunt,  and 
bald,  but,  alas !  too  familiar  to  all  our 
recollections.  Sir,  I  intend  to  oppose 
the  Motion  for  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill.  No  Amendment  has  yet  been 
moved,  but  I  see  that  there  stands  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  an  Amendment— "  That 
the  House  do  resolve  into  a  Committee 
on  the  state  of  Ireland."  I  certainly 
should  support  that  Amendment  as 
being,  I  believe,  the  Parliamentary 
form.  [<Hm  fl/"Oh,  oh!"]  Well, 
Sir,  I  hope  I  have  said  nothing  ofifen- 
sive.  I  will  not  knovingly  say  it.  It  is 
impossible  to  speak  upon  a  subject  of 
this  kind  in  weak  and  emasculated 
language ;  but  gravity  and  calmness  are 
important,  and  to  be  valued  on  such 
matters  just  in  the  same  proportion  as 
they  are  di£ficuU  to  maintain.  I  wilt, 
however,  honestly,  and  to  the  best  of 
my  ability,  endeavour  to  maintain  them, 
and  I  certainly  do  not  depart  from  them 
in  re-statiDg  what  just  now  fell  from  me 
—namely,  that  when  objection  is  taken 
upon  the  very  broadest  grounds  to  the 
policy  of  an.  important  and  extra-Con- 
stitutional measure  proposed  by  the 
Government,  there  can  be  no  more 
regular  and  no  more  convenient  method 
of  opening  the  q^uestion  than  by  moving 
for  a  Oommittee  of  ^e  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  Ireland,  which,  according  to 
well  known  and  familiar  Parliamentaiy 
precedents,  opens  the  whole  subject  of 
Irish  policy,  and  enables  hon.  Members 
to  bring  into  contrast  with  the  course 
proposed  the  various,  and,  possibly,  very 
numerous  grounds  upon  which  they 
think  another  course  should  have  been 
preferred.  I  shall  oppose  the  Motion, 
and  I  shall  support  the  Amendment— 
if  it  be  moved — upon  grounds  which 
I  will  shortly  state —  namely,  that 
the  allegations  upon  which  this  pro- 
posal is  foiinded  are  absolutely  insuffi- 
cient and  unsatisfactory — that  they  do 
not  cover  the  grounds  upon  which  alone, 
on  all  former  occasions  within  my  recol- 
lection, Parliament  has  been  asked  to 
pass  measures  in  abridgment  of  public 
liberty;  that  the  Bill,  which  has  been 
described  as  extreme,  seems  to  have 
been  raised  in  its  stringency  in  propor- 
tion to  the  thinness  and  the  poverty  of 
the  statements  which  were  alleged ;  and 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  form  a  judg- 
ment, in  which  I  canLot  oxpect  and  do 
not  ask  hon,  GentK'mrtn  opposii^  to 


concur,  the  measure,  instead  of  being  a 
cure,  instead  of  being  a  palliative,  will 
do  nothing,  can  do  nothing,  but  aggra- 
vate in  their  deepest  seat  and  foundation 
the  worst  disorders  of  Ireland.  This  is 
no  dilatory  plea.  I  do  not  deny  that 
the  case  of  Ireland  is  a  grave  case — 
God  forbid!  "We  never  should  have  put 
aside  all  the  course  of  Liberal  policy 
last  year,  and  subjected  ourselves  to, 
temporarily,  almost  destruction  as  a 
Party,  which  we  knew  was  our  possible 
fate,  il  we  did  not  believe  it  to  be  a 
grave  and  extreme  case.  But  this  we 
£new  or  thought.  We  knew  that  Ire- 
land must  be  compared  with  herself.  The 
right  hon.  Gtentleman  has  returned  to  a 
subject  from  which  he  will  get  no  profit 
whatever — namely,  an  observation  of 
mine — a  common-place  observation  and 
a  truism — that,  in  .  considering  crime  in 
Ireland,  you  must  not  look  solely  at  its 
amount,  but  you  must  look  at  its  cha- 
racter, its  area,  its  roots,  and  conse- 
quences. If  there  be  one  common-place 
more  familiar  than  another  in  discussions 
upon  Irish  social  disorder,  it  is  the  ob- 
servation that  in  Ireland  certain  classes 
of  crime  are  symptomatic,  and  must  not 
be  considered  simply  with  regard  to  the 
person  guilty  and  the  person  injured, 
but  wiuL  regard  to  the  feeling  they 
manifest,  and  the  sympathies  or  anti- 
pathies they  draw  forth.  But  that  handy 
common-place  observation  has  no  effect 
whatever  in  supporting  and  strengthen- 
ing the  present  case,  because  that  com- 
parison of  crime,  in  the  case  of  Ireland, 
in  reference  to  character,  and  not  as  to 
quality,  with  crimes  in  other  countries, 
has  no  force  at  all.  Where  a  Govern- 
ment is  proposing  to  introduce  a  coer- 
cive measure  for  Ireland,  it  is  bound  to 
show  the  existonce  of  some  strange  and 
exceptional  state  of  afifairs,  that  excep- 
tional character  being  measured  not 
by  the  reference  of  Ireland  to  other 
more  happily  conditioned  countries,  but 
by  comparison  between  Ireland  as  it  is 
at  one  time  and  Ireland  as  it  is  at  an- 
other. One  word  more  upon  the  posi- 
tion of  the  House  in  reference  to  this 
matter.  I  am  extremely  sorry  to  find 
that  the  sharpness  of  the  issue  which 
the  Government  has  found  it  necessary 
to  raise  may,  and  it  is  likely  even  to  be, 
aggravated  rather  than  allayed  by  the 
methods  of  proceeding  adopted.  In  the 
first  place,  there  hug  boen  withheld  from 
ua  all  the  information — official  infor- 
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mation —  which,  in  a  matter  of  this  ^ind, 
is  habitually  placed  before  ue.  In  the 
second  place,  we  have  been  required  to 
submit  to  an  absolute  suspension  of 
OUT  free  initiative  on  every  subject, 
and  a  majority  of  more  than  80 
Members  has  sustained  the  Govern- 
ment in  exacting  a  new  and  inde- 
finite suspension  of  that  initiative  ;  and 
now  the  Leader  of  the  House  acquaints 
us  that,  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that 
the  Government  has  a  certain  power, 
vhioh  power  all  former  Governments,  on 
every  ocoamon,  have  subordinated  to  the 
Bules  and  usages  of  Farliament,  and  in 
some  de^ee  to  those  alleviatiuns  of 
public  toil  which  nature  demanda  and 
custom  has  established— that  those  are 
all  to  be  set  aside,  and  we  are  told  that 
no  Secess  or  adjournment  of  the  House 
will  be  allowed  until  the  Bill  has  been 
read  a  second  time.  Do  not  let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  he 
entirely  removes  the  tting  from  an 
announcement  of  that  kind  by  stating 
that  he  does  not  use  it  ns  a  threat.  If  I 
am  walking  in  Farliament  Street,  and 
am  met  by  a  man  who  says,  "If  you 
walk  another  yard  I  will  knock  you 
down,  but  I  do  not  mean  it  as  a  threat " 
— in  such  a  declaration  I  do  not  think 
there  is  much  comfort.  But  there  would 
be  more  consistenoy  in  such  a  declara- 
tion, or  more  comfort  in  the  alleviating 
addition  made  to  it  than  by  informing 
us — as  the  right  hun.  Gentleman  does — 
that  while  he  means  to  ride  over  us,  as 
he  has  hitherto  done  in  respect  of  in- 
formation, and  by  the  entire  absorption 
of  the  time  of  the  House  for  months  now 
rapidly  multiplying,  he  expects  us  also 
to  do  what  I  have  just  indicated.  I 
will  not  dwell  upon  that  point,  and 
should  not  have  referred  to  it  save  that 
I  had  always  observed  that  it  was  pos- 
sible for  the  Government,  by  much  con- 
sideration for  the  usages  of  the  House, 
and  even  some  for  their  opponents,  to 
avoid  sharpening,  and  to  procure  miti- 
gation, of  the  bittemees  of  political 
strife.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  case  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  7  I  affirm 
that  he  has  not  even  attempted  to  make 
good  the  allegations  which  it  has  been 
the  fixed  custom  of  Farliament — and  of 
Parliaments  less  reformed  than  this,  and 
less  based  on  the  broad  foundation  of 
popular  suffrage — uniformly  to  exact. 
He  has  withheld  from  us  all  figures, 
except  a  very  few  extracted  across  tiie 

Mr,  rr.  S.  QUittm 


I  Table  last  night.  He  said  aometbioff  of 
I  the  enlargement  of  crime  in  Ireland  in 
the  last  three  years;  but  he  did  not 
refer  to  Farliamentary  figures.  He 
gave  us  no  means  of  testing  his  allega- 
tions. If,  nevertheless,  by  the  kindness 
of  a  friend  I  have  obtained  what  is 
sufficient,  I  undertake  to  show  the  House 
the  nature  of  the  ground  over  which  he 
takes  the  Government,  and  on  which  the 
Government  reals  in  proposing'  what 
they  feel  compelled  to  call  an  extreme 
measure  in  restraint  of  national  liberties. 
He  said  that  for  three  years  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  crime  in  Ireland. 
Sir,  I  shall  decline  to  examine  the  in- 
crease of  crime  in  Ireland  between  1864 
and  1885,  because,  such  as  it  wasj  it 
occurred  before  the  present  GtoTemment 
were  in  Office  at  the  dose  of  1885— 
an  increase  which  they  did  not  deem  at 
that  time,  nor  did  they  deem  it  during 
the  months  of  the  autumn  when  the 
Elections  were  approaching,  nor  at  the 
close  of  the  year  when  the  Elections  had 
taken  place— they  did  not  deem  that 
the  increase  justified  the  proposal  of  a 
repressive  Bill,  and  they  met  Parliament 
reserving  that  question  for  future  con- 
sideration. But  I  have  got — and  I  take 
—the  figures  for  1885  and  1886.  Do 
not  let  the  House  think  there  was  much 
change,  but  there  had  been  a  change 
undoubtedly  between  1884  and  1885. 
There  had  been  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  threatening  letters,  from  422 
to  512.  That  increase  the  Government 
of  that  da^ — identical,  except  as  to  one  or 
two  individuals,  witli  the  present  GoTem> 
ment — did  not  deem  a  sufficient  ground 
to  justify  them  in  asking  Parliament  for 
an  increase  of  the  stringency  of  the  law. 
I  have  got  the  figures  for  1 885  and  1886  ; 
and  I  have  got  the  crime  Returns  by  the 
Constabulary  divided  into  "threatening 
letters"  on  one  side,  and  "  cases  other 
than  threatening  letters  *'  on  the  other. 
Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  threatening 
letters,  they  are  a  social  inconvenience— 
a  social  mischief ;  but  it  would  be  ridi- 
culous to  speak  of  them  in  connection 
with  such  a  question  as  the  legislative 
restraint  of  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
Otherwise,  we  have  to  grant  that, 
whereas  in  1885  there  were  in  Ireland 
432  threiUening  letteie,  in  1886  there 
were  507  threatening  letters.  That  dif- 
ference in  the  increase  of  75  letters,  I 
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ground  on  wluoh  they  aek  FurliameDt 
to  give  its  sanction  to  an  extreme  mea- 
sure of  repression.  How  does  the  ease 
stand  with  reference  to  cases  other  than 
threatening  letters— because  that  is  the 
first  count  m  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  P  He  kept  back  the  6eures, 
but  I  hare  got  them.  He  prudentfy  had 
no  desire^— 

Thb  chief  SEORETAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfocb)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  They  are  all  before  the  House. 

MB.W.E.QLABSTONE:  Before  the 
House !  Before  the  compilers  of  public 
papera — before  those  who  can  go  and 
bury  themselves  in  the  papers  of  suc- 
cessive years,  and  in  the  library,  and  add 
up  the  figures,  and  do  the  work  which 
ought  to  be  done  in  Fublie  Offices  for 
them,  and  which,  on  eveiy  oocaaion  that 
I  have  known,  has  been  done. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  asked  me  for  a  Betum  of  the 
figures  a  few  days  ago.  I  put  it  in  the 
bands  of  those  whose  business  it  is  to 
prepare  such  Betums — and  the  Beturn 
is  DOW  on  the  Table  of  the  House— at 
the  first  opportuotty. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  In  supple- 
ment to  that,  Imay  say  I  return  my  tlmnks 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentteman  for  the  mercy 
he  has  shown  me.  I  am  not  finding 
fault  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
the  Ctovernment  for  want  of  courtesy.  I 
am  apeakina;  of  their  total  failure  to  dis- 
charge a  public  duty,  such  as  is,  by  usage 
and  preoedent,  bound  to  be  jpwformed 
by  tne  Government  asking  Farliament 
for  extreme  powers  of  this  kind.  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  has  ever 
read  of  the  way  in  which  Lord  Althorp 
introduced  the  Coercion  Bill  of  1833 — 
the  great  precursor  of  an  important 
series  of  measures  ?  He  wilt  find  that 
Lord  Althorp  did  as  Mr.  Forster  did  in 
1881.  He  at  once  put  before  the  House 
the  necessary  information.  I  will  not 
go  further  in  this  matter.  I  will  at  once 
put  the  House  in  possession  of  the  whole 
breadth  and  substance  of  the  Govern- 
ment's case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  80  far  towards  enlightening  us  when 
he  came  to  the  point  of  bis  speech  last 
night  as  to  say  that  there  had '  been  an 
increase  for  the  years  1885  and  1886, 
which  I  am  going  to  test  The  cases 
reported  in  1&5,  other  than  threatening 
letters,  vere  512.  The  cases  reported 
in  1886 — which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man desoribea  as  exhibiting  an  increase 


of  crime  that  has  had  to  do  with  and 
apparently  forms  the  main  part  of  the 
foundation  for  the  demand  for  what  he 
calls  an  extreme  measure— had  risen — 
how  much  does  the  House  think — from 
512  to  518.  [Zauffhtor  from  thi  Home 
Rvhra  and  cheert.']  I  shall  make  good 
my  point — my  tirst  assertion — of  the 
total  insufficiency  of  tlio  allegations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  support  of 
his  demand  of  such  a  grave  aad  extreme 
nature. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOXJR :  I  said  I  did 
not  rely  on  these  figures. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  rely  upon 
them,  why  did  he  use  them  ?  That  does 
not  in  the  least  mend  his  caa^  because 
our  contention  is — and  it  is  proved  by 
Farliamentary  history — that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  the  practice  of  Far- 
liament invariably  has  been,  has  failed 
to  produce  and  make  good  these  allega- 
tions of  an  exceptional  extension  of  the 
prevalence  of  crime,  as  the  necessary 
ground  for  an  application  for  increased 
stringency  of  the  law.  I  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  meet  that  allegation,  and 
overthrow  it  if  they  cau.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  rely 
upon  an  exceptional  state  of  crime  in 
order  to  justify  the  case  for  coercion. 
He  does  not  rely  upon  that  which  all 
Governments  and  all  Parliaments  have 
been  accustomed  to  give  as  an  essential 
condition.  Well,  Sir,  was  his  account 
of  the  charges  of  the  Judges  complete  ? 
I  get  no  answer. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  What  was  the 
point? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Hy  words 
are — Were  the  accounts  of  the  Judges' 
charges  complete  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  for  an  answer.  I  think 
my  account  of  the  Judges'  charges  was 
complete— for  the  counties  I  mentioned. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  What 
does  the  right.  Gentleman  say  in  regard 
to  the  County  of  Tippeiary  ?  Did  not  he 
quote  anecdotes  of  outrages  there?  I 
believe  he  did  in  the  County  of  Tippe- 
rary.  The  County  of  Tjiperary,  then, 
was  within  his  view.  Why  did  not  he 
pve  the  Judge's  charges  there  ?  I  have 
the  honour  ol  knowing  that  Judge,  be- 
cause he  vaa  Solicitor  and  Attorney 
General  in  a  Government  with  which  I 
had  the  honour  to  be  assmnated;  and 
he  is  a  man  whose  abilities  are  well 
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known  to  many  lion.  Members  of  this 
House.  But  the  charge  of  that  Judge 
was  totally  contrary  in  its  effect  to  the 
apparent  bearings  of  the  cbargos  quoted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I 
again  ask,  why  have  we  not  an  impar- 
tial and  complete  representation — if  it 
was  to  be  made  at  all — of  the  charges 
of  the  Judges  ?  And,  Sir,  what  were 
the  charges  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  far  as  the  extracts  are 
made  to  eoable  us  to  judge  ?  The  rest 
of  the  charges  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  reading.  They  were  totally 
different,  I  will  only  say,  from  the 
charges  which  I  have  commonly  heard 
quoted  to  influence  debate,  as  having 
been  delivered  by  Judges ;  because  the 
charges  upon  which  I  have  known  re- 
liance to  be  made  have  been  charges  in 
which  the  Judge  was  dealing  with 
judicial  facts,  ana  gave  his  opinion  upon 
those  judicial  facts,  and,  consequently, 
could  have  his  opinion  tested  by  men  of 
ordinary  reason  and  information.  But 
these  charges  were  passages  detached 
altogether  from  the  consideration  of 
judicial  facts.  They  were  passages 
soaring  into  the  region  of  speculation- 
In  more  cases  than  one  the  only  judicial 
fact  noticed  by  the  Judge  was  the  small- 
neas  and  ih9  fewness  of  the  offences; 
and  then  the  Judge  indulged  in  reason- 
ings in  order  to  prove  tbat  with  this 
amenoe  of  extensive  crime  there  was  a 
most  formidable  state  of  things,  in 
which  the  Judge  may  be  ri^t  or 
wrong,  but  in  respect  of  which  be  car- 
ried no  judicial  authority  whatever.  He 
is  entirely  exempted  himself  from  those 
tests  to  which,  in  his  ordinary  duty,  he 
is  subject  when  he  is  dealing  with  judi- 
cial facts  in  a  judicial  manner.  Then, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  on 
from  the  charges  of  the  Judges  to  the 
anonymous  evidence.  I  am  far  from 
saying  such  information  must  neces- 
sarily be  unreliable;  but  the  right  hon. 
Genueman  appeared  to  be  under  the 
impression  tbat  when  a  Minister  or  a 
Government  has  bad  certain  informa- 
tion, and  has  satisfied  himself  upon  it, 
he  has  nothing  to  do  but  to  come  down  to 
this  House  and  state  that  he  has  satis- 
fied himself  upon  it,  and  thereupon 
obtain  increased  stringency  of  the  law. 
Again,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Government  have 
emancipated  themselves  from  all  regard 
for  Parliamentaiy  precedent  and  usage. 

Mr.  n^.  E,  Gk4iton9 


There  is  an  alternative.  When  they 
have  got  a  very  g^ave  state  of  facta, 
either  in  Ireland  or  in  a  Colony,  or  in 
any  portion  of  the  country,  it  sometimea 
happened  tbat  it  would  be  too  great  a 
responsibility  for  the  Government  to 
take  upon  itself  the  production  of  the 
names  of  all  the  persons  who  have  been 
instrumental  in  establishing  that  state 
of  facts.  That  I  admit ;  but  the  course 
that  is  repeatedly  taken,  and  which  was 
taken  by  the  Government,  is  to  go  to  a 
Committee  of  this  Hous^  to  lay  before 
tbat  Committee  the  facts  and  the  names, 
and  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  tbat  Com- 
mittee to  cell  for  further  proceediagHt 
and  then  for  the  Oovemment  to  come  to 
this  House  forti6ed  with  the  judgment 
of  that  Committee  formed  from  all 
quarters  of  the  House.  Why  has  that 
not  been  done?  I  decline  to  accept 
unanimous  assurances  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think,  for  the 
first  time,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  this  duly 
ought  to  be  imposed  upon  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned 
one  pointed  case  of  outrage,  where  the 
name  was  withheld.  He  mentioned  one 
horrible  case  of  an  oatrage — I  am  not 
sure  whether  the  name  was  Hogan— an 
outrage  upon  a  ^irl,  where  her  hair  was 
removed  and  pitch  pouted  upon  her 
head.  It  was  a  veiy  Dad  and  abomin- 
able outrage  indeed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  wiA  perfect  «m- 
plicity,  appeared  to  think  that  removing 
of  the  hair  and  pouring  pitch  upon  the 
head  was  a  Nationalist  inventioQ.  If 
he  turns  to  his  Irish  history,  he  will  End 
it  was  an  invention  o!  the  Qovemora  of 
Ireland.  It  was  the  practice  of  the 
soldiery  and  the  yeomanry,  in  whose 
traditions  some  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  have  declared  their  glory,  in  the 
unhappy  and  disgraceful  period  preced- 
ing the  unhappy  incorporating  Union. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  an- 
other case  in  which  I  do  not  know  why 
the  name  was  withheld— a  ease  in  whin 
a  tradesman  had  apologized  to  the 
National  League  for  having  unwarily 
dealt  with  some  persona  that  he  ought 
not  to  have  deut  with.  Why  slioaU 
the  gentleman's  name  be  withheld  7  He 
had  made  good,  apparently,  his  footinr 
with  the  Nations  League.  He  had 
what  is  called  eaten  humble  pie.  He 
had  nothing  to  fear.  If  the  geatlemaa*s 
name  was  withheld,  it  was  withheld  fine 
fear  he  should  be  Boycotted  fhxn  jwj 
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different  quarters,  and  I  must  presume 
that  there  were  possibly  very  good  rea- 
sons for  withholding  the  name.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  proceeded  to 
the  point  that  referred  to  Bojcottiog. 
Some  hon.  Qentlemen,  under  an  irre- 
gular impulse,  which  it  is  always  best  to 
endeavour  to  suppress,  cried  out — "  How 
many  of  those  Boycotted  were  Protestant 
Home  Rulers?  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sneeriogly  said — "  Is  there  such 
a  thing  as  a  Protestant  Home  Buler 
outside  of  this  House  ?  "  Yes,  Sir;  there 
are  Protestant  Home  Bulers,  and  there 
are  Protestant  Home  Bulers  who  have 
oome  under  the  lash,  not  for  their  Pro- 
testanUsm,  but  for  their  Home  Bule, 
notwit^tanding  their  Protestantism. 
The  cases  are  very  rare  in  which  Boy- 
cotting does  anything  worse — and  (Jod 
knows  that  is  bad  enough— than  to  de- 
prive people  of  the  sole  and  honourable 
means  of  subsistence — some  persons  on 
account  simply  of  disapproval  of  their 
political  opinions.  Well,  Sir,  I  had  a 
case  made  known  to  me  a  few  weeks  ago, 
when  I  was  called  upon  to  subscribe  for 
the  support  of  a  Protestant  clergyman 
who  was  turned  out  of  his  curacy  in  the 
Disestablished  Church  for  this  reason — 
and  no  other  reason  was  even  alleged — 
that  he  was  a  Protestant  Home  Ruler. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  will 
examine  a  little,  will  find  that  there  are 
not  only  Protestant  Home  Rulers,  of 
whom  1^  may  hear  in  the  course  of  time, 
but  likewise  that  there  are  Protestant 
Home  Bulers  who  have  suffered  for  their 
opinion.  Well,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  sub- 
ject of  Boycotting.  That  really,  I  think 
— as  far  as  I  can  pretend  to  give  an 
opinion — is  pretty  well  the  founmitiott  of 
the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
because  the  rest — and  particularly  this 
part  of  it — is  either  of  a  very  insufficient 
character,  or  is  so  shrouded  by  the 
anonymous,  that  it  is  hardly  fit  that 
ordinary  Members  of  Parliament  should 
intrude  into  all  that  mystery  and  reserve. 
But  the  Boycotting  can  be  dealt  with, 
and  the  figures  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  good  enough  to  give  us 
across  the  Table  at  our  request  showed 
that  there  was  a  total  of  836  persons  in 
Ireland  either  partially  or  totally  Boy* 
cotted.  Now,  that,  I  am  not  wrong  in 
Baying,  appears  to  be  a  pimoipal  part^ — 
aye,  the  priaoipal  part--of  the  fonnda'- 
tion  for  Utis  extreme  dffluaud  i^Metb  ~ 
made  on  the  H^uae.  WlU 


that  ever  happened  before  ?  WhvA  hap  - 
pened  in  October,  1885?  In  October, 
1885,  there  were  partially  Boycotted  714, 
totally  Boycotted  165— total,  879.  The 
Qoveroment  have  836  casef,  and  they 
form  a  conclusive  ground  for  changing 
the  law  in  respect  of  liberty.  But  in 
1885  there  were  879  such  cases,  and 
they  formed  no  such  ground  at  that  date, 
which  was  a  month  before  the  General 
Election.  And  not  only  so,  but  Lord 
Salisbury  grappled  with  the  fact  that 
there  existed  this  large  number  of  Boy- 
cotted cases,  and  he  boldly  contended 
that  they  formed  no  ground  for  legisla- 
tion, and  it  could  not  be  dealt  with  by 
legislation.  I  ask  any  Member  of  the 
Government  who  may  next  enter  into 
this  debate  to  show  us  the  difference 
between  the  Boycotting  which  prevailed 
in  1885,  and  which  was  inaccessible  to 
legislation,  and  the  Boycotting  of  1887, 
which  not  only  is  to  be  accessible  to 
legislation,  but  which  is  to  form  a  main 
— the  main — ground  of  the  demand  of  the 
Government  for  it.  Beyond  this,  what 
have  we  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
except  generalities  ?  Intimidation!  "In- 
timidation," says  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  citing  from  a  high  authority 
— namely.  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer — '*  In- 
timidation is  rampant."  Yes,  Sir ;  but 
there  is  a  point  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  be  observed  in  order  to  form  a  sound 
and  thorough  comprehension  of  what  is 
meant  b^  intimidation.  Exclusive  deal- 
ing, which  in  the  general  sense  of  Boy- 
cotting— at  any  rate,  of  Boycotting  until 
it  assnmm  an  extravagant  form— is 
divided  by  a  thin  and  fine  line  from  in- 
timidation. Intimidation  is  a  word 
which  requires  much  sifting  and  scratany 
before  you  can  judge  what  valuo  at- 
taches to  it  as  the  demand  for  extra«Oon- 
stitutional  legislation.  Now,  Sir,  there 
is  one  mark  which  attaches  to  intimida- 
tion in  its  grosser  forms  which  is  in- 
fallible, and  it  is  this — that  intimidation, 
wherever  it  is  real  and  prompted  by  an 
illegal  spirit,  breaks  out  into  crime.  In 
1881,  when  we  had  to  propose  a 
great  measure  of  coercion  with  respect 
to  which  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  says — and,  I  believe, 
tightly — that  it  waa  an  ill- chosen  mea'- 
sure,  ourpropoiitioairaiitbiB— Hiatal  to 
tbfl  agitation  whiSI  *9itlt  then  wiried  oft 
"  whether  wo  were  ri^litorwnmgisnot 
lO— the  questiim  is  what 
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allegation  we  made  and  what  allegation 
was  generally  accepted  by  the  House  and 
felt  to  be  generally  necessary  for  our 
case — the  allegation  we  mode  was  that 
"  wherever  agitation  went  crime  dogged 
its  footsteps,  and  through  the  country 
crime  inoreaaedi  and  not  only  intimida- 
Uon,  but  intimidation  with  crime  and 
oatra^,  were  becoming  rife  through  the 
land  m  proportion  as  the  movement  then 
going  on,  being  generally  against  the 
payment  of  rent,  gained  head.  But  now 
the  admission  has  been  generally  made 
by  men  giring  a  cordial  and  almost  a 
delighted  support  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, though  some  of  them  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House — the  admission 
has  been  made  that  the  intimidation 
which  now  prevails  in  Ireland  is  gene- 
rally detached  from  crime  and  outrage. 
Do  not  let  them  suppose  that  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  entrap  them  in  quoting 
that  admission  or  assertion  of  theirs. 
Nothingofthe  kind.  Itisno  daogerous 
admission  or  assertion  made  by  them. 
It  lies  upon  the  face  of  the  facta,  because, 
whereas  the  essential  condition  of  any 
legitimate  or  tolerable  application  for  in- 
creased stringency  of  the  Oriminid  Law 
ia  that  ab3ulc(  prove  the  exceptional 
predominance  and  prevalence  of  outrage, 
it  is  admitted  and  undeniable  that  at 
this  moment  there  is  no  such  exceptiooal 
prevalence  and  predominance  of  out- 
rage. Therefore,  Sir,  this  intimida- 
tion, which  is  said  to  be  rampant, 
and  which  I  have  no  doubt  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  the  country  is  rampant 
— and  it  is  a  very  painful  circum- 
stance that  it  should  be  rampant  against 
any  individuals  in  the  exercise  of  their 
legal  rights — this  intimidation  seems  to 
be  generally  separated  from  outrage. 
That  is  the  last  ground  upon  which  Sie 
Government  appears  to  ]^ace  this  ex- 
traordinary demand  for  what  th^  de* 
scribe  as  an  extreme  measnre.  We 
have,  therefore,  this  extraordinary  state 
of  things — ^that  the  demand  is  now  made 
upon  uie  reformed  House  of  Commons 
to  do  what,  in  opinion,  would  be  one 
of  the  most  formidable  breaches  of  trust 
that  any  popular  Assembly  possibly 
could  perpetrate.  [Xai^A^r.]  I  wish 
I  could  qualify  these  words.  I  do  not 
dispute  the  taste  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  On 
the  contrary,  I  assure  them  that  if  I  use 
a  word  beyond  the  necessities  of  the 
case,  as  I  measure  it,  I  would  gladly 
■often  it.   In  my  opinion,  it  woud  be 
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one  of  the  very  gravest  and  grossest 
breaches  of  trust  which  a  Bepresenta- 
tire  Assembly  could  commit  to  relax  the 
conditions  upon  which  alone  it  has  been 
its  rule  to  give  a  sanction  to  changes 
in  the  Criminal  Law  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  it  increased  stringeocpr  against  a 
particular  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 

Iects.  No  case.  Sir,  in  my  judgment. 
Las  been  made  for  such  a  demand; 
there  has  not  even  been,  I  might  almost 
say,  the  shadow  of  a  ease  presented  to 
satisfy  the  ordinaiy  conditioas;  while 
on  Uie  other  side  there  faas  been  a  can- 
did  confession  of  the  absence  of  eridence. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
good  enough  to  give  us  a  sketch  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  no  fanh 
of  his  if  a  person  like  myself,  or  many 
other  persons,  felt  it  impossible  to  form 
any  accurate  estimate  of  the  exact  value 
and  extent  of  each  provision  as  he  de- 
livered it.  We  shall  certainly  asJc  for 
full  opportuaity  to  examine  its  provisiou 
when  they  come  before  us  m  proper 
shape.  We  shall  ask  and  press  reason- 
able requests  to  the  effect  that,  in  the 
first  place,  every  RepresentatiTe  of  an 
Irish  constituency,  and,  in  the  seeaid 
place,  that  every  Bepresmtatiir*  of  a 
constituency  on  this  side  of  the  water 
who  values  liberty  himself,  or  who  knows 
that  it  is  valued  oy  those  who  sent  him 
here,  shall  have  full  and  ample  oppor- 
tunity to  sift  and  scrutinize  and  weigh 
the  extreme  proposals  which  the  Qo- 
veroment  have  felt  it  their  du^  to  plaee 
now  before  us.  I  shall  not,  therfore,  go 
into  particulars  now ;  but  I  shall  meti- 
tion  oul^  two  points.  The  first  is,  that 
Irish  tnals  in  the  oases  defined  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ore  to  be  hwd  in 
London  before  English  juries.  Th.mn 
have  been  some  sinister  predicttona  ia 
the  newspapers  of  a  proposal  this 
kind.  I  thought  it  my  do^  to  the  Qo- 
vernment  not  to  believe  them.  I  did 
not  believe  that  I  should  live  to  see  ^ 
day  when  a  proposal  so  wounding,  sa 
insulting,  so  exasperating,  so  nttor^  ta 
contrast  with  the  whole  of  the  Issmms 
that  Irish  history  teaches,  wonld  have 
been  submitted  to  a  British  Honse  of 
Commons.  We  shall  have  an  omot^*- 
nity  of  saying  more  upon  this  wnea  w« 
have  the  exact  definition  before  ns.  B«l 
this  I  know — that  as  trial  byjarj  Masw 
trial  by  our  Peers — trial  by  those  vha 
are  as  nearly  as  possible  in  tne  same  <ir* 
oumstanoes— aooordiog  to  the  fkfUMlto 
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language  of  modern  science,  in  the  same 
enTiroument — with  ourselves,  that  this 
is  the  exact  reveraal  of  that  fundamental 
principle  that,  whenever  we  do  interfere 
with  (rial  by  jury,  it  is  above  all  things 
to  be  dedred  that  jou  should  avoid  toe 
capital  and  fatal  error  of  sacri&cing  the 
substance  while  you  keep  the  form ;  and 
that  nothing  can  be  worse  than  to  give 
to  the  Irishman  the  orael  and  the 

grierous  wound  that  such  a  proposal  as 
lis  would  inflict.  I  never  saw  such  a 
blow  struck  at  the  national  feeling  of 
Ireland.  I  may  be  quite  wrong— I 
have  no  authority  on  the  subject — but 
the  impression  I  derive  from  anything  I 
know  EU)0ut  the  history  of  Ireland  is  that 
an  Irishman  feels  and  suffers  more  pro- 
foundly in  his  nationality  than  in  any 
other  thing  whatever.  I  might,  perhaps, 

Suote  a  famous  sentiment  of  Mr. 
I'Connell  to  illustrate  in  some  degree 
my  meaning.  Ur.  O'Oonnell,  as  a  very 
young  man  of  perhaps  25,  took  an  active 
part  and  gained  his  first  distinction  as 
an  opponent,  together  with  the  bulk  of 
the  Irish  Bar — much  to  their  honour — 
of  the  measures  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  a  portion  of  the  ascendancy 
party  in  enfoiciogtheljegiBlative  Union 
of  Ireland  against  the  will  of  the  nation. 
Mr.  O'Connell,  as  a  lawyer,  defended 
his  social  position,  but  he  solemnly  and 
publicly  declared  that  whatever  his  own 
individual  position  might  be,  he  would 
far  rather  see  the  whole  of  the  Penal 
Laws  restored  by  an  Irish  Parliament 
and  an  Irish  authority,  and  continue  to 
subsist  in  Ireland  under  Irish  authority, 
than  he  would  see  a  law  pass  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  away  the  national 
existence  of  Ireland  by  the  extinction  of 
her  Parliament  exercising  that  authority. 
X  think  if  hon.  Qeutlemen  opposite 
Tould  Qonstrue  that  declaration  in  the 
apirit  in  which  it  was  uttered,  they  would 
feel  that  there  was  a  ^reatdeal  of  noble* 
ness  in  that  declaration,  and  that  the 
country  where  it  was  ottered  was  a 
count^  where  national  feeling  was, 
above  all  things,  within  the  limits  of 
safety  and  prudence,  to  be  considered. 
Well,  Sir,  before  people  condemn  that 
excess  of  national  feeling,  if  it  be  an 
excess,  they  should  recollect  how  the 
whole  history  of  Ireland  has  gone  to  in- 
tensify that  feeling,  and  to  make  it  the 
governor  and  the  regulator  of  every 
other  feeling  that  the  people  possosscfl. 
If  thai  be  sp^  I  mtwt  owa  I  not 


believe — I  make  no  complaint,  imputa- 
tion, or  insinuation  against  the  honest 
intention  with  which  this  provision  has 
been  derised—but  I  claim  my  right  to 
form  an  impartial  estimate  of  it.  I  do 
not  believe  the  wit  of  man  could  possibly 
have  devised  a  scheme  more  likely  to 
aggravate  every  mischief  that  eidsts  in 
Ireland,  and  to  stimulate  rather  than 
allay  the  anti-naUonal  feeling  of  hatred 
and  enmity.  I  would  say  one  word  with 
reference  to  the  provision,  or  rather 
absence  of  provision,  as  toduration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  humorously  said 
that  the  absence  of  limitation  of  time 
compensated  for  the  presence  of  the 
limitation  of  space — a  limit,  however, 
apparently  entirely  dependent  on  the 
will  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  used  the 
words  "  intentional  limitation." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Well,  Sir, 
that  I  must  say  makes  one's  blood  run 
cold.  It  is,  indeed,  a  very  sad  state  of 
things  that,  after  87  years  of  the  work- 
ing of  the  Le^slative  Union — which 
wae,  no  doubt,  intended  by  many  even 
of  those  who  used  such  incredibly  guilty 
means  to  effect  it,  to  be  the  har- 
binger  and  certain  seal  of  peace  and 
goodwill  between  the  two  countries — 
after  three  generations  of  men  have 
gone  on  cobbling  at  the  business  of 
coercion,  struggling  as  we  could — with 
good  intentions,  no  doubt,  and  here  and 
there  with  intervals  when  the  sun  of 
liberty  might  rise  unclouded  upon  Ire- 
land— at  least  for  a  time — that  now, 
what  we  proposed  as  a  temporary  re- 
medy is  to  become  a  rule  for  the  sub- 
sistence of  the  Irish  people.  The  brand 
of  inferiority  is  to  be  placed  on  them  for 
ever,  and  they,  in  the  full  enjoyment  of 
a  representative  system,  are  expected  to 
acquiesce  in,  to  welcome,  and  to  embraoe 
and  hag  the  law  whiidi  salutes  them 
with  Buui  favours.  In  fact.  Sir,  this  is 
the  first  attempt,  as  far  as  I  know,  to 
work  into  an  affirmative  proposition  the 
contrary  to  that  which  has  often  been 
delivered  in  this  House  as  a  negative 
proposition.  I  believe  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  who 
first  declared  that  "force  is  no  remedy," 
and  that  expression  has  in  our  hearts 
and  sentiments  obtained  an  almost  uni- 
versal acceptinite.  Wo  are  now  colled 
upon  to  entirely  reverse  the  order  of  our 
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thoughts  and  proceedings  on  this  point, 
nnd  to  support  a  Bill  which  embodies 
thtf  affirmation  of  the  principle  that 
force  is  a  remedy.  This  Bill,  it  will  not 
bo  denied,  ia  a  complex  one  when  con- 
sidered as  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Law.  All  I  heard  of  it  last  night — al- 
though I  must  not  presume  to  speak  as 
a  lawyer — shows  that  it  is  a  complex 
measure,  and  I  need  nqt  apologize  to 
the  House  for  not  endeavouring  to  enter 
further  into  its  provisions,  such  as  in 
their  general  character  they  have  been 
described  by  the  (Jovemment.  Now,  by 
whom  are  these  provisions  to  be  carried 
into  law  ?  We  have  been  challenged, 
by  the  Qovemment  to  give  our  support 
to  the  Advisers  of  the  w>wn,  and  it  be- 
comes neoaBsaiy  to  examine  the  ques- 
tion not  only  of  what  is  the  action,  but 
who  are  to  be  the  agents.  Of  course, 
the  principal  agents  must  be  that  Party 
which  constitutes  the  largest — by  much 
the  largest — of  the  four  minorities  into 
which  this  House  is  divided.  They  will 
supply  numerically  the  strength  of  the 
Divisions  by  which  the  matter  will  be 
decided.  What  is  their  responsibility  ? 
In  my  opinion,  a  very  great  respon- 
sibility, and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  it  is  far  from  being 
the  greatest.  If  this  Bill  is  to  be 
carried,  I  cannot  despair  that  some  of 
these  Gentlemen— I  cannot  but  cherish 
the  hope  that  if  they  think  the  case  pro- 
duced by  the  Government  requires  coer- 
cive prnvisions,  would  yet  shrink  from 
some  portions  at  least  of  this  Bill,  espe- 
cially from  such  unheard-of  portions  as 
those  to  Thi(di  I  have  lately  ref4»red.  I 
cherish  that  hope,  and  will  not  abandon 
it,  because  I  have  seen  this — that  Gen- 
tlemen of  Conservative  opinions  go  to 
Ireland  with  upright  English  minds, 
and  warm  English  hearts,  though  per- 
haps with  a  bias  against  Ireland,  to 
a  certain  extent,  but  with  no  hope- 
less obstinate,  incurable  determination 
or  hatred  against  her,  who  after  a 
little  time  have  come  to  change  their 
views  as  to  Ireland.  I  see  that  Lord 
Carnarvon  goes  to  Ireland  and  adopts 
opinions  to  an  extent  not  precisely  de- 
fined in  favour  of  Irish  national  aspira- 
tions. Sir  Eobert  Hamilton  went  to 
Ireland,  and  for  all  I  know  he  may  have 
been  as  good  a  Tory  when  he  went  there 
as  any.  [£V«#o/'"«o,  nol "]  Does  any 
Gentfeman  happen  to  knov  the  con- 
trary ?  This  I  can  say— because  I  had  a 
hand  in  sending  him  there — that  he  was 
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not  sent  there  as  a  Liberal*  and  I  never 
heard  in  my  life  that  fae  was  a  liiberaL 
He  certainly  had  not  the  smaUest  ele- 
ment of  a  Home  Huler  in  him  ;  but  he 
appeared  to  me  a  fair  average  of  the 
best  men  in  the  British  OiTil  Service, 
with,  probably,  no  strong  political  opi- 
nions.    Undoubtedly,  all  his  prepoMcs- 
sions  were  adverse  to  Home  Bule,  but 
his  mind  and  his  heart  were  open,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  what  hon.  Gentle- 
men think  were  his  sentiments  when  he 
left?  WeU,  Sir,  I  will  not  speak  of  other 
distinguished  gentlemen;  but  I  know 
there  are  other  distinguished  gentlemen 
in  the  Irish  Oivil  Service  at  this  moment 
who  have  gone  to  Ireland  and  under- 
taken practical  work  in  connection  with 
the  Land  Act,  and  who  have,  in  otmse- 
quence,  become  profoundly  oonvinoed 
that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  ns  all  to 
grant  Irdand  self-government  in  hat 
local  affairs.    I  therefore  do  not  despair 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  nor  will  I 
presume  to  censure  too  severely  the 
course  taken  by  any  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  they  must  not  censure  me  unices 
they  can  reply  to  me,  because  I  am  un- 
able to  give  the  vote  which  is  going  to 
be  given  or  has  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Birmingham,  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Hossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  by  my  right  hon.  Friwd 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J. Chamberlain),  and  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Buiy 
(Sir  Henry  James).  Can  I  be  wrong — 
can  I  deserve  censnre-^when  these  great 
and  tried  friends  of  liberty  give  such 
votes  ?  I  am  not  now  saying  whether  the 
vote  is  right  or  wrong.   I  am  not  cen- 
suring them — I  am  asking  where  the 
responsibility  lies  ?  Numerically,  it  so 
happens  that  although  the  highly  dis- 
tinguished section  of  Liberal  politicians 
to  whom  I  refer  is  the  smallest  of  the 
four  minorities  in  this  House,  although 
the  Party  opposite  is  far  more  numerous, 
yet,  numerically,  the  cast  is  in  their 
hands,  but  I  do  not  look  so  much  to  the 
numerical  as  at  the  moral  responsibility. 
The  moral  resiionsibility,  in  my  opinion, 
covers  and  shields  the  action  of  hon. 
Gentiemen  opposite  in  a  manner  such 
as  their  best  hopes  could  scarcely  have 
conceived.    It  cannot  be  supposed  that 
I  am  questioning  the  responsibility  of 
otherSf  or  that  I  am  questioning  the 
title  and  the  duty  of  my  noble  ^end 
and  my  right  hon.  Friends  and  others  to 
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whom  I  have  referred,  to  act  according 
to  their  own  coDBciences  in  this  matter. 
Thej  have  done  that.  They  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  do  it.  AVe  all  have  a  right  to 
give  application  to  our  principles,  to 
speak  for  ourselves,  to  determine  for 
ouraelTes,  and  act  for  ourselves  in  this 
most  solemn  matter ;  and  to  make  it  a 
matter  of  personal  complaint  and  petty 
bickerings  is,  in  my  opiuion,  morally 
wrong  and  intellectually  futile,  childish, 
and  contemptible.  Each  GenUeman  re- 
tains his  right  of  full,  free  agency  as 
muoli  at  least  as  we  do,  though  he  eould 
hardly  do  more,  and  his  whole  duty  is 
to  act  according  as  his  judgment  and 
constnence  dictates.  Still,  they  cannot 
oonceat  from  themselves  that  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  they,  and  none  but  they, 
shall  lay  upon  Ireland  the  yoke  that  is 
now  proposed  to  lay  upon  her — with- 
out production  of  any  of  the  proofs 
which  it  has  been  the  uniform  practice 
of  Parliament  to  require  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  supply— to  lay  upon  Ireland  the 
yoke  which  would,  certainly,  be  ques- 
tioned. If  I  speak  thus  freely  of  others, 
I  do  not  flinch  from  admitting  the  re- 
sponsibility that  rests  upon  those  who 
Bit  in  this  portion  of  the  House,  and 
who  form  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  even  in  the  House,  and  still  more 
in  the  country.  The  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
made  an  appeal  to  us.    He  said— 

'*  I  have  aaid  this  was  the  first  time  that  a 
Coerci<m  Bill  had  ever  heea  proposed  without 
the  anent  of  the  two  great  Partiei  in  this 
House." 

The  citation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  quite  inaccurate,  and  the  correction 
that  I  hastily  supplied — though  I  think 
it  was  a  great  improvement  on  the 
citation — was  not  as  accurate  as  it  might 
have  been.  I  have  the  power  of  refe- 
rence. I  never  said,  as  far  as  I  know, 
anvthing  about  the  case  of  all  Coercion 
Bills  in  that  respect.  What  I  think  I 
said  was,  that  I  spoke  of  the  case  of  the 
Bill  of  1881 ;  and  I  said  my  experience 
was,  and  my  language  was  at  ^  time, 
that  we  never  could  have  carried  that 
Bill  except  by  the  general  concnrrence, 
amounting  nearly  to  unanimity,  of  the 
whole  of  the  Members  for  Great  Britain. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  standing  upon 
that  ground,  says  that  it  ha.a  been  tho 
uniform  practice  of  tfi'O  Opposition  of 
the  day  to  support  the  proposals  of  the 
Ministry  of  the  day  in  the  main  and  in 


the  bulk.  I  suppose  he  meant,  and 
without  reference  to  details,  for  in- 
creasing the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
quite  inaccurate,  and  has  not  borne  in 
mind  the  Bill  of  1846,  on  which  not 
only  did  the  bulk  of  the  regular  Oppo- 
sition refuse  to  support  the  Ministry  of 
the  day,  but  they  actually  threw  out  the 
Ministry  of  the  day  upon  it.  But  the 
question  is,  whether  we  are,  in  conse- 

auence  of  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
-entleman,  to  abandon  the  attitude 
which  we  have  taken  up?  Now,  Sir,  in 
my  opinion,  we  cannot  abandon  it,  and 
we  cannot  abandon  it  for  the  sake  of 
the  Government,  as  well  as  for  our  own 
sakes.  A  great  change  has  been  brought 
about  in  Ireland ;  and  I  believe  it  is 
quite  true  that,  though  grave  social  evils 
may  remain  in  the  country,  and  must 
remain  until  serious  legislative  changes 
take  place  and  have  had  time  to  work, 
yet  the  position  assumed  by  the  bulk  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  this  country  has 
had  the  effect  of  applying  a  singular  and 
a  most  valuable  mitigation  uf  what 
might  have  been  a  most  intolerable  evil. 
You  must  recollect  what  is  involved  in 
these  two  propositions,  both  of  which 
seem  to  be  undisputed — one,  that  in 
other  times  intimidation,  exdusivo 
dealing,  and  strong  public  feeling 
a^iainst  the  administrators  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  habitually  broke 
out  into  extensive  outrage,  telling  its 
own  tale  in  the  statistics  of  the  country ; 
but  now  this  had  ceased,  and  although 
there  is  a  stronger  feeling  than  there 
ever  was,  and  a  more  national  feeling 
than  there  ever  was,  with  which  the 
Government  feel  themselves  in  conflict, 
yet  it  ie  admitted,  although  that  national 
feeling  is  charged  as  the  author  of  com- 
bination and  intimidation,  that,  as  a 
rule,  this  combination  and  intimidation, 
whether  mischievous  or  otherwise — that 
I  am  not  going  to  discuss  —  has  not 
broken  out  into  outrage.  Have  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite— have  the  present 
Govemment—GOttsidered  the  enormous 
change  that  baa  been  brought  about  in 
Ireland  as  regards  legality  and  as  re- 
gards abstinence  from  violence  and 
crime  ?  If  not,  let  them  listen  to  the 
case  which  I  will  give  them  in  less  than 
a  minutf"  ns  it  stood  ia  1832,  and  why  I 
quoted  it  m  a  speech  Inst  year  on  ttie 
Sth  Aniril.  Is  J«3.?  'ii  liomicidea  in 
Xretaoi^i'^VkM^Jii'  i  "'  '  ^^''^7  were  65. 
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The  cases  of  attempts  to  kill,  happily  un- 
fulfilled, in  1832  were  209;  in  1885  they 
were  37.  Serious  offences  of  all  other 
kinds  ia  1832  were  6,014  ;  in  1885  they 
were  1,057.  The  total  numher  of  the 
whole  criminal  offences  in  Ireland  in 
1832  were  14,000;  in  1885  they  were 
2,682.  It  is  right  to  bear  in  mind  that 
there  has  heen  a  large  diminution  of 
population  since  1832.  On  account  of 
that  diminution,  reduce  the  offences  in 
1832  to  bring  about  a  corresponding  re- 
duction from  14,000  odd  to  10,000;  and 
the  case  stands  thus— that  the  whole 
criminal  offences  in  Ireland  upon  the 
same  population  in  the  course  of  these 
53  years  had  diminished  to  one-fourth 
of  what  these  were.  It  is  under  these 
circumstances  when  you  find  your  diffi- 
culty in  your  way — and  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  diminish  or  extenuate  the  diffi- 
culty —  tb  at  an  extreme  measure  in 
restraint  of  liberty,  and  in  augmentation 
of  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
first  offers  itself  to  your  judgment  and 
to  your  hands.  Why  is  it  that  this  has 
been  the  case  ?  It  has  been  because,  in 
a  certain  sense — I  am  sorry  to  say  a  very 
qualified  and  partial  sense,  in  a  very 
chequered  sense — the  process  of  relief 
hasbeen  sadly  intermittent.  Tfaiaperiod 
since  1832  has  been  the  first  period  that 
any,  even  of  the  most  sanguine  and  the 
mildest  Judges  of  Ireland,  have  been 
acoostomed  to  recognize  as  the  period  of 
reparatimi  or  improvement  in  British 
legislaUon.  I  heu^  an  hon.  Gentleman 
the  other  day,  in  an  animated  speech, 
say — "  Sorely  we  have  a  long  period  of 
atonement  and  reconciliation?'  That 
was  a  speech  made  from  that  side  of  the 
House — "  atonement  and  reconciliation  " 
—and  the  language  from  that  side  of 
the  House.  What  have  been  the 
"  atonement  and  reconciliaUon  ?  "  Mea- 
sures which  your  conscience  has  always 
compelled  you  to  denounce.  Such  has 
been  the  general  effect  even  during  the 
whole  of  diat  long  period  of  very  parti^ 
measures  of  benevolence,  very  partial 
forms  of  amended  procedure,  on  the 
part  of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Now, 
since  the  Qeneral  Ejection  of  1885,  since 
the  deliberate  Oonstitational  declaration 
of  the  Totoe  of  Ireland,  ainoe  the  iudg- 
ment  of  the  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was  passed  upon  that  application,  to  Uie 
effect  that  it  was  safe  and  just  and 
ought  to  be  complied  with,  Uie  attitude 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  has  been  re- 


moved  from  crime  and  outrage  in  ft  de- 
gree never  before  known.  Why  has 
there  been  this  severance  between  intimi- 
dation and  the  natural  consequences  of 
intimidation?  Why  have  you  totally 
failed  to  make  good  the  proof  which,  in 
alt  other  applications  for  coercive  legisla- 
tion, has  been  made  in  abundance  before 
the  House  ?  Because  the  Irish  peopJe 
know  that  they  had  here  a  lai^,  if  aa 
insufficiently  large,  body  of  men  who 
had  deliberately  adopted  their  intsgeeta 
as  the  interests  of  the  Nation  and  the 
Empire,  and  were  ready  to  abide  by  then 
to  the  last.  Oonseqnently,  Sir,  m  m 
view,  if  we  were  to  accede  to  the  ■ppoak 
made  by  the  Members  of  the  Qovera- 
ment  and  to  adopt  their  langoage,  «• 
should  do  them  no  good ;  we  ahooM  aot 
only  do  oursehrea,  bnt  them  alao,  an 
infinity  of  harm ;  and  I  believe  their  first 
effect  would  be  and  must  be  a  retro- 
gression of  the  Irish  people  in  the  great 
social  progress  that  they  have,  happily, 
made,  an  increase  of  the  space  they  have 
yet  to  traverse  before  they  arrive  at  a 
thoroughly  satisfactory  oonclosion  aada 
decided  return  towards  a  oonditioa  of 
things  which,  I  r^oice  to  say,  throogh 
well-meant,  even  if  partial  efltorts,  has 
in  great  ^art  passed  away.  We  ban 
upon  us,  m  my  opinion,  a  very  great 
responsibility,  because  although  we  are 
a  minori^— and  it  is  not  the  minari^, 
but  the  minority  which  previla  ■ 
doubtedly,  I  grant  that  the  somerieol 
strength  whiohwe  ^veto  theoppoaitaoa 
to  this  Bill  randen  it  a  mora  foraudable 
opposition,  and  I  will  not  affsct  the 
humility  of  denying.  I  believe  it  wiO 
carry  very  considerable — possibly  mora 
than  very  considerable— weight  wiA 
large  portions  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  have  a  duty  as  wfXi  aa  own- 
ing reBponsibility  for  othera  I  do  ex- 
actly the  same  for  myaelf  and  for  all 
those  who  may  be  at  all  dispoeed  to 
claim  partnership  with  me  or  to  givaae 
the  slightest  portion  of  their  eonaJsoe^ 
and  I  say  for  myself  and  for  any  of  thaa 
who  allow  me  to  ask  for  them  we  hot* 
a  power — graater  or  smaller— but  a  nol 
power  to  aasiat  the  Iriah  pe(^e  and  la 
commend  their  case  to  the  people  of  ttia 
country;  but  it  ia  a  power  whkk  da- 

{ lends  upon  thmr  moderation  and  tkair 
egality.  So  long  as  we  oontinaeto  fiad 
that  the  action  we  pursue  haa  had  ^ 
effect  of  depriving  the  Qovwamaat  ef 
those  mat^als  of  ertsunol  atatiiyes 
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vhich  in  all  other  cases  tlie  Government 
have  produced  in  order  to  obtain  more 
stringent  l^ielation ;  so  long  aa  we  find 
that  oar  course  powerfully  tends  to  pro- 
duce this  restraint  of  crime,  bo  long, 
undoubtedly,  we  shall  be  bound  and 
shall  rejoice  to  see  others  persevering  in 
it ;  and  I  trust  that — be  we  few  or  many 
—and  I  believe  we  are  many,  and  we 
shall  be  more  — — and  I  believe 
that  that  belief  of  mine  is  shared  by 
many  men — not  by  all  men — shared  by 
many  men  vho  do  not  concur  in  our 
opinions.  With  that  belief  we  certainly, 
as  I  hope,  shall  resist  this  deplorable 
proposal,  and  shall  still  remain  con- 
Tinced  that  in  resisting  it,  and  in  serring 
the  cause  of  Irdand,  we  are  still  more 
essentially  and  effecrtu^y  serving  the 
cause  of  Britain  and  its  world*wide 
Empire. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscBEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Sir,  the  Gomnment 
are  not  unaware  of  the  immense  respon- 
sibili^  which  is  placed  upon  them  by 
the  Bill  they  are  now  introducing ;  nor 
are  they  unaware  of  the  degree  to  which 
their  difficulties  will  be  increased  by  the 
fact  that  the  regular  Opposition  will  do 
their  utmost  to  defeat  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, in  his  eloquent  peroration, 
spoke  of  the  assistance  which  was 
rendered  to  the  Executive  Government, 
by  the  fact  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
Liberal  Party  are  now  united  to  the 
National  League,  and  of  the  restraints 
which  are  in  consequence  imposed. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian):  Ididnotsay  that. 
I  think,  Sir,  it  was  s  slip  of  the  tongue 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  said  nothing  of  a  union  between  the 
Idberal  'Party  and  the  National  League. 

Mr.  GOSGHEN  :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  then 
understand  that  there  is  no  "  union " 
now  between  the  Liberal  Party  and  the 
National  League ;  but  I  listened,  I  can- 
not say  with  what  anxiety,  to  hear  from 
the  ex-Prime  Minister  some  words  con- 
demning the  action  of  the  National 
League,  which  has  substituted  its  own 
authority  for  the  authority  of  the  Queen 
throughout  Ireland.  I  listened,  however, 
in  vain.  I  did  not  hear  a  single  expres- 
sion fall  from  his  Hps  which  would  seem 
to  condemn*  any  of  the  processes  of  the 
National  Ijeagua   The  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman does  not  object  to  that  statement ; 
but,  having  regard  to  what  has  fallen 
from  hon.  Menu)erB  opposite,  who  either 
belong  to  the  National  League,  or  sup- 
port it,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  know 
on  what  ground  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  say  that  there  is  no  union  be- 
tween the  Liberal  Party  and  the  Na- 
tional League.  Or  is  his  contradiction 
confined  to  this— that  he  did  not  say  in 
so  many  words  that  there  is  such 
union  ?  In  some  signi6cant  words  which 
fell  from  him  in  his  last  senteoces  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  legality 
and  moderation  in  connection  with  the 
present  attitude  of  Irish  Nationalists. 
"Legality  and  moderation"  were  his 
words,  and  I  rejoice  that  there  is  so  much 
of  these  qualities  nqw  displayed  in  the 
cause  of  the  National  League — whatever 
that  cause  may  be  —  and  that  the 
League  is  not  stained  with  outrage  at 
the  present  time  to  the  same  extent 
as,  even  to  judge  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  has 
been  stained  in  the  past.  But  does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think 
that  if  there  has  been  a  cessation 
of  outrages  it  has  been  in  deference 
to  the  union  which  the  Nationalists 
have  established  with  the  bulk  of 
the  Liberal  Party  ?  Sir,  we  rejoice 
in  the  fact ;  but  I  ask  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  consider  the 
danger  which  is  involved  in  the  admis- 
sion made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Supposing  that  the  union  between  the 
LibOTal  Parly  and  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Nationalist  Party  should  not  eon- 
tinue  so  cordial  as  at  present,  and  sap- 
posing  the  present  Ghtverument  to  be 
expelled  fnHu  power,  and  the  Liberal 
Party  to  rstnm  to  power,  and  supposing 
that  the^  could  not  meet  the  views  of 
the  Nationalist  Party  from  Ireland, 
where,  then,  would  be  these  influences  of 
moderation  and  legality?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party  would 
then  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  National 
League.  [^Cheera  and  ironical  laughter 
from  the  aome  Rule  Member^.']  I  am 
deducing  this  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  a  most 
dangerous  argument  to  insist  on — that 
the  absence  of  outrage  in  Ireland  is 
simply  due  to  a  temporary  alliance  of 
Parties.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  this  by 
way  of  offence,  but  as  a  wamiog  of 
danger.  In  the  opening  of  the  speech 
die  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
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Ixitbian  he  found  fault  with  the  Qovern- 
meut  because  we  had  urged  this  matter 
ou.  He  again  alluded  to  the  reproach 
he  brought  against  us  a  few  days  ago 
— that  we  were  suppressing  individual 
initiative.  I  admit  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly 
conclusive,  if,  as  he  seems  to  consider, 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  is  not  so 
dangerous  to  every  interest,  both  of 
Ireland  and  of  Great  Britain,  as  it 
appears  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Goremment,  and 
the  great  migority  of  the  peo^  of 
Chreat  Britain  believe,  to  use  a  strong 
but  not  at  all  an  exaggerated  expres- 
sion, that  the  state  of  Ireland  is  in- 
tolerable, and  that,  notwithstanding  the 
statistics  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred,  the  Government 
would  be  disgraced  which  allowed  with 
equanimity  such  a  state  of  things  to 
continue.  We  do  not  desire  to  leave 
Ireland  in  its  present  condition;  we  de- 
sire to  amend  the  law  for  the  punish- 
ment of  criminals,  and  then  to  proceed 
with  our  other  Irish  legislation.  Several 
times  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
itus  Bill  as  our  remedy.  We  have  stated 
over  and  over  again  that  this  Bill  is  not 
our  remedy,  and  that  we  look  to  land 
legislation  to  be  the  true  remedy  for 
Ireland.  We  wish  to  pass  this  Bill,  in 
order  to  frustrate  designs  which  would 
render  nugatory  our  measuree  of  land 
le^slation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eaid  this  Bill  stood  ga.unt  and  bare.  But 
that  is  not  so.  This  measure  is  only 
part  of  a  much  larger  programme,  and 
its  first  object  is  to  secure  that  liberty 
to  all  classes  of  the  people  without  which 
all  remedial  measures  would  be  futile. 
[^Ironical  cheers  and  laughter  from  the  Home 
Jiule  Benchet.']  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  were  extremely  sensitive 
to  the  slightest  interruption  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  admit  that,  after 
his  50  years'  experience  and  service,  he 
is  entitled  to  special  consideration  ;  but 
at  the  sune  time  hon.  Gentlemen  will,  I 
hope,  recognize  that  others  are  also  en- 
titled to  a  patient  hearing.  I  was  stating 
that  our  intentions  are  misrepresented, 
for  fhis  measure  is  intended  to  restore 
to  Ireland  that  liberty  which  is  necessary 
to  the  snoiess  of  any  reforms  whatever. 
Let  me  now  allude  to  a  point  on  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  much  to  say,  but 
which  was  scarcely  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  to  the 
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amount  of  intimidation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  great  stress  ou  statistics, 
and  seemed  to  argue  that,  unless  it  could 
be  shown  by  statistics,  that  outrages  bad 
largely  increased,  there  was  no  ground 
for  interference.  The  contention  of  the 
Government  is  of  a  different  character. 
We  say  that  the  very  triumph  of  lawless- 
ness explains  the  fact  that  outrages  are 
not  so  numerous  as  they  have  sometimes 
been.  The  National  League  has  estab- 
lished  its  supremacy  in  almoKt  eveiT 
comer  of  Ireland,  and  hence  the  absence 
of  those  crimes  which  before  were  com- 
mitted for  the  purpose  of  attaininK  this 
end.  Does  it  stnke  hon.  Qenuemen 
opposite,  as  a  great  advance  in  civilixa- 
tion,  that  the  National  Leagae  is  at 
present  supreme  in  the  greater  part  of 
the  country  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  no  allusion  to  the  tyranny  of 
the  League.  He  spoke  of  the  modera- 
tion and  legality  of  the  League. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  nothing  of 
the  moderation  and  legality  of  the 
League. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Well,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  ?  I  must  press 
him  for  an  answer. 

Me,  W,  E,  GLADSTONE :  I  said 
that  our  power  to  assist  the  Irish  peoi^e 
depended  on  th^  moderation  and  le- 
gality, 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  Not  oponthe  mode- 
ration and  legality  of  the  League? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Upon  the 
moderation  and  leg^itgr  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  Irish  people. 

Me.  GOSOHEN:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  relying  upon  the  modera- 
tion of  the  Leaders  of  the  Irish  people, 
does  he  rely  upon  moderation  such  as 
we  heard  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  ?  Be- 
fore I  deal  with  the  particular  point 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  let 
me  say  a  word  upon  the  manner  in 
which  reforms  are  frustrated  at  present 
by  the  National  League.  I  wish  to 
establish  this  point,  bMause  it  disposes 
of  the  assertion  that  we  say  that  force  is 
the  only  remedy.  What  we  say  ia  that 
it  is  necessary  in  order  that  reforms  may 
have  free  play  that  the  administxation 
of  justice  should  once  more  be  made 
effectu^.  But  I  have  to  answer  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  inquiries  which  he  has  made. 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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vas  as  coDspicuous  for  vhat  was  not  ia 
it  as  for  that  which  it  contained.  I  did 
not  hear  one  word  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  condemnation  of  the 
violent  lan^age  with  which  the  Judges 
of  the  Irish  Bench  were  yesterday 
assailed  —  Judsea  most  of  whom  had 
been  appointed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself.  They  were  appointed 
by  the  rieht  hon.  QenUeman,  and  never 
in  this  House  hu  anyone  listened  to 
a  more  violent  attack  on  those  Judges 
than  we  heard  from  one  who  is  now 
engaged  in  the  same  campaign  as  the 
right  hon.  Q«ntleman,  and  whose  speech 
was  enthusiastically  cheered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Have  we  come  to  this 
—that  the  Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland  is 
not  to  be  supported,  or  that  attacks  on  its 
occnpants  may  be  passed  over  in  silence 
by  ex-Prime  Ministers  and  ex -Ministers  ? 
I  hope  that  before  this  debate  closes  we 
ma^  have  some  expression  of  regret 
which  may  show  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  however  anxious  hon.  Members 
opposite  are  to  redress  their  grievances 
tn^  do  not  share  in  that  view  of  the 
Irish  Bench  which  is  produmed  aloud 
by  their  allies — ^I  fear  in  audi  a  manner 
BB  greatly  to  increase  the  difKcolties  with 
which  that  Bench  has  to  deal.  I  was 
about  to  speak  of  free  sale  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  frustrated  by  the 
League.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  because  free  sale  illustrates 
the  value  of  the  tenancy  at  the  existing 
rent,  therefore  that  boon,  which  was  given 
to  the  Irish  tenants  by  Parliament,  is  at 
the  present  time  being  withheld  by  the 
action  of  the  League,  lest  it  should  be 
seen  that  there  are  men  willing  to  take 
tenancies  at  existing  rents?  Are  hon. 
Members  not  aware  of  this?  Let  me 
tell  them  of  an  instance.  There  were 
two  tenants  who  were  hopelessly  insol- 
Tont^  who  owed  rents  for  three  or  four 
yean.  [/ntomipfMn.]  [Mr.  T.  M. 
Hbaxt:  Quote  the  case.1  I  am  speak- 
ing of  what  I  know.  I  now  this  from 
the  landlord  to  whom  it  hrapened. 
{Ironical  Hons  RuU  laugkttr.']  Then  do 
hon.  Members  not  believe  the  landlord  ? 
[An  hon.  Meubbb  :  Very  often  not.]  I 
am  sorry  once  more  to  have  to  turn  away 
from  my  point ;  but  this  is  so  suggestive 
that  I  would  put  it  to  the  House  and  to 
the  general  public.  No  evidence  seems 
to  be  accepted  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  unless  it  comes  from  their 
own  friends.    Th^  do  not  aooept  the  I 


evideoce  of  landlords ;  I  do  not  think 
they  accept  the  evidence  of  agents ;  they 
do  not  accept  the  evidence  of  the  police, 
of  Government  officials,  of  Judges,  of 
anybody  connected  with  the  Executive 
Government,  or  of  gentlemen  who 
write  to  Members  of  this  House.  I 
should  like  to  know  whose  evidence 
they  do  believe  ?  [Xaw^A/tfr  nxf  inter- 
rttptioH.']  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  will  remember  that  we  are 
not  speaking  exclusively  to  convince 
them  —  indeed,  it  would  be  a  hope- 
less task — but  to  put  our  case  before  the 
British  public ;  and  the  British  public 
will  know,  and  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Front  Bench  will  know, 
whether  it  is  right  to  disregard  the  evi* 
dence  of  magistrates,  of  police  inspec- 
tors, of  landlords,  and  of  agents,  and 
only  to  accept  the  evidence  of  those 
who  are  connected  with  the  National 
League.  That  is  the  essence  of  thd  de- 
mand that  is  made.  If  any  speaker  says 
that  he  has  heard  anything  Irom  police- 
men  or  magistrates,  or  anybody  not  con- 
nected with  the  League,  there  is  a  loud 
peal  of  laughter  from  hon.  Members  op- 
posite. "We  may  understand  what  it 
meims  in  this  House ;  but  it  ia  not  so 
easily  understood  outside  the  House. 
At  all  events,  let  us  establish  this  point 
in  this  most  important  debate — that  there 
are  truthful  men  in  Ireland  even  outaide 
the  circles  of  the  National  League.  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  excuse  me  this 
long,  but  I  think  not  entirely  unneces- 
sary, digression.  I  was  about  to  relate 
the  case  of  two  tenants  who  were  three 
or  four  years  in  arrear,  and  were  hope- 
lessly insolvent.  The  landlord  offered 
one  of  them  £100,  and  the  other  £80, 
for  the  goodwill  of  the  land,  and  to  ex- 
cuse the  whole  of  the  arrears,  if  they 
would  leave  their  farms.  No;  they 
would  not  do  so.  The  parish  priest  waa 
commanioated  with,  and  he  made  this 
remark  to  the  landlord — "If  you  were 
to  offer  £1,000  they  would  not  daro  to 
accept  your  offer.  The  League  forbids 
it."  Is  not  thatcoeroion?  what  would 
be  the  good  of  our  introducing  a  mea- 
sure to  assist  the  tenants  if  the  National 
League  interfered  to  frustrate  it  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  now  frustrating 
free  sale?  Under  the  tyranny  to  which 
they  are  at  present  subjected  the  tenants 
can  on  no  conditions  accept  the  terms 
offered  to  them  either  by  the  landlords  or 
by  the  QoTemment,  in  any  form  that  is 
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repugnant  to  tbe  demandaof  tlieNational 
League.  I  hare  spoken  of  the  way  in 
whi^  attempts  are  made  to  coerce  the 
tenants.  I  will  now  plus  to  the  point 
on  which  my  right  hon.  I'riend  dwelt  so 
mueh— namely,  the  statistics  of  crime ; 
and  I  will  again  repeat  wliat  I  said  the 
other  day  with  respect  to  the  Uotion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley).  They 
simply  look  at  those  crimes  which  can 
be  put  into  statistics ;  and,  if  I  under- 
stand aright  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  then,  in  his  opinion,  Ire- 
land may  to-day  be  in  as  disturbed 
a  state  as  possible,  the  whole  law 
may  be  set  aside,  the  National  League 
reign  supreme  and  interfere  with 
every  department  of  civil  life,  may 
be  the  absolute  ruler  of  the  land,  and 
may  ruin  the  prosperity  of  the  country, 
and  cause  farms  to  lie  waste ;  but  if 
there  is  no  rising  barometer  of  crime, 
then  the  Government  is  to  stand  help- 
lessly by,  the  administration  of  justice 
is  not  to  be  carried  out,  and  we  are  to 
do  nothing.  That  has  not  always  been 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  What  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  with  regard  to  this?  He 
used  these  words — 

"  What  we  have  founded  ourselves  apon  haa 
been,  above  all  things,  the  failure  of  tbe  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  It  is  the  administration 
of  justice  which  constitutes  tbe  safot^  of  the 
private  individual,  and  which  u  the  true  guaran- 
tee both  of  rights  and  liberties." 

Well,  is  the  administration  of  jusUce 
satisfactory  at  the  present  moment? 
That  is  a  point  which  the  country  will 
understand,  and  it  is  one  which  was  not 
de^t  with  by  one  sentence  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  say  tiiat  j  ustioe  is 
administered  and  criminals  are  punished, 
but  only  that  there  are  not  sufficient 
statistics  to  enable  him  to  judge  of  the 
present  condiUon  of  Ireland.  The  House 
'will  remember  the  quotations  read  to  it 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  as  tu  the  charges  of  the 
Judges  in  Ireland.  They  were  alluded 
to  in  his  speech  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  he  spoke  as  if  the  Judges  had  gone 
out  of  their  way  in  describing  this  state 
of  things. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  In  the 
quotations. 

Mr.  Qmhm 


Mb.  G03C5EN:  I  do  not  quite 
understand  the  distinction. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  know 
nothing  but  the  quotatioaa.  The  quota- 
tions were  given  as  proofs  of  a  case,  and 
I  dealt  with  them  as  such. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  As  the  quotations 
stood  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  the  Judges  had  gone  beyond 
their  province,  and  that  what  they  say 
ought  not  to  be  considered  because  they 
were  not  dealing  with  any  specific  crimes 
which  had  been  committed?  I  do  not 
think  I  am  misrepresenting  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  strikes  me, 
though  I  may  very  possibly  be  wrong, 
that  the  people  of  England  will  not 
think  that  these  quotations  from  ttie 
charges  of  the  Irish,  Judges  can  be  set 
aside  on  the  technical  ground  that  th^ 
were  not  at  the  time  passing  ^udidu 
sentences  on  any  particular  crime.  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  this  once  more ; 
I  admit  tiiat  it  is  part  of  onr  case.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  says  we  hare  made 
out  no  case.  I  think  we  have  made  out 
this  case,  that  tbe  administration  of  jus- 
tice is  breaking  down  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland,  and  is  breaking  down  by 
the  confession  of  almost  every  party 
in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
administration  of  justice,  and  certainly 
those  who  are  concerned  in  the  detection 
and  prevention  of  crime  are  not  satis- 
fied. Here  is  what  Mr.  Justice  0*Briea 
says,  and  the  ex-IVime  Minister  will  not 
repudiate  bis  great  authori^ — 

'*  Ko  ponon  can  say  that  this  coontry  is  not 
worse  off  in  ever^  respect  than  it  was  five  yean 
ago—  worse  off  in  obedienw  to  the  law  " — 

so  says  the  Judge ;  but,  aa  it  was  not 
put  in  tabular  form,  it  is  of  no  account, 
and  we  have  got  no  Parliamentary 
case — 

«  wotse  off  in  the  pesca  and  seoori^  of  life  and 

property." 

Did  I  hear  an  hon.  Member  say  this  was 
monstrous  ?  Is  it  monstrous  ox  a  Judge 
to  have  said  it,  or  is  it  monstrous  on  my 
part  to  produce  it, 'or  is  it  not  monstrons 
to  disregard  it  ?  Here  is  what  Judge 
Lawson  says — 

"Tbe  country  is  in  a  state  of  great  dis- 
organization. The  present  state  of  things 
approaches  as  near  to  a  rerdt  ud  a  rsbelUra 
against  authority  as  anything  short  tii  civil  war 
could  bflw" 
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A.re  we  to  disregard  those  chaives  of  the 
Crish  J adges  ?  Are  we  to  put  taem  aside 
aa  evidence  which  ia  not  worthy  of  the 
souBideration  of  the  Hoiise  ?   Is  it  not 
aotorioua  that  for  months  and  months 
past   the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland  has  been  attended  with  such 
difficulties  that  criminals  have  escaped, 
and  that  at  three  Assizes — I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  particularly  to 
this  point  —  the  prosecution  in  many 
serious  cases  has  had  to  be  abandoned 
because  it  was  the  opinion  both  of 
the  Judge  and  the  prosecuting  counsel 
that  with  the  existing  panel  of  jurors 
no  verdicts  could  possibly  be  obtained  P 
I  am,  I  trust,  fulfilling  that  part  of  the 
duty  which  is  imposed  upon  tne  Govern- 
ment by  my  right  hon.  Friend;  I  am 
endeavouring  to  establish  whether  or 
not  there  is  a  case  for  a  Bill  of  this 
kind.    But  more  than  that,  when  the 
attempt  is  made  to  bring  prisoners  to 
justice,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  jurors  are  in 
fear  of  their  lives  ?   And  on  this  point 
let  me  deal  with  one  of  the  weightiest 
parts  of  the  indictment  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.    He  spoke  of  that  very  strong 
clause  in  our  Bill  which  changes  the 
venue  from  Ireland  and  enables  prisoners 
to  be  brought  from  Ireland  to  England. 
1  admit  the  gravity  of  the  change.  I 
admit  the  gravity  of  any  situation  in 
which  you  have  to  iutenere  with  that 
which  has  been  the  glory  and  the  privi- 
lege of  Qreat  Britain  and  Ireland — 
namely,  the  jury  system ;  but  I  ask  in 
jostioe  that  it  should  be  considered  at 
the  preseat  moment  not  only  what  is  the 
position  of  the  jury  system  in  Ireland 
and  what  is  the  position  of  the  jurors. 
The  secrecy  of  the  ballot-box  has  been 
invaded.   The  names  of  the  jurors  who 
are  in  favour  of  a  particular  verdict  are 
published.    Is  not  that  a  violation  of 
Constitutional  practice  ?   My  right  hon. 
Friend  said,  and  said  justly,  that  this 
was  a  great  chan^  which  we  were  intro- 
ducing; but  is  It  not  a  great  change 
that  individual  jurors  should  be  held  up 
to  the  odium  of  their  fellow*oountrymen 
for  having  done  what  their  oaths  de- 
manded?  We  are  deeply  convinced 
that  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to  do 
two  things  —  to  endeavour  to  bring 
crinunals  to  justice,  and  at  tiie  same 
time  not  to  impose  a  duty  almost  too 
heavy  to  bear  a^on  the  loyal  and  the 
law-abiding  portaon  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  iMlaod^  Men  say- 


not  continue  to  try  by  jury  in  Ireland?" 
But  do  they  think  of  the  perils  to  which 
the  j  urors  ia  Ireland  are  ez  posed, 
having  to  choose  very  often  between 
the  safety  of  their  persons  and  obedi- 
ence to  their  oaths?  I  say  it  is  our 
duty  to  endeavour  to  recognize  this 
state  of  things,  and  if  we  can  to  rt^medy 
it.  We  have  no  business,  because  we 
may  have  some  objections  on  Constitu- 
tional grounds,  to  neglect  the  considera- 
tion of  the  safety  of  jurors  in  Ire- 
land. I  invite  a  reply  to  that  point.  It 
is  one  which  has  been  passed  entirely 
by  in  the  debate.  What  other  securities 
can  be  found  than  those  which  are 
placed  in  the  Bill  ?  There  was  a  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  for  a  Speoial  Com- 
mission ;  bttttiie  Irish  Judges  were  said 
to  have  objected  to  it.  I  think  that 
jurors  in  Ireland,  if  consulted,  would 
^so  object  to  the  terrible  duty  which 
they  have  to  perform  ;  but  they  are  not 
asked !  They  have  to  be  summoned 
and  put  in  the  jury-box,  and  it  is  with 
a  view  to  their  security  as  much  as  any- 
thing  else  that  we  feel  it  our  duty  to 
propose  a  clause  like  this.  But  I  should 
also  allude  to  the  challenge  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  with  regard  to  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland. 
Let  me  say  this — that  in  the  year  1666, 
out  of  1,056  cases  of  agrarian  offences, 
there  were  only  6-1  convictions  ;  out  of 
six  cases  of  murder  there  was  only  one 
oonviotton ;  out  of  16  cases  of  firing  at 
the  person  there  was  only  one  convic- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
What  year? 
Mb.  GOSCHEN:  1886. 
Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork)  :  How  many 
of  those  were  threatening  letters  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  not  got  the 
exact  number  of  threatening  letters. 
Me.  PARNELL:  Of  the  1,056? 
Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  How 
many  were  in  Belfast? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  All  these  matters 
can  be  exposed  in  the  debate.  Here 
are  some  statistics  which  I  commend  to 
^e  representative  of  the  unofficial  tri- 
bunals in  Ireland,  where  conviction  and 
punishment  follow  vezy  swiftly  upon  the 
commission  of  any  offence — Out  of  21 
burglarioa  there  were  only  four  oon- 
victions  ;  out  of  43  cases  of  firing  into 
'    "         rerB  were  no  eoBTictions ; 
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and  out  of  73  cases  of  maiming  cattle 
there  were  no  coDTictions. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  How 
many  people  were  made  amenable? 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  I  doubt  whether 
that  inquiry  is  relevant.  And  yet  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  say  there  is  no  case  for 
strengthening  the  Crimioal  Law.  Is 
that  a  state  of  things  which  can  con- 
tinue, or  which  it  is  right  should  be  con- 
tinued? Well,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dealt  with  Boycotting  and 
intimidation,  and  I  really  must  complain 
respectfully  of  one  method  of  my  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend.  I  do  not  think  that  during 
the  whole  course  of  his  eloquent  speech 
he  devoted  two  sentences  to  denouncing 
any  of  those  eriU  which  at  present  are 
rampant  in  Ireland.  His  method  was 
this — the  old,  and  what  I  thought  almost 
exploded,  method  of  shoving  that  other 
persons  behave  as  badly. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
eide) :  He  did  denounce  them. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  enthusiastic 
supporter  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  keeps 
up  a  runniog  commentary  on  my  speech 
as  I  proceed;  but  perhaps  he  will  re- 
member tlie  case  of  the  girls  who  had 
pitcli  poured  upon  their  heads. 

Db.  TANNKB  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman— [(Vim  e/ "  Order!"] 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I  want  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the 
Member  for  the  constituency  in  which 
the  outrage  is  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted.  what  is  ms  authority  for  the 
statement  which  I  have  had  repudiated? 
I  was  told  

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
can  state  that  later  in  the  debate. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  authority  for  the  statement, 
and  let  him  give  it 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  listened  to  what  I  was  say- 
ing. I  was  not  charging  this  against 
the  National  League,  or  against  the  con- 
stituency which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
presents, but  it  was  w>ken  of  by  the 
ez-Prime  Minister.  I  do  not  know 
wheUier  he  called  it  an  outrage  or  not ; 
but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
finds  a  case  like  that,  instead  of  simply 
condemning  it,  he  quotes  some  parallel 
ease.  I  am  sorry  I  have  caused  this  inter- 
ruption, but  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to 
the  method  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Not  only  did  he  employ  it  in  this  parti- 


cular  case,  but  in  another  which  I  will 
presently  mention.  While  speaking  of 
this  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  conld 
not  resist  putting  forward,  as  if  by  way 
of  palliation,  some  similar  outrage  com- 
mitted oven  as  much  as  100  years  ago. 
Now,  what  can  be  the  effect— I  do  not 
want  to  say  what  is  the  intention— of 
that  proceBB  of  reasoning  ?  It  seems  in- 
tended to  supply  an  argument  to  ignorant 
people  in  Ireland  and  to  enable  uiem  to 
say — "Oh!  the  same  thing  was  done 
before  by  the  Saxon."  It  was  the 
same  when  the  right  hon.  Oeatle* 
man  came  to  Boycotting.  When  he 
came  to  Boycotting  he  said  that,  he  too, 
could  tell  of  cases  of  Boycotting.  Boss 
that  make  the  matter  better  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  was 
answering  simply  the  speech  of  the  Cliitf 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  I  made  the 
cases  a  present  to  the  right  hon.  Gmtle- 
man. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  right  hon.  G«a- 
tlemanwas  answeringtheChiefSecreCsry 
for  Ireland,  who  complained  of  Boycott- 
ing, by  cttiog  cases  where  there  had  b<«a 
Boycotting  on  the  other  side.  That  is 
precisely  the  method  of  which,  with  all 
due  respect,  I  complain.  [An  hon. 
Meubbb  :  Can  it  be  denied  ?^  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  can.  It  is  poanUy 
true ;  but  Uie  effect  which  is  prodneed 
upon  ignorant  people  by  that  process  of 
reasoning  is  that  Boycotting  is  a  kn4 
of  legitimate  weapon.  I  Should  hav* 
Uked  to  have  heard  a  full  repudtatioBhj 
my  right  hon.  Friend  of  the  praotiee  « 
Boycotting,  which  no  one  oomd  expnes 
in  more  eloquent  words  than  he  oovM 
have  done. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  So  I  did. 
rCriMo/"  Order!"] 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Well,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  didoondamn  th* 
practice,  I  can  only  say  that  he  did  so 
with  something  less  than  his  nsaal 
eloquence. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  co^ 
demned  it  strongly. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  glad  to  ban- 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
strongly  condemned  it ;  and  I  csUjr  *tafc 
that  he  could  have  condemned  it  withosri 
reference  to  the  tu  quoqus  avgaaaeat.  I 
desire,  however,  to  ask  a  question  of  tW 
right  hon.  Qeotieman.  IsBoyeottii^a 
subject  with  which  he  would  reoomnwd 
the  House  of  Commons  to  danl,  and.  il 
not,  why  not?  In  this  connection  he 
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used  again  the  tu  quoqus  argument, 
quoting  from  Lord  SalisbuTj  a  passage 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  impossible  to  deal 
with  Boycotting;  but  I  think  if  I  am 
not  much  mistaken  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  clauses  prepared 
to  deal  with  this  practice  of  Bojcotting. 
I  presume  they  were  effecti7e  clauses, 
and  possibly  those  clauses  have  assisted 
us  in  oonstnicting  this  Bill  which  is  to 
ti^e  away  their  liberties  from  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Is  the  crime  of  Boycotting 
one  that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  and  can 
it  be  dealt  wil^  by  Parliament  ?  Boy- 
ootting  is  a  most  serious  problem,  and  if 
it  is  not  soWed  it  will  be  rtdnoua  to  the 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  far  more 
than   the  800  or  900  people  whose 
miseries  seemed  so  little  to  impress  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  able 
to  speak  of  them  as  a  small  number, 
and  one  not  justifying  the  introduction 
of  stringent  measures  in  this  Bill.  But 
can  Boycotting  be  dealt  with  ?   It  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that  the  number  of 
cases  of  Boycotting  at  the  end  of  the 
June  quarter  of  1885  was  300.  The 
Crimes  Act  lapsed  in  August.  [^Irtmieal 
Oppotitum  chnrt.']   Tes ;  and  it  appears 
to  me  to  have  been  a  great  nustake. 
[irmiM?  IwgUm-  and  chwt.'J   1  am  not 
thinking  of  the  controTersial  part  of 
this  question.    [Laughigr  and  ehun.'] 
I  admit  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
pwfectly  within  hu  right  to  hurl  these 
taunts  at  us ;  but  in  this  crisis  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  is  it  the  best  way  of 
dealing  with  this  question  to  hurl 
recrimmation  to  and  fro?   Well,  there 
were  300  Boycotting  cases  at  the  end 
of  the  June  quarter.   The  Grimes  Act 
lapsed  in  August,  and  at  the  end  of 
September  the  Boycotting  cases  had 
reached  850 ;  and,  therefore,  though  the 
Crimes  Act  was  not  primarily  aimed  at 
Boycotting,  the  effect  of  the  removal  of 
the  Grimes  Act  was  that  Boycotting 
immediately  grew  to  threefold  its  pre- 
Tious  amount.   I  leave  the  House  to 
draw  its  own  conclusion.   It  seems  to 
me  to  be  possible  to  deal  with  Boycotting. 
Bat  is  this  system  of  Boycotting  only 
the  comparatively  innocent  Trade  Union 
system,  perhaps  of  ezdusive  dealing,  or 
anything  of  that  kind?   I  know  tbat 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  read  the  Blue 
Book  which  has  been  presented  to  us ; 
and  when  he  says  there  have  hcaa  na 
doouments  presented  to  Fitrliament  to 
juatify  oar  case,  lie  Eeoms  to  nu^^ 


forget  that  there  is  a  lai^  volume  of 
eridence  which  has  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  Well,  looking 
only  at  the  cases  in  the  Blue  Book,  to 
what  extent  has  not  this  system  been 
carried  so  as  to  reach  the  utmost  limits  of 
immorality  and  barbarism?  Can  hon. 
Members  have  read,  without  emotion 
and  horror,  the  case  recorded  where 
the  father  of  a  dying  child  was  not 
allowed  to  buy  the  necessaries  for  that 
dying  child  because  he  had  been  Boy- 
cotted? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Where  ia  this? 
llntarr^iwM  and  tritt  of  "  Order ! "] 

Hk.  G08GHEN :  I  will  give  chapter 
and  verse  if  you  want.  The  case  will  be 
found  in  the  Blue  Book,  Question 
No.  24,507,  and  this  is  the  extract— 
"  Burke's  child  

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  What  Burke? 
There  are  plenty  of  Burkes  in  Ireland. 
[CffMo/"  Order!"] 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  not  scoff  at  the 
idea  of  this  man's  dying  child.  The 
case  occurred  in  Wexford,  not  one  of 
the  most  disturbed  districts  in  Ireland. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wishes  to  refer  to  it,  he  will  find  it  at 
paffe  24,507  in  the  Blue  Book— "  Burke's 
child  became  Ul  of  bowel  complaint. 
The  ooazse  yeUov  meal  prodnoM  this 
disease." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Baok-rents; 
rack-rents!  ISovu  Mult  ehtera,  and  Minis- 
terial eriet  of  "Order!"  and  "Name 
him!"] 

MB.SPKAKEK :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford not  to  interrupt  so  continuously. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  Back-rents  !  This 
man  had  taken  a  farm  which  he  was 
anxious  to  have.  It  was  not  rack-rents. 
He  was  willing  to  pay  his  rent,  and  he 
had  the  means  of  buying  better  things 
for  his  child ;  but  the  edict  had  gone 
forth  from  the  National  League  that  he 
was  to  be  Boycotted,  and  he  could  not 
get  ^e  neoessaries  for  his  dying  child. 
Talk  of  rack-rents !  There  are  bar- 
barities inflicted  on  the  people  of  Ire- 
land by  others  than  the  landlords,  and 
;  evictioBS,  too,  are  imposed  on  them  by 
the  inexorable  decrees  of  that  League  to 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  belong. 
But  let  me  continue  the  quotation— 

•  Hb  went  to  B  neighboiuring  country  shop 
*  .     ■>  whitQ  "breid  or  whit©  flouiwl  f(n^t 
^^L^^I^Jui  tick  Ciliilil,  ami  ho  wh  zefowd 

^^^^  im^j^itM.-] 
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it.  They  woold  not  gire  it  to  him.  Hut  sick 
child  VH  refmed  what  wu  noccmary  for  iti 
health  on  account  of  Borke's  crime  of  taking  an 

evicted  farm." 

That  is  in  the  Blae  Book  that  has  been 
read  by  the  rif^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  for  he  quoted 
from  it,  and  yet  things  sach  as  these 
did  not  seem  to  have  attracted  his  atten- 
tioTi.   Again — 

"Last  sammer — a  yoanf^or  child  still,  one 
lately  born — the  local  midwUe  refused  to  attend 
the  wife  in  her  confioement,  and  she  was  de- 
livered by  the  aid  of  an  old  woman,  who  was 
the  only  person  to  do  anything  for  her.  The 
ehild  that  was  lately  born  became  ill  and  died. 
Not  a  person  came  to  the  wake.  He  could  get 
no  person  to  dig  the  grave  for  him,  and  he  had 
to  dig  the  grave  himself  for  his  own  child.  That 
is  a  Uiing  unheard  of  in  this  coontry.  It  oc- 
curred last  summer,  and  things  are  goii^  on  in 
the  same  way  exactly." 

These  things  do  nob  appear  in  those 
tabulated  statistics  which  are  to  form 
part  of  our  case  for  the  Bill.  Hundreds 
of  cases  of  this  kind  may  be  produced 
by  all  those  vho  have  evidence  of  what 
is  going  on  in  Ireland  at  this  time.  It 
is  this  class  of  misery  with  which  you 
hare  to  deal,  and  not  only  shots  in  the 
le^  orTiolenoe  to  the  person.  Much  of 
this  misery  is  endured,  not  by  landlords, 
but  by  labourers,  and  by  tenant  farmers 
themseWes,  and  it  cannot  be  tabulated 
by  the  police ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
is  an  outrage  on  the  civilization  of  this 
country  which  we  ought  to  attempt  to 
put  down.  Careful  study  of  the  Blue 
Book  will  show  many  cases  of  the  kind 
I  have  quoted — how  a  starving  labourer 
is  hired  by  a  man  and  has  to  leave  at  the 
end  of  the  week  because  his  employer  is 
obnoxious  to  the  League.  A  system  of 
this  kind  is  destructive  to  the  industry 
of  Ireland,  destructive  to  her  agriculture, 
to  her  commercial  prosperily  ;  it  is  sap- 
ping the  foundations  of  society.  It  is 
this  state  of  things  with  which  we  have 
to  deal,  and  with  which  we  intend  to 
deal.  It  has  been  our  lot  to  have  to 

Sropose  stringent  measures,  I  admit; 
ut  we  have  to  grapple  with  an  organiza- 
tion of  which  we  measures  are  far  more 
stringent  than  ours.  We  have  to  grapple 
with  a  tyranny  which  is  established  in 
every  portion  of  Ireland.  The  late  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Oolleagues  do  not  seem 
conscious  what  a  degradation  it  is  to  the 
Government  of  this  country — of  which 
they  were  the  ornaments — that  it  should 
have  to  retreat  in  almost  every  portion 
of  Ireland  before  the  iribuniJa  of  the 

Mr.  Gotehen 


hon.  Member  forCork.  It  is  a  disgrace 
to  this  country  that  it  should  haTO  to  do 
eo.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  spoke  of  a  breach  of  troat.  He 
said  tlus  HoQBO  would  be  committing  a 
breach  of  trust  by  pasdng  measores  of 
this  kind.  We,  too,  bare  a  trust  which 
has  been  placed  in  our  hands ;  we  think 
we  have  a  tnut  to  whid^  it  is  our 
boonden  duty  to  be  tme.  A  fonst  lus 
been  placed  in  onr  hands  by  the  peoi^e 
of  the  oonntry,  and  the  tocttoh  of  fanst 
wiU  indeed  be  great  if  we  cannot  reatcne 
the  authority  of  the  Queen  and  the  law, 
respect  for  the  Judges,  and  liberfy  to 
alt  classes  of  'Qer  Majesty's  subjects  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  LAWItENOE  OANE  (Leeds,  S ) : 
I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  a  constituency  which 
contains  no  inconsiderable  number  of 
Irish  electors,  and  a  much  larger  num- 
ber of  English  electors  who  heartily 
sympathize  with  their  Irish  fellow-sub- 
jects in  their  present  struggle,  and  who, 
through  me,  will  protest  with  all  their 
power  against  the  proposed  measure.  I 
have  been  atmck  in  wis,  and  preceding 
debates,  with  the  marrelloua  respect 
of  Ministerial  speakers  for  lav,  and, 
simply,  as  law.  No  man  in  thia  Hooae 
respects  law  more  than  I  do.  As  on 
Englishman,  I  instinctively  respect  and 
obey  the  law ;  and  as  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  counsel,  I  shall  be  the  last 
man  to  say  one  word  in  support  of  any 
unjustifiable  resistance  to  the  law.  It 
is  not,  however,  sufficient  to  tell  people 
there  is  a  law  which  they  must  obey, 
unless  that  law  can  be  shown  to  be  baaed 
upon  justice.  It  has  been  impressed  on 
the  House  the  other  evening  that  law 
should  be  enforced  everywhere  agunst 
everyone,  irrespective  of  the  justice  or 
injustice  of  the  law.  I  do  not  admit 
that  proposition.  Even  now,  there  an 
on  the  pages  of  the  Statute  Book  many 
laws  whi(^  no  sane  man  would  dream  of 
endeavouring  to  enforce.  It  would  be 
quite  easy,  as  every  lawyer  knew,  to 
cite  such  cases  by  the  dozen — laws 
which,  although  they  have  not  been 
repealed  in  the  letter,  are  neverthelera 
practically  repealed,  and  which  no 
authority  would  be  idiotic  enough  to 
attempt  to  enforce.  During  many  years 
our  Irish  fellow-subjects  have  heard 
enough  of  laws ;  and  unless  laws  are 
recommended  to  them,  because  of  their 
inherent  justice,  the  future  will  rec(nd 
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failures  as  dieastrous  and  humiliating  as 
the  past.  Serious  as  this  question  is,  I 
oannot  forbear  reminding  Uie  House  of 
a  prayer  oAce  uttered  by  one  of  the 
ffreatmt  preachers  of  his  time,  "  O 
Lord,"  be  said,  during  a  great  national 
crisis — 

"  O  Lord,  grant  that  we  may  not  despise  our 
mlers,  and  O  Lord,  grant  eipeoiaUy  they  may 
not  sot  M  ttiat  ve  iball  have  to.*' 

I  heartily  pray  that  our  Irish  felloT- 
subjects  may  not  despise  the  law,  but  I 
also  pray  that  we  in  this  House  may  see 
to  it  that  the  law  is  not  such  that  they 
cannot  help  despising  it.  Bearing  in 
mind  that  now,  for  the  first  time  since 
^e  Union — for  the  first  time,  indeed  in 
English  history — the  people  of  England, 
as  distinct  from  the  classes,  hare  the 
settlement  of  this  question  in  their  own 
hands ;  I  think  it  is  worth  while  to  ask 
whether  this  measure,  introduced  with 
such  a  flourish  of  trumpets,  and  for 
which  we  are  asked  to  set  aude  the 
Business  of  the  nation  in  its  fiavour,  is, 
in  the  faintest  decree,  likely  or  able  to 
deal  eflfectually  with  the  mischief  it  is 
sought  by  it  to  cure.  To  judge  by  the 
speeches  on  the  other  side,  and  after 
hearing  the  description  of  its  provisions 
as  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour),  one  would  have 
thought  that  a  perfectly  Qod-given 
measure  was  about  to  be  introduced.  It 
seemed  to  me,  in  listening  to  those 
speeches,  that  a  measure  nobler,  more 
statesmanlike,  and  more  practicable  tiian 
any  the  House  had  ever  seen  was  about 
to  be  introduced.  Was  erer  a  great 
promise  followed  by  such  a  humiliating 
failure?  It  was  Uiought  we  were  to 
have  a  great,  sovereign,  everlasting 
prinraple  of  justice  to  solve  this  great 
problem — that,  smaller  measures  having 
been  tried,  at  last  we  were  to  have  a 
new  departure,  which  while  startling  us 
by  its  novelty,  would  nevertheless  justify 
the  innovation.  What  have  we  seen  ? 
Simply  a  Bill  containing  the  old,  bad, 
stale,  hackneyed  remedies  for  dealing 
with  this  Irish  Question.  The  worst  of 
these  remedies  have  been  selected  here, 
and  put  together  to  solve  this  great 
problem.  In  Ireland  there  is,  undoubt- 
edly, wide-spread  misery  and  diHiiffec- 
tion.  I  cannot  believe  tiiat  this  f^auUs 
from  any  peculiarity  in  the  Irish  cha- 
racter. I  believe,  as  a  great  statosoKin 
has  said,  whose  voioe  is  not  now  oftsu 
beard  in  this  House,  that  not  onljr 


force  no  remedy,  but  that,  wherever  wo 
find  there  is  this  discontent,  the  cause  is 
generally  to  be  found  in  misgovemment. 
It  is  the  Business  of  the  Government 
and  of  Parliament  to  try  to  discover  the 
true  cause  of  the  discontent  and  the 
misery  of  Ireland,  and  then  to  bring  to 
bear  upon  them  remedies  which  will  go 
to  their  very  root.  If  the  National 
League  has  been  the  means  of  lessening 
crime,  the  proper  policy  of  a  wise 
Government  would  be,  not  to  stamp  out 
the  League,  but  to  ascertain  what  is  the 
secret  of  its  power  to  stamp  out  crime, 
and  to  endeavour  to  copy  it,  and  to  use 
it  on  behalf  of  loyalty  and  good  govern- 
ment everywhere.  So  long  as  the 
National  League  promotes  loyalty  and 
order,  so  long  we  ought  to  work  with  it; 
so  long  as  the  Qovemment  produce  mea* 
sures  tending  to  reproduce  crime,  so  long 
let  them  be  resisted.  I  would  rather 
have  a  National  League,  though  pro- 
scribed by  the  Government,  than  have  a 
Government  vaunting  its  wisdom  and 
encouraging  crime  by  initiating  exas- 
perating measures  on  every  hand.  Would 
not  a  wiser  policy  be  to  ask  what  is  the 
cause  of  Irish  discontent  and  misery? 
and  then  to  bring  to  bear  upon  those 
causes  remedies  which  go  to  the  root  of 
them.  When  a  house  is  on  fire,  we  may 
silence  the  alarm-bell,  but  that  will  not 
put  out  the  fire.  Oan  any  sane  man 
suggest  that  the  measure  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  likely  to  produce  either 

f)ro8perity,  loyalty,  or  happiness  in  Ire- 
and  ?  At  whatever  sacrifice  of  consis- 
tency, would  it  not  have  been  better  for 
the  Government  to  set  themselves  to  see 
what  is  the  cause  of  Irish  discontent, 
and  to  remove  it  ?  Oan  anyone  dream 
of  the  measure  of  the  Ohief  Secreta^ 
as  a  remedial  or  healing  measure  ?  Is 
there  a  single  clause  in  it  which  will, 
tend  to  make  the  most  earnest  Irishman 
earnest  in  the  desire  to  see  the  two  coun- 
tries united  in  a  real  bond  of  union,  or 
which  appeals  either  to  his  head  for 
his  wisdom  or  to  his  heart  for  his 
generosity  ?  Looking  at  the  Bill,  and 
the  fiourish  of  trumpets  with  which  it 
was  introduced,  has  there  ever  been 
more  dismal  or  certain  failure  suggested 
tban  this  ?  Even  supposing  the  Btll 
does  not  paa^^iaM||^ub;odiiotion  on 
the  partjaJ^^^^^^Mt  ia  enough 
tn^ApHV  ^kataironiam 
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it  is  calculated  to  exasperate  tlie  Irish 
people,  and  drire  them  into  acta  of  re- 
criminatioo,  of  Bojcotting,  and  of  out- 
rage. The  condition  of  thioge  in  Ireland 
is  Bucb  that  people  are  perhaps  led  by 
very  extreme  men  into  unwise  action. 
What  does  the  speech  of  l^e  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  £z- 
chequw  amount  to  ?  It  shows  simply 
that  both  Parties,  such  is  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  are  burnt  when  they  come 
to  deal  with  it.  I  am  the  last  man  to 
•ay  one  word  in  defence  of  any  outrage, 
or  any  breach  of  the  law ;  but  it  does 
not  do  for  those  who  are  guilty  of  Boy- 
cotting in  one  fashion,  to  blame  harshly 
those  who  are  guilty  of  Boyoottiog  in 
another  fashion.  What  we  have  to  do 
is  net  to  cast  recriminations  from  side  to 
nde ;  but  to  ascertain  what  has  led  to 
Boycotting  and  to  outrage,  and  to  re- 
mOTe  it.  In  spite  of  what  may  be  said 
about  and  against  some  of  the  verdicts 
of  the  juries,  no  man  can  took  back 
through  the  long  yrars  during  which 
Englishmen  were  battling  with  their 
opponents  for  freedom— as  our  Irish 
friends  are  now  doing — and  not  be 
thankful  for  trial  by  jury.  In  the 
world's  history  has  there  ever  been  a 
ease  in  whioh  a  nation  has  so  persis- 
tently, thiougb  long  stretobes  of  time, 
maintained  an  attitude  of  intense  an- 
tagonism to  the  ruling  power ;  of  dis- 
loyalty, of  discontent,  and  a  condition  of 
misery  such  as  has  marked  the  pathway 
of  Irishmen,  generation  after  genera- 
tion, without  there  being  a  cause  for 
it?  It  is  surely  not  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Irisb  people  to  have  their  country 
torn  by  these  dissensions.  With  an  elder 
sister  like  England  at  her  side,  there 
may  be  an  Ireland  so  free  and  so  glo- 
rious, and  which  sbould  stand  in  the 
world  so  strong  and  so  noble,  that  any 
Irishman  may  well  be  pardoned  if,  in- 
stead of  gloating  over  her  distresses,  he 
longed  for  that  more  glorious  possibility. 
The  oUier  night  we  were  told  that  those 
who  Bopported  tiie  Amendment  d  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcaetle- 
on-Tyne  (Ur.  John  Horley)  were  mad. 
I  hope  there  is  not  one  of  us  who  will 
not  be  proud  to  be  considered  mad,  if 
the  other  thing  is  to  be  aooounted  sanity. 
In  the  long  run  the  so-called  madmen 
amongst  politioians  and  theologians  hare 
not  had  a  bad  time  of  it ;  for  madmen 
and  fanatics  of  yesterday  become  the 
heroes  of  to-day.  Surdy,  the  madness 
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is  on  the  part  of  those  who  give  Ireland 
a  voice,  and  now  refuse  to  listen  to  that 
voice.  In  the  wisdom  of  Parliament, 
Ireland  was  given  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  her  opinion,  and  now,  when 
she  speaks  through  her  85  Representa- 
tives, I  do  not  say  the  House  ought  to 
grant  what  she  demands,  but  it  ought, 
at  all  events,  to  treat  her  demands  with 
as  much  respect  and  dignity  as  the  de- 
mands of  any  section  of  English  Mem- 
bers. I  aak  those  who  represent  the 
Liberal  Party  to  resist  this  measure  wiUi 
all  their  power.  Has  there  been  known 
in  this  House,  for  many  years,  a  measure 
in  such  direct  and  humiliating  antago- 
nism to  all  the  glorious  traditions  which 
have  made  the  House  of  Commons  fa- 
mous ?  The  wisdom,  the  stateamanabip, 
and  the  patriotism  of  the  Kingdom  are 
supposed  to  be,  in  this  House,  concen- 
trated on  this  nreat  problem  of  Iriah 
discontent  and  Irish  misery.  At  least, 
those  who  long  for  a  new  departure 
have  a  right  to  say  that  there  »  not  a 
single  suggestion,  not  a  latent  idea,  in 
this  Bill  which  has  not  been  tried  again 
and  again,  and  that  in  propcniion  to  the 
extent  that  it  has  been  tried  has  been  iti 
failure.  Law  is  only  deserving  of  re- 
spect when  it  is  based  upon  juetaoe  and 
tempered  with  mercy:  and  the  Bill 
before  ua  will  be  found  UokiDg  in  ereiy* 
thing  which  can  commend  it  to  a  Oon- 
stitutional  Assembly  such  as  this. 

Ma.  AUSTIN  (York,  W.  R.,  OsgoU- 
cross) :  I  must  ask  for  the  indulgenoe 
always  extended  to  Members  addressing 
the  House  for  the  first  time.  At  this 
moment  the  attendance  of  lum.  Mem- 
bers is  very  thin. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 

not  present.  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  present. 

Ma.  AUSTIN,  continuing,  my  excose 
fur  rising  at  this  hour  is  that  I  have 
the  honour  of  representing  an  Engliah 
oonnty  conatituenoy  that  eontains  many 
Irish  voters,  and  as  I  have  heard  a 
great  deal  from  right  hon.  Gtontlemen 
opposite  about  the  necessity  for  this 
measure,  I  have  resolved  at  once  to  give 
a  firm  and  unflinching  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Ohaucellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  speak- 
ing of  this  Bill,  spoke  of  it  as  being  in 
the  interests  of  liberty  and  freedom  in 
Ireland.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man was  speaking  I  was  reminded  of 
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the  painful  circumstance  of  the  Bero- 
lution  of  1792,  and  of  the  saying  of 
Madame  Koland,  which  I  recommend 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "Oh, 
liberty,  what  crimes  are  committed  in 
thy  name !"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in   apeaking  of  the  state  of  Ireland, 
only  carried  us  back  for  some  four  or 
five  years.   He  spoke  of  the  disorder 
that  now  reigns  in  the  unfortunate 
county.    But  I  will  carry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  back  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  to  the  beginning  of  this  cen- 
tury.  I  would  point  out  to  him  that 
the  lawlessness,  the  crime,  and  the  dis- 
order now  in  ^eland  are  as  nothing  to 
what  th^  were  at  that  time,  and  the 
difficulties  of  the  GbTdmment  are  as 
nothing  to  what  they  then  were.  Some 
44  years  a^,  a  statesman  whose  name 
was  illustrious  in  the  House,  the  late 
Sir  Bobert  Feel,  in  assuming  the  reins 
of  Govemment,    said — "Ireland  is  a 
grave  and  a  groat  difficulty and  Ire- 
land has  continued  down  to  this  hour 
during  this  long  period  of  time  the 
great  difficulty  of  our  statesmen.  It 
has  wrecked  HiniBtries ;  it  has  broken 
up  Parties.   During  all  those  75  years 
Ireland  has  been  goTomed  hy  coercion, 
and  the  Government  declare  that  that 
system  must  still  be  pursued.   The  his- 
toiy  of  Ireland  has  not  yet  been  written, 
and  when  it  is  dark  will  be  the  chronicle 
of  the  wron^  of  that  unfortunate  coun- 
try.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman,  in  re- 
ferring to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  made  the  charge 
against  him  that  he  had  made  an  attack 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Judges.   I  fail  to 
see  or  to  recognize  in  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  anything  in  the 
nature  of  an  attack  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Judges.   What  he  did  say  was  that 
they  went  behind  their  charges  to  mat- 
ters wluch  were  not  strictly  within  their 
prorinoe.   I  happen  to  know  something 
of  the  public  administration  of  justice, 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  they  hare 
gone  bctyond  their  province  in  those 
diarges.  It  is  a  remarkable  f^  that 
Irishmen  were  prosperous  and  successful 
everywhere  but  in  their  own  country.  A 
contrast  is  sometimes  drawn  between  the 
state  of  Scotland  and  that  of  Ireland, 
but  the  two  countries  have  been  very 
differently  treated.  To  Scotland  its  own 
laws  and  its  own  Church  has  been  con- 
tiaued  without  change,  and  Scotland  has 


practically  enjoyed  Home  Bule,  for  that 
which  the  bulk  of  the  Scotch  Members 
want  is  always  done.  The  Government 
has  no  mandate  from  the  English  demo- 
cracy in  favour  of  this  Bill,  which  puts 
the  Irish  people  practically  outside  of 
the  Constitution.  If  the  Bill  is  carried, 
they  will  find  themselves  in  a  similar 
miserable  condition  of  despair  at  its 
non-success  as  their  Predecessors,  No 
real  remedy  for  the  state  of  Ireland  will 
be  found  until  the  national  aspirations 
of  the  Irish  people  are  gratified.  The 
resent  policy  of  the  Government  is 
oomed  to  failure,  for  the  rights  of 
5,000,000  of  people  cannot  be  perma- 
nently trampled  under  foot.  Sooner  or 
later  this  Parliament  will  have  to  legis- 
late in  harmony  with  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  thus  bring  about  a 
real  union  between  the  two  countries. 
I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Ijeaders  or  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  for  separation.  On 
the  contrary,  their  national  aspirations 
may,  by  wise  statesmanship,  be  gra- 
tified, and  at  the  same  time  turned  to 
the  strengthening  of  the  Oonstitution  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESUOKDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  said,  he  was  glad,  as  an  Irish- 
man, to  have  an  oppcvtunity  of  express- 
ing his  sentiments  on  what  he  took  to 
be  the  most  iniquitous  and  uncalled-for 
measure  ever  laid  before  Parliament. 
He  regretted  that  he  had  not  the  lan- 
guage at  his  command  properly  to  stig- 
matize the  measure ;  he  could  only  say 
that  if  it  were  passed  and  carried  into 
practical  effect,  his  belief  in  the  sense  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  which  English- 
men laid  claim  would  be  very  much 
diminished,  if  not  altogether  dissipated. 
He  had  listened  with  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(JAx.  A.  J.  Balfour),  and  he  maintained 
that  as  had  been  well  said  during  the 
course  of  the  debate,  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  had  made  out  absolutely  no 
case  for  the  introdoctioa  of  sudi  a  mea- 
sure. They  had  been  told,  before  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  that  the  facts 
he  would  la^  before  the  House  would 
abundantly  justify  the  measure;  but  on 
yesterday  evening  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man had  laid  absolutely  no  faot^ 
the  House.  It  was  true  that 
hon.  Gentieman  had  told  the 
statistics  of  crime 
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BiDoe  1880 ;  but  he  had  quoted  nothing 
to  support  that  cootention.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  asked  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Betarn  showing  the 
number  of  the  outrages  in  1881,  and  in 
the  present  year ;  but  thnv  had  not  seen 
their  way  to  doing  so.  'the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  quoted  a  number  of 
aoonymons  authorities  in  support  of 
the  position  he  had  taken  up — authori- 
ties which  had  been  concocted  in  Dublin 
Castle — and  when  asked  to  give  names, 
he  sheltered  himself  behind  the  very 
convenient  subterfuge  that  the  persons 
who  gave  the  information  would  bo 
likely  to  sufEer  at  the  hands  of  the 
National  League  were  their  names  dis- 
closed ;  but  they  had  had  no  verifi- 
cation of  the  facts  ciuoted.  The  case 
made  oat  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  such  as  would  warrant 
Members  of  that  House  passing  a  mea- 
sure whieh  practically  abrogated  the 
liberties  of  the  Lrish  people.  Had  Boy- 
cotting increased  so  very  much?  The 
evidence  of  Captain  Flunkett  before 
the  Cowper  Commission  proved  that 
Boycotting  had  been  quite  as  strong 
in  Ireland,  and  had  extended  over  as 
wide  an  area  at  the  time  when  the 
Crimes  Act  was  in  force  as  at  the 
present  moment.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  great  deal  of 
capital  out  of  the  charges  of  the  Judges 
at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes.  He  quoted 
portions  of  certain  charges  made  on  one 
or  two  oooamons ;  but  he  very  conveni- 
enUy  overlooked  the  fact  that  there 
were  many  other  charges  made  by  Irish 
Judges  at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes 
which  showed  there  was  no  need  for  a 
Coercion  Act.  At  the  Limerick  AssizeSfMr. 
Justice  O'Brien,  in  addressing  Uie  Grand 
Jury  of  the  <nty,  had  told  them  that 
there  was  substontially  no  crime  with 
which  they  had  to  deal;  in  Queen's 
County,  Baron  Bowse  said  that  the  state 
of  the  country  was  much  as  he  had  found 
to  be  the  case  in  Carlow ;  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Andrews  had  found  KUdare  on  the 
whole  very  peaceable ;  in  Boscommon, 
Mr.  Justice  Murphy  had  spoken  of  the 
small  number  of  crimes  requiring  the 
attention  of  the  Grand  Jury;  in  Fer- 
managh, Chief  Baron  Falles  had  con- 
gratulated the  Grand  Jury  on  thepeace- 
able  condition  of  the  county.  In  Down, 
Lord  Justice  Fitzgibbon,  at  Dundalk, 
had  spoken  of  an  absolute  freedom  from 
arirae;  and  in  Sligo,  Judge  Lawson; 

Sir  Thomoi  Smond^ 


Chief  Baron  Fallea,  in  Caran;  Baron 
Dowse,  in  North  Tipperaiy;  Chief  Jnatice 
Morris,  in  l^rone ;  and  Baron  Dowse, 
in  Waterford,  of  which  county  he  (Sir 
Thomas  Bsmonde)  was  H^h  Shoil^ 
congratulated  the  Grand  Juries  on  the 
peaceableness  of  all  these  counties.  The 
Chief  Secretary  made  the  Charges  of  the 
Irish  Judges  the  one  fact  he  advanced 
in  support  of  his  Coercion  Act ;  but  he 
(Sir  Thomas  Esmonds)  would  say  that, 
if  any  weight  could  possibly  attach 
to  the  utterances  of  the  Irish  Judges,  it 
should  be  allowed  that  the  oondition  of 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  was  one 
of  the  most  absolute  peaceablfmesa. 
They  were  also  told  that  Irish  juries 
would  not  convict ;  but,  if  that  were  the 
case,  it  was  not  because  they  had  not 
been  well  packed,  and  it  was  certainly 
not  the  fault  of  Ihiblin  Castle,  for,  as 
thin^  went  now,  the  practice  of  jury- 
packing  had  been  raised  to  a  Gno  art. 
But  though  the  House  had  been  told 
that  Irish  Juries  would  not  convict,  th^ 
were  given  no  proofs  that  juries  were  so 
remiss  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
To  his  mind,  the  only  juries  who  refused 
to  convict,  in  the  face  of  the  clearest  evi* 
deuce,  were  the  Orange  juries  of  the  North, 
and  he  could  point  out  two  cases  in  which 
the  juries  who  refused  to  convict  were 
supporters  of  the  Government.  Such  was 
the  case  in  connection  with  the  murderers 
of  the  boy  Curran,  who  was  chased 
into  the  Alexandra  Dock,  at  Belfast, 
by  a  mob  of  Orange  rowdies  and 
drowned.  The  case  was  tried  even- 
tually at  Downpatrick,  and  one  of 
the  murders  was  sentenced  to  seven 
years'  penal  servitude ;  while  a  num- 
ber of  those  who  were  chafed  with 
participation  in  the  atrocity  wero  ac- 
quitted by  a  thoroughly  loyu  jury.  Al- 
together, the  apeem.  of  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  case  he  put  forward 
in  support  of  his  Bill,  was  the  most  ex- 
traordinary exposition  of  a  preposterous 
case  ever  made  in  the  House ;  it  might 
be  best  described,  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  phrase,  as  a  *'  filled 
upvacuum."  He  (Sir Thomas Esmonde) 
did  not  deny  that  there  was  crime  in 
Irelaod ;  but  it  only  existed  in  one  or 
two  places,  and  he  would  point  out  that 
there  was  more  crime  in  England  in  one 
month  than  in  Ireland  in  12  months.  If 
a  measure  of  that  kind  was  to  be  passed 
for  Ireland,  a  similar  measure  should  be 
passed  for  England.   The  Government, 
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lowerer,  did  not  ask  for  such  a  measure 
o  be  passed  for  Englaod,  because  they 
mev  that  the  English  constituencies 
rould  not  tolerate  such  an  outrage  on 
Keir  Constitutionalliberty.  In  Ireland 
here  was  a  certain  amount  of  crime,  and 
,  certain  amount  of  lawlessness ;  but 
hat  lawlessness  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
n  the  side  of  the  Supporters  of  the 
J^ovemment ;  and,  in  any  case,  the  law- 
essness  in  Ireland  was  directly  due  to 
heir  action.  Shortly  after  the  right 
Lon.  Qentteman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
Sir  Hiohael  Hicks-Beaoh)  made  his 

Seech  in  that  Houae,  in  which  he 
reatened  the  Irish  Members  with 
omething  stronger  than  batons,  the 
rish  police,  stinad,  he  supposed,  by 
hat  speeoht  in  one  case  certainly 
.istinguished  themselves  In  an  extra- 
rdinuy  way.  A  number  of  police  were 
ngagea  near  Tralee,  watching  for 
iooolighters.  They  were  in  ambush 
a  the  house  of  a  farmer  named  King, 
nd  they  stated  that,  during  the  night, 
,  party  of  disguised  men  came  for  the 
lurpose  of  Moonlighting.  At  any  rate, 
he  cry  of  "Moonlighters"  was  raised. 
?hey  fired,  and  shortly  afterwards  a 
oung  man  named  Lenahan  was  found 
lying  in  the  house  of  his  employer.  He 
ras  perfectly  riddled  with  buckshot, 
le  was  a  farm  servant,  in  the  em|)Ioy 
f  the  fanner  in  whose  house  he  died ; 
nd  in  his  dying  deposition  he  stated 
hat  he  was  standing  at  the  door  of  the 
lonse  when  he  was  shot  by  the  police ; 
nd  yet  this  was  one  of  those  cases  which 
igured  in  the  pamphlets  of  the  Lo^al 
Ad  Fatriotio  Union  aa  a  Moonlightmg 
utrage.  Another  incident  also  came 
inder  his  notice.  A  short  time  ago  a 
larty  of  emergency  men  were  engaged 
a  protecting  Park  House  against  no- 
body at  all.  These  men,  after  drink- 
ag  in  a  public-house,  came  out  and  fired 
S  their  reTolvers  in  the  gaiety  of  their 
>earts.  They  reported  that  they  had 
leen  attacked ;  but  the  police  discovered 
hat  none  of  the  firearms  possessed  by 
he  farmers  of  the  district  had  been  re- 
ently  used ;  and  it  subsequently  trans- 
ited that  the  emergency  mm  had  fired 
ff  their  revolvers  in  a  drunken  spree, 
kt  a  place  caUed  Fortumna,  a  policeman 
.amed  Hayes  fired  his  rifle  into  the 
.ouae  of  a  farmer,  the  inmates  of  which 
laxrowly  escaped ;  and  yet,  for  this 
ffenoe,  Hayes  was  on^  fined  the 
mall  penal^  oi  lOi.  Be  would  like 


to  ask,  if  any  person  suspected  <^ 
Nationalist  principles  had  fired  a  shot 
into  a  neighbour's  uouse,  would  he  hare 
been  allowed  to  escape  on  the  payment 
of  a  fine  of  10«.  ?  In  another  case,  the 
emergency  men  employed  on  the  Brooke 
estate  in  County  We^ord,  whilst  in  a 
state  of  intoxication,  threatened  to  fire 
their  revolvers  at  unarmed  people,  for 
which  offence  they  were  let  off  on 
payment  of  a  small  fine.  Almost  all 
these  cases  testified  to  the  laxity  which 
prevailed  in  allowing  armed  eme^nc^ 
men  to  go  about  the  country,  some- 
times in  a  state  of  intoxication,  to 
the  terror  and  danger  of  the  people. 
With  regard  to  the  eviotiona  on  the 
Shirley  estate,  there  oould  be  no  doubt 
they  were  being  carried  out  under  cir- 
eumstanoea  of  great  brutalitgr*  In  one 
case,  in  whidi  a  widow  asked  ,  to  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  the  house,  beoaoae 
her  child  was  dying,  the  agent  refused 
to  accede  to  the  request,  on  the  ground 
that  he  obtained  a  decree  two  years  ago ; 
but  the  woman's  husband  died,  and  she 
took  advantage  of  it.  That  was  the  way 
things  were  done  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
would  ask  fair-minded  men  if  that  was 
not,  in  a  great  degree,  an  excuse  for 
much  of  the  lawlessness  which  followed 
evictions  in  Ireland.  During  the  erio- 
tions  which  were  carried  out  at  Cool- 
greany,  the  police  rushed  on  the  people 
and  batoned  them  indiscrimioately,  with- 
out the  slightest  provocation,  seriously 
iQjuring  many  of  them.  Only  for  the 
intervention  of  Uie  parish  miest  of  the 
distriot,  no  doubt,  bloodshed  would  have 
ensued.  This  case,  of  which  so  much 
had  been  made  in  debate  in  the  House, 
and  in  which  the  conduct  of  the  people 
in  merely  defending  themselves  against 
open  attack  had  been  paraded  before 
the  public  as  an  example  of  the  lawless- 
ness prevailing  in  the  country,  owed  its 
serious  nature  directly  and  solely  to  the 
action  of  the  police,  who  had  attacked 
&e  people  without  the  slightest  provo- 
cation. He  could  only  say  that  the 
wonder  was  that  there  was  not  more 
crime  in  Ireland,  considering  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  that  country,  and  con- 
sidering the  provocation  which  was 
offered  to  the  people  by  the  Supporters 
of  Her  Majesty^s  Government.  But  the 
fkct  remained  thai,  except  in  a  few  coun- 
ties, where  the  misery  of  the  people  was 
greatea^  and  where  the  demanda  of  the 
fandloxds  Tore  most  exorbitant, 
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vas  absolutely  no  crime  at  alL  More- 
OTor,  where  there  vas  most  disorder  the 
people  were  disoi^nized  and  defence- 
less, aod  were  neither  members  of  the 
National  League,  nor  had  they  adopted 
the  Flan  of  Campaign ;  and  by  attack- 
ing the  National  League  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  were  going  the  Ter^  best  way  to 
work  to  stimulate  secret  societies.  Where 
the  people  reftised  to  fulfil  their  obliga- 
tions, it  was  because  they  were  unable 
to  do  80,  and  where  they  combined  in 
self-defence,  it  was  because  there  was 
absolutely  no  alternative ;  and  he  held 
that  where  they  had  done  so  the 
landlords  were  mainly  answerable. 
He  would  ask  the  attention  of  hon. 
Ifembers  to  the  rental  of  an  estate  in 
Oountrf  Glare,  whrae  eviotiona  were  then 
being  carried  on. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Zmnst  call  the  hon. 
Baronet's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  is 
wandering  f^m  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Sib  THOUAS  ESUONDE  said,  he 
would  bow  to  the  ruling  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  was  absolutely 
unable  to  realize  how  the  QoTernment 
could  have  the  audacity  to  declare  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  was  unsatisfactory, 
considering  the  depressed  condition  of 
the  agricultural  industry;  or  that  the 
attitude  of  the  Irish  people  warranted 
coercion,  considering  the  grarity  of  the 
crisis  through  which  they  were  passing. 
The  Qorernment,  like  eywy  other 
English  QoTemmenti  knew  absolutely 
nothing  of  the  country  which  they 
undertook  to  gorem.  Bat  this  Govern- 
ment had  suooeeded,  better  than  any 
previous  Government,  in  making  plain 
the  rottenness  and  vioiousness  of  the 
system  under  which  they  lived  in  Ire- 
land. He  held  the  Government  also 
greatly  to  blame  for  having  scoffed  at 
the  warnings  given  them  last  Session  by 
the  Irish  Members,  who  then  pointed  out 
the  dangerous  consequences  that  would 
attend  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  brought 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell)  to  meet  the  exceptional  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  in  the  grave  crisis  which 
was  upon  them.  He  asked,  what 
stronger  proof  of  the  incapaoi^  of  the 
Ministry  to  ffovern  Ireland  Oonstitn- 
tionally  coula  be  given  than  the  fact 
that  they  had  thrown  tiie  Irish  people 
on  their  own  resouroee  to  maintain 
the  peace  of  the  countty  daring  the 
last  lew  months,  and  forced  them  to 
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adopt  exceptional  expedifflita  to  neu- 
tralize the  encbuToars  of  the  SumKntam 
of  the  Government  to  diatarb  public  tran> 
quillity.  TheGi3vemmentha4iimpri8oned 
Father  Fahy  because   he   dedinod  to 
admit  that  he  was  guilty  of  an  offence 
which  he  had  never  committed ;  while 
in  Belfast  rioters  were  allowed  to  go 
unpunished.    The  Government,  in  fact, 
had  shown  over  and  over  a^ain  that 
they  coiJd  not  govern  Ireland,  and, 
what  was  more,  that  they  did  not  know 
how  to  govern  Ireland.    Becaoee  the 
Irish  people  had  refused  to  take  the  lav 
from  Froolamations,  which  were  not 
worth  the  paper  they  were  printed  os, 
tlieir  meetings  were  soppreased,  and  tte 
people  were  bludgeoned.  Now,  all  that 
having  failed  of  its  purpose,  the  Go- 
vernment asked  tot  additional  power  to 
carry  out  their  policy  of  fomenting 
anarchy.   He  would  very  much  like  to 
know,  did  the  Government  wiah  to  stir 
up  rebellion  in  Ireland?   If  they  did, 
they  were  going  the  very  best  way 
about  it.    At  any  rate,  the  Nationalist 
Members  had  done  their  du^  in  en- 
deavouring  to   withstand  a  measnre 
which  they  believed  would  have  the 
most  deplorable  result;  and  if  this 
measure  was  passed  and  carried  into 
effect,  he  trusted  the  British  pubUe 
would  lay  the  blame  at  the  door  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  con- 
sequences— the  Tory  Government.  He 
charged  the  Government  with  directly 
inciting  the  Irish  people  to  brrak  the 
law.    He  chained  them  witii  endeavour- 
ing to  stir  up  bad  blood  in  all  parta  of 
Ireland  by  a  Bill  iriiioh  conld  only  make 
confusion  worse  confounded.  What  good 
did  the  Government  expect  from  this 
Bill  ?   What  good  ever  had  come  from 
coercion  ?  They  had  been  favoured  with 
it  ever  since  what  was  called  the  Legis- 
lative  Union.    What  they  wanted  in 
Ireland  was  remedial,  not  coercive  l^;is- 
lation  —  alleviation,  not  a^ravation. 
Coercion  would  not  pacify  Ireland,  or 
attach  the  Irish  people  to  the  Imperial 
connection  under  whatever  form  it  might 
be  employed.   Coercion  had  never  suc- 
ceeded in  crushing  out  the  national  spirit 
and  aspirations  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
never  would  succeed.   They  had  tried 
to  govern  the  Irish  people  for  87  years, 
but  they  had  never  submitted  to  thor 
government.   They  ooold  never  remove 
Irish  discontent  until  they  had  won  the 
affections  and  fairly  consulted  the  iit> 
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eresta  of  the  Iriah  people ;  until  the 
laima  of  the  Irish  people  were  oon- 
eded — claims  which  the  Irish  people 
□tended,  one  day  or  other,  to  enjoy. 
?hey  declared — and  always  would  de- 
lare — that  Englishmen  had  no  right, 
inder  Heaven,  to  govern  tiiem ;  ana  so 
ong  aa  Engliiiunen  perusted  in  govem- 
Dg  them  gainst  their  will,  and  so  long 
L8  they  refused  them  the  concession  of 
iiose  rights  which  they  claimed  as  a 
latton,  so  long  might  Parliament  count 
ipon  the  diauTeotion  and  the  hatred  of 
%  people  who  were  designed  by  Frovi- 
dence  to  be  the  natural  friends  of 
Ehigland. 

Oouam,  BBIDGEMAK  (Bolton): 
Sir,  the  speakers  who  have  addressed 
the  House  from  the  Opposition  side  have 
made  no  attempt  to  nappio  with  the 
arguments  which  have  neen  adduced  in 
support  of  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Southern  Division 
of  the  County  of  Dublin  (Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde),  who  has  just  sat  down,  onl^ 
attempted,  in  the  early  part  of  his 
speech,  to  grapple  with  the  question  of 
the  charges  delivered  by  the  Judges. 
He  maintained  that  some  of  those 
charges  do  not  show  the  existence  of  a 
large  amount  of  crime.   But  the  con- 
tention of  the  Government  is,  that  it  is 
only  in  particular  parts  of  Lfeland,  and 
in  certain  counties,  that  there  is  serious 
disturbance.    What  answer,  then,  is  it 
to  say  that  in  certain  other  counties 
there  is  less  crime  and  less  disturbance  ? 
Then,  as  to  remedial  measures,  they 
constitute  the  chief  proposals  of  the 
Government,  as  they  did  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  to-day  helped 
us  by  making  any  suggestion  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  BiU.   AH  the  right 
aaa.  Gentleman  said  was  that  the  Go- 
Twnment  ought  to  begin  with  remedial 
measures,  instead  of  whidh  they  are  be- 
pnning  with  coerdTe  measures.  Surely, 
tiie  nAt  hon.  Gentleman  failed  to  ob- 
serve the  very  important  announcement 
made     the  Government  that  remedial 
measures  will,  in  fact,  form  the  beet 
part  of  their  programme.   The  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  stated  most 
distioctly  that  the  reason  why  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  commenced 
with  coercive  measures  is  because  reme- 
dial measures  would  not  be  permitted 
to  pass  by  the  Home  Bule  Members  op- 


posite.  I  have  only  risen,  Sir,  for  one 

Surpose.  It  has  been  said  that  hon. 
[embers  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
come  here  as  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  landlords.  That  is  not  the  fact. 
Anyone  who  takes  the  trouble  to  refer 
to  Dod's  Parliamentary  Companion  will 
see  that  the  constituencies  who  have  re- 
turned the  majority  of  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  Honse  include  among  them 
aU  the  large  cities  of  the  Kin^om— 
such  as  Birmingham,  Manchester,  Liver- 
pool, Hull,  Leeds,  Bradford,  and  Not- 
tingham. Surely,  it  cannot  be  said  that 
great  and  important  towns  like  these 
nave  returned  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  landlords.  Cm  the  contrary, 
I  think  the  Ministerial  Members  may 
claim  to  represent  the  Democracy  of 
England  with  quite  as  much  justice  as 
the  Opposition.  We  are  accused  of 
wishing  to  enforce  coercion,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  payment  of  impossible  rents. 
If  that  were  the  object  of  this  BiU,  I 
would  certainly  oppose  it  as  warmly  aa 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  What  I  wish  to  see  is  that 
Moonlighters  are  coerced,  and  that  free- 
dom is  restored  to  the  Irish  tenants, 
labourers,  shopkeepers,  and  jurymen. 
It  is  because  I  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  that  object  in  view  that  I 
shall  sup^rt  them,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  in  doing  so  I  shidl  have  the  cordial 
sanction  and  approval  of  my  consti- 
tuents. 

Mb.  WINTEEBOTHAM  (Gloucester- 
shire, Cirencester) :  I  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  while 
I  try  to  explain  the  position  which  I,  as 
a  Liberal  Unionist,  take  up  on  this 
question  of  coercion.  I  am  opposed  to 
coercion,  root  and  branch;  and  I  intend 
to  oppose  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  every  Constitutional  method 
which  ia  open  to  me.  It  is  very  hard  to 
separate  myself  from  those  with  whom 
I  have  been  in  political  alliance,  and  to 
lay  myself  open  to  the  charge  which  has 
already .  been  brought  against  me  of 
being  a  deserter  and  a  traitor ;  but  feel- 
ing, as  I  do,  that  the  policy  of  coercion 
is  not  merely  a  tactical  blunder,  bnt 
that  it  is  absolutely  contrary  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  Unionist  cause,  and  fatal 
to  the  prospects  of  Liberal  Unionism, 
I  cannot  refrain  from  speaking  out  and 
sayine  that  I  shall  give  my  vote  without 
the  slightest  hesitation  on  every  occa- 
sion against  coercion.   I  oppoee  cony 
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cioD,  not  because  of  Election  pledges, 
although  that  ia  one  reaaon  why  I  might 
very  well  oppose  it ;  but  I  have  always 
Bpuken  against  coercion  as  an  old,  a 
worn  out,  and  a  useless  remedy,  and  I 
oppose  it  on  the  ground  which  I  stated 
just  now — because  I  am  a  Unionist.  I 
miTe  always  held  that  the  very  essence 
and  kemcuof  Unionism  is  to  maintain  this 
Parliament  intact  in  its  constitution,  un> 
questioned  in  its  supremacy  oyer  the 
whole  Empire,  and  in  no  way,  Sir,  do  I 
believe  that  we  can  so  much  endanger 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament  as  by  bring- 
ing home  to  the  hearts  and  minds  of 
Eoglishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irishmen, 
that  we  have  no  way  of  meeting  the 
Irish  difficulty  or  of  governing  Ireland 
except  the  old  and  hateful  policy  of  coer- 
cion, which  has  been  tried  so  often,  and 
never  succeasf  ully ;  that  we  have  learned 
nothing  from  the  study  of  history  ;  that 
Unionists  have  nothing  to  offer  for  the 
solution  of  this  most  difficult  problem, 
but  that  resort  to  a  worn  out  remedy, 
and  that  we  can  still  do  nothing  but 
attempt  to  govern  Ireland  by  methods 
absolutely  contrary  to  the  wishes  and 
desires  of  the  great  majraity  of  the  Irish 
people.   Sir,  I  know  that  no  words  of 
mine  can  influence  the  action  of  the 
Government,  and  induce  them  to  draw 
back  from  the  course  upon  which,  no 
doubt  after  full  deliberation,  they  have 
resolved  upon  entering.  I  feel  still  more 
sadly  that  no  words  of  mine  are  likely  to 
influence  many  of  my  brother  Unionists, 
and  to  divert  them  from  a  course  which  is 
absolutely  suicidal  from  their  point  of 
view.   I  speak  with  sadness,  because  I 
think  they  are  throwing  away  a  grand 
and  glorious  opportunity  for  the  Unionist 
cause.   They  have  got  a  great  Unionist 
majority  in  the  House,  and  God  knows 
when  we  shall  ever  again  have  such  a 
chance  of  settling  once  for  all  upon  safe 
lines  this  Xrish  problem,  which  has  so 
long  pnuded  our  ablest  statesmen,  de- 
moralized  our  Parliament,  and  is  ever 
present  as  a  danger  to  the  Empire.  It 
IB  because  I  am  a  Unionist,  end  feel  the 
respon^bility  of  allowing  Unionist  op- 
portunities to  slip  away,  that  I  regret 
the  course  which  the  Government  have 
thought  flt  to  enter  upon.  We  all  know 
what  the  cause  of  the  disease  in  Ireland 
ia,  and  why  have  we  not  the  courage  to 
aim  straight  at  it  7    We  cannot  pretend 
we  do  not  know  what  the  disease  is.  We 
hare  only  to  look  at  the  put  histoij  of 


Ireland  to  discover  what  it  ia.  Esrl 
Grey,  in  1846,  in  weighty  words,  after 
enumerating  the  past  Coercion  Acts,  ob- 
jected to  their  renewal,  and  said — 

*'  Agtun,  in  1846,  we  are  called  npon  to  te< 
saw  the  same  poUcy.  TTe  most  look  fortlur— 
we  must  look  to  the  root  of  the  eril — the  aUc 
of  the  land,  and  the  habits  of  the  peofde  is 
reapect  to  the  occapation  of  the  land,  arc  slwHt 
at  the  roots  of  the  diaorder." 

Speaking  of  the  evictions  then  going  on, 
he  denounced  them  thus — 

"That  nich  fhiog||i  coidd  take  pUoe  vbr  a 
disgrace  to  any  dTilizod  country." 

Let  me  read  the  words  of  Ixtrd  JtAn 
Bussell,  in  the  same  year— 

"  We  have  here  the  beat  endenoe  that  eta  be 
procured  " — 

he  might  be  speaking  of  anoh  eTidesee 
as  that  contained  in  the  Blue  Book  of 
Lord  Oowper's  Oomnusaion — 

'  "  and  all  tell  Toa  that  the  posBMsion  of  the  land 
is  that  which  makes  the  difference  between 
existing  and  atarring  amongst  the  peasantry ; 
and  that,  therefore,  ejecttooa  oat  of  tliair  ludd- 
ings  are  the  cavse  of  the  Tiolence  and  crime  ia 
Ireland." 

I  have  no  wish  to  weary  tiie  House ;  bat 
there  is  one  more  quotattou  whiuh  I  most 
give— a  quotation  from  a  speech  of  tibe 
great  tribune  of  the  people,  the  wuaxa 
Member  for  Birmingham  (ICr.  John 
Bright)— 

"It  is  in  the  eternal  decrees  of  Pro ri deuce 
that  BO  long  as  the  population  of  a  ooontry  m 
prevented  aom.  the  posailrility  of  possessing  any 
portion  of  their  native  soil  by  Icjfal  enactments 
and  legal  chioanery— then  outrages  ahooM  he 
committed,  were  they  bnt  as  beaoona  and 
warnings  to  call  the  Legislatnre  to  a  senae  of 
the  duties  it  owed  to  the  country  which  it 
governed." 

Our  own  Oommission  proves  it.  Any- 
body  who  has  carefully  studied  that  Bine 
Book  will  find  quite  enough  to  acooiut 
for  all  the  diaorder  and  all  the  outrage 
we  have  in  Lreland.  And  yet  we  do  not 
try  to  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil,  but  go 
back  to  that  old  and  oro<&ed  poli<^  wfai^ 
we  have  tried  >o  often,  and  which  has 
alwfurs  proved  a  failure.  And  th«e  is 
another  point  which  we  must  not  forget 
Every  Membmr  of  this  House  knows 
what  was  said  by  the  late  lamented  Bb. 
W.  E.  Forater — a  man  of  thorough 
honesty  and  conviction.  He  said  that 
these  Grimes  Acts  —  this  exceptional 
legislation  —  was  only  aimed  at  **  a 
handful  of  village  rufiBans."  That  idea 
has  been  exploded  loo^  ago.  We  all 
know  now  that  the  ooenum  proposed  by 
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Ser  Majesty's  Oorernment  is  aimed  at 
anorgaoizationwhiofairightlyoT  vroDgly, 
pOflsesseB  the  ooDfidence  of  three-foarths 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  By  coetcion,  we 
are  not  fighting  "  village  ruffians,"  but 
an  organization  which,  in  the  words  of 
of  Sir  Redvera  Buller,  the  people  look 
to  as  their  salvation.  We  ought  never  to 
have  allowed  any  orvanization  to  stand  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  such  a  relation  as 
that,  and  it  would  not  have  been  eo  if  we 
had  only  done  our  dut^.  What  is  going 
to  be  the  result  of  this  coercion  ?  We 
can  easily  imprison  500  or  1,000  people; 
but  how  long  are  we  to  keep  them  in 
prison  ?  And  when  the  imprisoned  men 
oome  out,  will  they  not  come  out  with 
ten  times  more  influence  than  when  they 
vent  in  ?  Indeed,  I  do  not  know  that 
imprisonment  under  a  Crimes  Act  would 
not  be  the  ball*  mark  and  stamp  of  a  man 
as  fit  to  be  a  future  Member  of  Farlia' 
ment;aad  any  priest  who  is  sentto  prison 
will  come  out  fit,  in  the  eyes  of  the  Irish 
people,  to  be  a  Bishop.  I  have,  on  many 
a  Unionist  platform,  declared  that  what 
has  been  stated  by  many  of  my  Liberal 
Priends,  who  disagree  with  me  on  this 
subject,  is  untrue  and  false — namely, 
that  there  is  no  alternative  and  no  middle 
course  between  coercion  and  Home  Bule. 
We  have  denounced  Home  Rule,  and 
we  have  declared  that  we  would  show 
how  mist^en  a  policy  it  is,  if  a  Unionist 
minority  was  returned  to  Parliament; 
that  we  would  show  the  Eugltsh  people 
tbat  we  are  as  anxious  as  possible  to 
give  to  Irishmen  all  fair  and  reasonable 
powers  for  governing  themselves  with 
regard  to  Uior  own  looal  affairs.  That 
was  our  Unionist  platfimn.  We  de> 
nounoed  coercion  again  and  again.  We 
went  in  for  equal  laws  and  equal  Uber- 
ties,  and  I,  for  one,  decline  to  be  divorced 
from  the  declarations  which  I  made  upon 
many  platforms  in  the  course  of  the 
Unionist  campaign.  What  we  are  now 
asked  to  do  is  to  make  the  laws  unequal 
and  to  abridge  the  liberties  of  Irishmen. 
I  maintain  that  it  is  a  great  blunder  to 
suppose  tbat  all  Irishmen,  or  that  all 
so-called  Nationalist  Irishmen,  hold 
extreme  views.  I  know  many  Irish- 
men who  support  Nationalist  candi- 
dates, and  yet  are  very  far  from  holding 
extreme  Home  Rule  views.  They  say — 
"You  have  attempted  for  87  years  to 
govern  Ireland  by  constant  resort  to 
coercive  measures,  and  by  exceptional 
legislatkm,  and  yoa  have  failed.  Toa 


hare  now  oome  reluctantly  to  the  opi- 
nion that  there  is  no  way  out  of  the 
difficulty — that  English  prejudices  and 
English  methods  are  so  deeply-rooted 
and  deeply- seated  that  there  is  no  way 
out  of  the  difficulty  but  Home  Rule  in 
some  shape  or  other."  These  are  not 
men  who  ought  to  be  driven  into  ex- 
treme opposition.  The  Government  will 
be  wise  if  they  would  appeal,  while 
there  is  yet  time,  to  moderate  Irish  opi- 
nion. I  do  not  mean  that  coercion,  in 
some  circumstances,  may  not  become  pos- 
sible and  even  right,  and  I  wish  to  guard 
myself  against  saying  a  word  that  may 
be  supposed  to  cast  a  reflection  upon  the 
oonscientious  and  honest  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  No  doubt  they 
have  come  to  the  condusion  that  they 
are  right.  I  hold  that  they  are  wrong, 
and  I,  for  one,  will  never  consent  to  t^ 
coercion  until  all  other  meuis  have 
fiuled.  There  are  only  two  ways  of 
maintaining  the  Union.  The  one  is  by 
a  patient  continuance  of  legislative  re- 
medial measures,  not  forgetting  that  we 
have  not  been  free  from  blame  in  the 
past,  and  that  English  Members  owe  a 
debt  to  the  Irish  people.  That  is  one 
course ;  the  other  course  is  the  old  course 
of  coercion  and  brute  force,  which,  in  the 
past,  we  have  been  so  ready  to  try,  and 
which  has  always  failed,but  which,  never- 
theless, we  are  now  going  to  try  a^n  in 
circumstances  absolutely  unjustifiable. 
Of  these  two  courses  I  will  never  consent 
to  give  my  voice  in  favour  of  coercion 
until  we  hjare  tried  and  exhausted  the 
other  expedient  which  goes  to  the  root 
of  the  matter.  Put  that  right  which 
your  own  Oommiseion  has  told  you  is 
wrong,  and  then,  having  done  justice  to 
Ireland  and  established  wise  and  ap- 
proved laws,  you  can  command  the  com- 
plete adhesion  and  obedience  of  Irish- 
men to  those  laws.  It  is  from  this  point 
of  view,  retaining  my  Unionism  most 
thoroughly,  that  I  am  willing  to  grant 
to  Ireland  local  self-government ;  but 
not  Parliamentary  independence.  I  am 
altoffetber  opposed  to  coercion,  and  I 
shall  give  to  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment all  the  opposition  in  my 
power. 

Mr.  W,  HAYES  FISHER  (Fulham): 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  may  be  justly  described  as  neither 
fish,  flesh,  fowl,  nor  good  red-herring. 
The  hon.  Member  appears  to  think  that 
he  is  invited  to  vote  for  what  he  oalls 
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coernon  only.  Now,  I  hare  Btudied  the 

Blue  Book  as  well  as  the  hon.  Uemher, 
and  I  find  that,  although  remedial 
measures  are  prescribed  for  Ireland, 
the  Blue  Book  tells  me  that  before 
remedial  measures  could  take  effect 
it  is  absolutely  neceBsary  that  measures 
for  the  restoration  of  law  and  order 
should  be  passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  has  been  introduced  to  sup- 
press an  organization  which  has  won 
the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people.  Nov, 
the  real  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  meet  the 
case  of  the  "  village  ruffians,"  which 
were  described  b^  the  late  Mr.  W.  E. 
Foster,  and  the  aim  of  the  measure  is  to 
meet  the  dastardly  acts  which  hare  been 
oommitted  by  those  "  village  ruffians  "  in 
Ireland.  I  should  like  to  know,  when 
Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  propose  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  why  they  are  not 
entitled  to  expect  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down?  He 
tells  us  that  he  is  opposed  to  coercion, 
root  and  branch ;  but,  proceeding  with 
his  speech,  it  was  not  long  before  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  not 
opposed  to  coercion,  under  erery  possible 
circumstance.  I  should  like  to  put  a 
case  to  him.  Suppose,  for  instance,  that 
the  hon.  Member  dared  to  assume  that 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  has  been  organized 
by  men  who,  acting  with  the  most 
perfect  sincerity  and  honesty,  have  taken 
up  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  solely  for  the 
parpose  of  forcing  rack-renting  land- 
lords  to  give  pn^>fir  reductions  to  Uieir 
tenants— suppose  the  hon.  Member  takes 
that  view,  then  I  can  understand  that  he 
might  refuse  to  any  Goremment  the 
power  of  meeting  thatFIan  of  Campaign, 
and  the  action  of  those  who  are  en- 
deavouring to  enforce  it ;  but  suppose 
that  in  the  ensuing  winter,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  to  confront  this  state 
of  things— suppose  that  hon.  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  issue  a  No- 
Bent  Manifesto  or  uat  the  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland,  headed  by  Archbishop 
Croke,  embarkinan  opposition  tothepay- 
ment  of  all  taxes,  wotud  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refuse  to  give  any  power  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  enable  them  to 
deu  with  such  a  state  of  things? 
Would  the  hoD.  Member  be  prepared  to 
giTO  perfect  immunity  to  those  who  ad- 
vocate either  aNo>Bent  oraNo*Tax  Cam- 
paign throughout  Ireland?  If  he  says 
that  he  ia  not  willing  to  give  immanify 
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to  those  who  advocate  suoh  a  im>gramiii^ 
then  I  ask  him  if  he  is  willing-  to  gnot 
the  Government  sufficient  power  in  cass 
such  a  programme  is  pat  forward  n«t 
winter  for  dealing  with  it.  X  am  afiraid 
that  I  have  not  been  able  to  diaooTer 
muoh  argument  in  the  speech  of  th^ 
hon.  Member,  and  if  the  House  wffl 
permit  me  I  will  leave  the  remarks  of  the  ' 
hon.  Member  and  turn  to  the  case  whidi 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  pot 
forward  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  We  have 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentiemaa 
the  Member  for  Mid  Ix>thiaa  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  that  he  has  founded  hie 
case  against  the  Bill,  to  a  great  extent,  oo 
the  fact  that  the  Government  have  |pat 
forward  a  totally  inadequate  and  in- 
efficient case  for  coercive  measnrss. 
In  1881,  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  stated 
that  he  attached  veiy  little  importance  to 
mere  terrorism,  bnt  that  there  was 
abundant  proof  of  the  gravity  of  the  i 
crimes  committed.  That  remark  was  ! 
made  in  answer  to  the  very  charge  which 
he  himself  has  brought  against  Her  I 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  present 
occasion — namely,  that  the  Bfinistry  are 
relying  upon  altogether  insufficient 
evidence  and  inadequate  statistics  as  to 
the  amount  of  erime  and  outrage  whidi 
exists  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion  told  us  that 
it  was  on  such  a  case  that  the  Qovera- 
meat  were  entitled  to  demand  coerdve 
legislation  for  Ireland.  So  iiar  as  the 
Government  rely  upon  the  Sin»  Book, 
they  rest  as  the  right  hon.  Qeotlfiman 
saia  he  rested  in  1881  "on  the  graver 
and  not  on  the  more  trivial  cases. 
Ironteal  ektertfrom  tht  Some  SmU  Mm* 
w*.]  Yes ;  we  rely,  as  he  than  said  he 
relied — 

"  upon  the  aggregate  of  those  caaee  and  the  cir- 
cumstances conneoted  with  them,  apon  the 
source  from  which  these  ofieooM  have  sprang, 
apon  the  oomlniiatioiu  by  wUdi  they  aza  nip- 
ported ;  and  it  is  upon  ma  total  Coiluras  of  us 
admiiuBtraUon  of  jostice  in  the  attempts  to 
detect  and  poniah  orime,  and  not  upon  those 
selected  items  and  nnite  that  we  rest  oar  oaee." 

That  is  exactly  our  case;  but  we  do 
not  rest  upon  this  case  only,  but  upon 
the  acknowledged  existence  of  doj- 
cotting  and  intimidation  which  prevails 
throughout  Ireland.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  uat 
he  was  ve^  much  surprised  that  be* 
cause  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when 
they  were  in  Office  at  the  end  of 
1885,  did  not  introduce  a  Ooeroioa 
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Bill,  that  they  should  be  prepared 
to  introduce  one  in  1887.  I  dare  say 
it  may  be  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  are  wiser  than  they  were  in 
1885 ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  lies  in  the 
mouth  of  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  the 
Member  for  lud  Lothian  to  upbraid 
Her  Majesty's  €k>vemment  for  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  providing  for  change  of 
▼enue  and  special  j  uriea  to  meet  the  diffi.- 
culties  of  the  present  sitnationt  seeing 
that  the  right  lum.  Oentleman  in  1885 
was  anxious  to  iLare  those  powers  given 
to  his  own  Goremment,  as  appears  from 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  late  Onief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks* 
Beach).  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recollect  what  ooourrra in  October,  1885? 
I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  he 
addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Ohief  Seoretaiy  for  Ireland ;  and  he 
states  in  that  letter — 

"Astothfldsuses  which  m^ht  be  generally 
termed  procednze  olaases,  ana  the  most  im- 
portant (rf  whioh  related  to  special  juriea, 
<^aDge  of  Tenne,  aod  Boycotting,  our  ojnnion 
vat  not  that  they  Bhonld  be  abeolutely  re- 
enacted,  but  that  the  Viceroy  should  have 
power  to  pat  them  in  force  tog^hert  txt 
separately,  as  and  where  he  might  see  oaaee." 

Those  words  were  written  on  the  10th  of 
October,  1885;  and  I  want  to  know, 
what  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Qtmtlemao  were  jnepared  to  bring  for- 
ward a  meaaoxe  of  that  kind,  what  were 
tlus  statibtios  as  to  crime  and  onteage  at 
that  time  in  Ireland  f  I  know  t^at  what- 
ever is  quoted  from  this  side  of  the 
House  is  almost  certain  to  be  contra- 
dicted on  ti^e  other ;  but  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  quote  a  passage  from  a 
speech  of  one  of  the  staunchest  allies 
and  supporters  of  the  Government  at 
that  time — Lord  Spencer.  Speaking  in 
another  place  on  January  12th,  1886, 
Ltffd  Spencer  said — 

"In  1881,  the  number  of  esses  of  agrarisn 
erime  wis  4,iS9  ;  in  1883  the  number  was 
;  wUle  in  1884  the  number  waa  only  762  ; 
but  should  there  be  afreih  outbreak  of  aerarian 
crime,  I  beHeve  we  ihould  not  be  able  to  aepend 
upon  tbe  ordinary  law  or  ordinary  juriea." 
Ix)rd  Spencer  pointed  out  that  crime  had 
been  constantly  going  down;  and  he 
goes  on  to  say  that— 

"  At  the  time  we  left  Office  (•'.«.,  in  June, 
1886),  outragea  bad  fallen  to  a  very  lo«  ebb 
indeed.  But  the  fact  tanained  that  tt  waA  only 
recently  that  those  organisations  had  hatn 
broken  up,  and  condin  punishment  had  Ipva 
acted  oat  to  the  offnoflcs." 


We  have  had  the  figures  in  regard  to 
Boycotting  given  to-night,  and  they 
show  that  at  that  time — 1885 — when  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  in 
power,  and  wished  to  renew  the  special 
clauses  of  the  Grimes  Act  relating  to  the 
offence  of  Boycotting,  the  figures  of 
Crime  and  outrage  were  very  much  be- 
low what  they  are  at  the  present  moment, 
and  Boycottiog  waa  far  less  extensive. 
[Criu  of  "No!"  from  ih$  Howu  RvU 
Mmhen,  and  "Hear,  hear  I"  tko 
Mmisterial  SeMhsiJ]  Therefore,  the 
ptmoaal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
l£a  Lothian  to  re-enaot  part  of  the 
Grimes  Act  in  1885  amply  justifies  the 
Government  in  taking  the  course  which 
they  have  determined  to  take  now.  I 
admit,  however,  that  I  would  not  sup- 
port tbe  Government  if  their  case  were 
based  solely  upon  the  tabulated  agrarian 
outrages.  I  support  the  Ministerial 
policy,  because  I  know  that  injured 

Sersons  in  Ireland  dare  not  give  evi- 
enoe  against  those  who  have  injured 
them,  that  jurors  dare  not  convict,  and 
that,  if  jurors  dare  to  convict,  they  dare 
not  go  about  their  ordinary  business 
without  being  attended  by  as  many 
poUoemen  as  used  to  attend  the  move- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Xwlnr.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  treated 
with  ridicule  the  extracts  read  from  the 
Judges*  charges.  I  think  it  was  hardly 
decent  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.Mem- 
ber  to  throw  ridicule  on  the  opinions  of 
men  whom  he  had  himself  raised  to  the 
Bench.  We  have  heard  what  was  the 
opinion  of  one  Judge,  who  was  Attorney 
General  in  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  Government.  Why,  if  the  opinions 
of  that  Gentleman  were  to  be  received 
as  truthful  when  he  was  sitting  on  the 
Front  Ministerial  Bench,  shoold  he  be 
treated  as  a  liar  now  that  he  has  been 
elevated  to  the  Judicial  Bench  ?  I  could 
give  thousands  of  instances  of  the  most 
cruel  fonns  of  outn^  and  intimidation. 
iBoms  RuU  eriet  of  "  Give  them  I "]  I 
will  certainly  do  so.  I  have  hea^  it 
deniedi  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that 
Irishmen  are  persecuted  because  they 
refuse  to  join  the  National  League. 
That  has  been  distinctly  laid  down  and 
reiterated  over  and  ov6r  again  by  hon. 

on  tli'j  m'Ik-e'  ^i'l.:  oUHfWmHww,  I 
have^^^BHp^^ 
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vhioh,  on  the  16th  of  January  last,  was 
found  posted  on  the  gate  of  the  Roman 
Oatholic  Chapel  at  Achonry,  in  the 
Oonnty  of  Sligo : — 

"  Notice. 

"  Beware  of  the  QQdermeottoned  *  Sbooeena ' 
who  would  not  become  members  of  the  Achonry 
branch  of  the  National  League  for  the  year 
1886." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  What  is  the 
name  of  the  place  ? 

Mr.  W.HAYES  FISHER:  Achonry. 
I  may  have  mispronouQced  it ;  but  that 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that  the  notice 
was  posted  as  I  have  described.  The 
notice  itself  was  followed  by  60  names ; 
and  it  can  be  well  understood  what 
would  happoi  to  the  persons  thus 
specified.  What  actually  did  happen  I 
will  tell  the  House.  Several  of  them 
paid  next  day,  but  an  apology  for  their 
past  apathy  was  demaudod.  I  will  give 
now  ioBtances  of  the  treatment  of  men 
who  have  been  Boycotted  because  they 
had  paid  their  rents.  This  is  a  copy  of 
a  notice  posted  all  over  the  district  in 
which  Lady  Kingston's  estates  are 
situated— 

''Boycott I  Boycott!  Boycott! 

'*  FsUoV'CODotryiiieD,  be  not  deorived.  Boy- 
cotting n  not  done  away  with.  Strike  now  or 
never  at  everyone  who  aasiBts  Anne  Kingston 
to  recover  oppressive  rents,  or  who  pays  them. 
Boycott  that  disgrace  to  her  lex,  Anne  King- 
ston, the  grass  widow,  the  hard-hearted.  Boy- 
cott and  rend  the  pig-headed  reptowDtatire 
of  the  Chnrch  Body.  Boycott  Muia  U'Grady ; 
Boycott  Benton  tlw  insolent  wbelp.  Strike  at 
the  ouipoata  of  the  Castle ;  yoa  know  who  they 
.are. 

"Boycott!  Boycott  1  Boycott! 

**  Let  others,  too,  taka  warning  and  beware 
of  their  fote,  or  their  tarn  will  larely  oome. 

"  M.B. — John  Coughlan,  of  Flemiogstown, 
has  paid  his  rent.  Boycott  him  and  his  short 
horns  and  his  dairy  farms.  Dairymen  beware  I " 

Let  me  give  the  House  another  instance 
in  connection  with  the  Fhilipstown 
branch,  King's  Oounty.  It  is  contained 
in  a  cutting  from  Th»  Midland  TriUuu 
(a  Nationalist  organ)  in  Jannazy  last, 
which  says— ■ 

"  The  usual  fortnightly  meeting  was  held  on 
Sonday,  the  Bar.  S.  Bergin,  P.P.,  presided. 
A  complaint  was  made  that  the  farm  at  Bally- 
owen,  surrendered  by  Mr.  Thomas  Smyth,  of 
Kell,  on  aocount  of  it  being  rack-rented,  was 
lately  grabbed  by  a  person  named  Rylands,  from 
Bahue.  It  was  resolved  that  the  rule  of  the 
Leafue  relating  to  land-grabbing  bo  striotly 
enforced,  and  that  sny_  member  w  the  brmuut 
found  to  be  in  communication  with  any  of  tba 
parties  concerned  will  be  expelled.'* 

Mr.  W.  JToyM  FUUm 


Let  me  mention  the  facts  of  tiie  esse. 
Smyth  held  a  farm  under  Sir  Edwu4 
Grogan  in  King's  Gonnty.  Thinking 
ttie  rent  too  high  he  surrendered  the 
farm  to  the  landlord  three  years  a^ 
since  which  date  it  has  been  derdict. 
The  other  day  Kylanda  took  this  faim. 
In  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
National  League,  he  thought  it  best  to 
offer  Smyth  £20.  A  meeting  of  the 
League  was  held,  and,  acting  under  its 
shadow,  Smyth  demanded£  140.  Threat- 
ening  notices  were  posted  with  the  result 
that  Bylands  hasgiven  op  thefarm,  being 
afraid  to  go  near  the  place.  [An  horn. 
Meubek:  What  was  the  date?^  The 
23rd  of  January,  1887.  I  will  now  give 
the  House  a  still  more  cmel  iartance  of 
Boycotting,  and  it  relates  to  aa  infi- 
vidual  whose  name  has  very  trmmstfy 
been  mentioned  in  this  HoaB»— Fatfasr 
Fahy. 

"Ameetingof  the  members (rf  tha  AbWy 
district  of  tbe  Woodford  branch  of  the  fitirrW 
League  was  held  on  the  6th  of  Febmry.  IftST. 
Father  Fahy  in  the  chair.  Uidiaal  urkia, 
secretary.  Abbey  branch,  spoln  of  the  hcr^iag 
of  farms  in  the  locality,  and  aakad  if  those  wW 
held  the  sitostiona  woold  gin  thsm  aad 
said  the  people  knew  how  to  treat  thaw  pscifli. 
if  thoy  Old  not  do  so,  and  if  there  was  any 
present  for  him  to  come  f Of  ward  aod  giw  it 
up  pnblioW,  or  if  not  they  would  swiTl  WL 
llichael  Ooen's  wife  came  forward,  and  aud 
they  were  herding  a  fiirm,  and  she  «o«td  c^** 
it  up  if  they  promised  har  say  sappovt.  na 
Maddox,  herd  to  Ur.  Lewis,  said  he  was  wiUac 
to  give  up,  but  that  ha  had  nine  ^tiUrsn,  aM 
if  wey  gave  him  any  aapport  he  did  not  wmaa 
to  work  for  Lewis.  Father  Fahy  aaid  h«  wo«U 
give  no  guarantee.  Martin  Egaa  propu— d  a 
vote  of  tuuiks  to  Father  Fahy,  and  ui  nHpasH* 
Father  Fahy  said  he  called  tboas  herdo  ^  4U 
not  give  up  miserable  wretchea.  *'"''W  IhM 
came  up,  and  said  he  was  willing  to  give  ap  H 
they  gave  him  out-door  relief;  bat  that  W 
could  not  die  by  the  ditch.  Fkthor  Fahy  Mi 
be  would  wash  his  hands  of  the  lika  cf  hasa- 
Maddox  was  then  groaned  aL  '*'*fysH 
Donahue,  herd  to  Mr.  Lewis,  gars  op  to-dav 
for  fear,  and  he  has  been  herding  the  nim  flat 
M  yean :  and  has  no  means  auepi  tha  ««ak- 
hoose.  This  old  man,  Richard  Donahaa^  saw 
to  Mr.  Lewis,  and  told  him  with  tears  ta  kas 
eyes  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  give  up  hsad- 
ing  for  him,  as  he  oonsideMd  his  ule  woold  atf 
be  safe  if  he  oontinaed  in  his  omploymank  aflsr 
Sunday's  meeting." 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARBINQTON  (DnUn. 
Harbour) :  May  I  be  permitted  to  aik 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  qiiotiw 
from  a  newspsper  report  of  Uie  pwoseJ- 
iogs,  or  from  a  report  snpplMd  bj  a 
p<moe  constable  ? 

Ut.W.HAY£SFI8H£R:  laaoMl- 
ing  a  report  leMired  from  the  mapk 
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Irish  Constabolary,  supplied,  I  believe, 
from  shoTt-hand  notes  of  ,the  proceed- 
ings.   [CfiM  o/"  "Oh!"   and  laughter 
the  Some  SuU  J/tfmi«r«.]   Allow  me 
to  remind   hon.  Members  belov  the 
Gkixifltway  opposite  what  was  hold  by 
the  GoTemment  of  the  xiffht  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  in  1881  as  to  the 
accuracy  and  Toraotty  of  the  Oonstabn- 
larly  Keports.    I  think  they  will  find 
that  GO  more  than  one  occasion  the 
right   hpn.  Gentleman  defended  the 
accuracy  and  Toraoity  of  those  members 
of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  who 
supplied  reports  of  meetiogs  to  the  Qo- 
Temment.    I  do  not  propose  to  weary 
the  House  by  reading  any  more  in- 
Btancea  of  Boycotting.   I  am  quite  cer- 
tain of  this  that  those  who  read  the  Irish 
papers,  and  study  what  is  going  on, 
must  be  convinced  that  a  system  of 
terrorism  and  tyranny  is  prevalent  in 
Ireland,  which  it  is  the  first  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  put  down  by 
every  means  in  its  power.  11  hon. 
Members  opponte  refuse  to  join  in 
supportiDg— at  all  events,  the  Boy- 
cotting clauses  of  this  Bill,  and  its  main, 
provisions — shall  judge  only  that  they 
feel  no  sympathy  with  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  heavy  duty  they  are  called 
upon  to  perform  —  that  they  refuse 
from  purely  Party  and  factious  purposes, 
apart  altogether  from  the  question  of 
Home  BiUe,  to  give  those  powers  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  which  are  essen- 
tial for  the  restoration  of  law  and  order, 
and  they  refuse  to  show  practical  sym- 
pathy with  those  who  are  suffering  in 
the  most  oruel  way,  in  Ireland,  &om 
tyranny  and  de^tism.   Will  they  ^nt 
th^  eyea  and  ears  to  the  sights  and 
cries  that  oome  feom  those  who  are  the 
Tiotinu  of  abominable  crimes,  ohtrages, 
and  cruelties  in  Ireland  ?  I  say  that  it 
is  oar  bounden  duty  to  endeavour  to 
restore  two-thirds  of  Ireland  to  the  same 
position  of  peace  and  prosperity  that 
now  exists  in  Ulster  among  the  other 
third  of  the  population.   No  one  can 
deny  that  while  the  greater  portion  of 
Ulster  is  prosperous  and  happy,  and  is 
enjoying  ue  hberties  and  privileges  of 
free  men,  the  other  portion  of  Ireland 
ia  under  a  cruel  despotism,  and  to  a 
lai^e  extent  given  over  to  anarchy. 
Our  main  end  and  object  is  to  bring 
about  such  a  state  of  things  as  may 
enable  us  to  point  the  other  two-thirds 
of  Ireland  in  the  same  oolonn  aa  we 


are  now  able  to  paint  Ulster,  and  to 
bring  about  a  state  of  things  which  will 
secure  that  deeds  which  are  regarded  as 
heinous  crimes  in  the  sight  of  God  and 
in  the  sight  of  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men shdl  oome  also  to  be  regarded  as 
crimes  by  the  main  body  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Me.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) :  I  trust  the  House  will  extend 
to  me  its  indulgence  for  a  short  time 
while  I  address  it  upon  this  question  ; 
because  I  do  not  think  I  should  oe  doing 
my  duty  to  those  I  represent  if  I  were 
to  give  a  silent  vote  npon  the  occauon  of 
this  Motion.  Certainly,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  trouble  the  House  with 
more  than  a  few  remarks  with  regard  to 
the  present  measure ;  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  will  be  more  consutent  with 
the  position  which  I  take  up,  if  I  meet 
the  Motion,  in  the  first  instance,  with  a 
direct  denial;  because  it  is  not  the 
details  of  the  measure  to  which  I  object, 
but  it  is  the  whole  principle  of  coercion. 
My  profound  conviction  is  that  this  Bill 
is  not  the  way  to  meet  the  evils  now 
existing  in  Ireland ;  hut  the  only  way 
in  whidi  a  cure  can  be  found  for  them 
is  by  generously  meeting  the  legitimate 
demands  of  the  Irish  people  for  a  fair 
measure  of  aelf-goverament.  I  am  not 
without  a  true  and  deep  sympathy  with 
the  Irish  pei^le  in  their  troubles  and  in 
their  trials.  I  can  honestly  say  that.  But 
I  have  always  approached  this  question 
more  directly  from  an  English  point  of 
view.  It  is  not  that  I  fear  the  worst  that 
can  be  done  by  3,000,000  or  4,000,000 
people  in  Ireland,  for  I  have  not  so  poor 
an  opinion  of  the  strength  of  the  Empire 
as  to  believe  that  any  course  the  Irish 
people  may  be  driven  to  take  would 
seriously  interfere  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  Empire.  Bat,  at  the  same  time, 
I  cannot  see  witiiout  regret  England, 
year  after  year  and  decade  after  decade, 
keeping  up  a  running  sore  in  her  aide, 
and  with  her  small  milita^  strength, 
wilfully  weakening  herself  by  main- 
taining a  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
which  necessitates  the  keeping  up  of 
a  considerable  military  force  in  that 
country.  Again,  I  cannot  see  without 
serious  apprehension  thousands  and  tens 
of  thousands  of  Irishmen  leaving 
the  shores  of  Irolaod  JU^  after 
year,   and   going  f  '  and  to 
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Imperial  QOTerament.  That  is  one 
of  the  most  serious  aspects  oi  the  case 
from  an  Englishman's  point  of  Tiev.  As 
I  have  already  stated,  I  do  not  propose 
to  deal  with  the  details  of  this  measure 
of  coercion;  but  I  may  congratulate  the 
Government  on  one  of  the  features  of 
the  Bill  which,  as  I  understand  it, 
appears  to  be  an  ingenious  contrivance 
to  enable  the  Qovemment  to  maintain 
the  organization  of  the  Orangemen, 
irhilst,  at  th.e  same  time,  they  are  able 
to  put  down  and  crush  the  organization 
which  is  resorted  to  by  the  mtuority  of 
the  Irish  people.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not 
find  any  »ult  with  the  Government 
because  they  propose  to  make  the  Bill  a 

fermanent  measure.  On  tiie  contra^, 
am  glad  of  it  I  am  glad  that  the 
Ckwemment,  and  those  who  think  with 
them,  should  throw  off  the  mask,  and 
should  no  longer  pretend  that  they  have 
any  intention  of  governing  Ireland  as  a 
free  people.  But  there  is  one  provision 
which  I  mis9  in  this  proposed  measure, 
and  which  I  miss  with  considerable  re- 
gret. It  is  this :  I  find  in  this  measure 
no  provision  for  the  disenfranchisement 
of  every  Irish  constituency,  and  I  say 
that  the  omission  of  such  a  provision,  in 
such  a  measure  as  this,  is  totally  incon- 
sistent with  the  soope  and  with  the  in- 
tention of  the  Bill.  To  leave  to  the 
Irish  people  nominally  a  free  representa- 
tion, while  permanently  depriving  them 
of  the  rights  of  a  free  nation.  To  my 
mind,  it  is  ft  shameless  mockery ;  and  to 
force  a  measure  like  this  down  the 
throats  of  the  Irish  people  in  opposition 
to  the  voices  of  the  Bepresentatives  of 
tlie  vast  majority  of  the  country,  is,  to 
my  mind,  the  grossest  insult  any  Go- 
Temment  could  possibly  ofi'er  to  any 
naUon  which  had  the  slightest  right  or 
pretence  to  call  itself  free.  Now,  Sir, 
in  the  interests  of  my  own  country,  I 
ask  the  Qovemment — inasmuch  as  they 
appear  to  have  finally  made  up  their 
minds  that  they  will  govern  Ireland 
utterly  without  regard  to  the  feelings 
and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people — I  ask 
the  Qovemment  to  dismiss  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  from  their 
attendance  here,  which  can  be  of  no 
piMuible  benefit  in  the  future,  and  which 
will  undoubtedly  be  accompanied  by 
very  considerable  inoonvenience.  The 
other  night  we  were  told  from  the  oppo- 
site nde  of  the  House  that  the  measure 
to  be  introduced  was  a  measure  dealing 


only  with  criminals ;  and,  therefore,  h 
was  snggeated  that  those  who  oppoM 
it  most  be  criminals,  or  connected  with 
the  criminal  classes.  That  was  a  propo- 
sition which  was  very  much  cheered  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  bat,  surely, 
it  is  a  curious  misapprehension.  Aa  ^ 
as  I  understand  the  law  of  England, 
and  I  take  it  that  the  law  of  Ireland 
can  hardly  be  different  in  this  respect, 
you  do  not  try  criminals.  No  mau  is  a 
criminal  in  the  eye  of  the  law  until  he 
has  been  tried  and  convicted.  Ton 
punish  criminals;  you  try  men  who 
are  accused  of  crime.  It  is  a  matter 
the  deepest  concern  to  every  honest  man 
in  the  country  that  trial  by  juigr  ahall  bs 
maintained.  It  is  not  a  queshon  affiaoi- 
ing  the  criminal  class,  but  a  question 
affecting  the  freedom  of  the  maaa  of  tlu 

Seo{de.  I  have  heard  that  connderaUe 
ifferenoe  of  opinion  exists  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882 
proved  a  success,  and  we  have  been  told 
by  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  that  all  depends  on  what 
you  suppose  it  to  have  been  intended 
for.    Having  regard  to  what  it  was 
intended  for,  they  say  that  it  did  prove 
an  undoubted  sacoess.   Now,  Sir,  what 
did  it  effect?    After  it  had  been  in 
operation  for  three  years,  according  to 
Lord  Spencer,  it  left  the  country  in  a 
worse  state  than  that  in  which  it  found 
it?    Was  it  that  which  the  Crimea  Aet 
was  intended  for ;  because  if   it  is 
the  fact  that  it  left  the  oonntrj  in  a  | 
worse  condition  than  it  found  it — and, 
if  it  earned  out  ths  object  for  wbieh  i 
it  was  intended— it  must  have  b«en 
intended  to  leave  Ireland  in  a  worse  | 
state  than  it  found  it?   If  the  inten- 
tion of  the  present  Bill  is  the  same,  I  ^ 
prophesy,  with  considerable  confidence,  | 
that  that  expectation  will  be  realized,  | 
and  that,  if  ever  this  measure  becomes 
law,  it  will  leave  Ireland  in  a  vastly 
worse  state  than  it  finds  it.    We  have 
been  taunted  with  the  fact  that  an  i 
alliance  exists  between  Membera  of 
this  side  of  the  House  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway.    So  far  aa  we  i 
are  all  of  us  pursuing  a  policy  which  we  I 
believe  to  be  demanded  by  justice,  and 
to  be  in  the  interests  of  England,  aa  well 
as  in  the  interests  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  i 
hesitate  to  say  that  it  is  an  allUnoe,  and  ' 
I  am  not  ashamed  of  it.  But,  except  in 
that  sense,  I  do  not  know  what  rifffat 
any  man  in  tius  Honse  has  to  si^  wt 
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there  is  an  alliance  between  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  any 
other  Party  in  this  House,  except  the 
general  Liberal  Party.  The  result  of 
this  so-called  "alliance"  has  been  shown 
to  be  a  diminution  of  crime  in  Lreland, 
and  we  have  been  seriously  warned  by 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  it 
is  a  very  dangerous  thing,  and  that  we 
are  incurring  a  serions  responsibility ; 
becanse  there  has  been  a  diminution  of 
orime  in  consequence  oi  our  action.  I 
confess  Uiat  that  is  an  argummt  which  I 
find  vezy  difficult  to  nnderatand.  I  want 
to  know  in  what  wi^  are  the  interests  of 
this  conntzy,  or  in  what  way  are  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland,  impailledf  The  mo- 
ment the  liish  people  find  that  there  is 
some  chance  of  getting  justice  from  the 
English  people,  and  from  the  British 
House  of  Commons — the  immediate 
effect  of  that  is  to  diminish  orime  and  to 
induoe  them  to  resort  to  Constitutional 
measures  for  the  expression  of  their  de- 
sires. If  that  is  the  fact,  if  the  re- 
moval of  despair  and  the  infusion  of 
hope  in  the  breasts  of  the  Irish  people 
is  the  result  of  our  action,  I  want  to 
know  why  hon.  Members  opposite  should 
be  alarmed,  and  I  ask  what  danger  is 
such  a  policy  to  result  in  ?  If  we 
have  done  nothing  else  we  are  en- ; 
titled  to  take  taedit  for  the  fact  that 
we  have  given  hope  to  the  Irish  people, 
and'the  nsnlt  of  that  hope  has  already 
been  the  diminution  of  cnme.  It  would 
seem  that  the  Gk>vemmeat  only  care  for 
a  diminution  of  crime  when  it  is  brought 
about  by  a  Coercion  Act.  From  what 
they  tell  the  House  we  mi^ht  gather  that 
a  diminution  of  orime  which  comes  from 
the  spontaneous  self-restraint  of  the 
Irish  people  is  rather  a  thing  to  be 
bluned  than  praised.  My  objection  to 
the  proposed  measure  is  this :  I  care  not 
whfiiher  a  case  for  coercion  has  been 
made  out  or  not ;  but  I  am  prepared  to 
say  ^at  I  will  never  vote  for  any  mea- 
sure of  coercion  until  we  have  given  a 
fair  trial  to  the  policy  involved  in  meet- 
ing ike  fair  demands  of  the  Irish  people. 
If  you  do  that,  if  you  give  them  a  mir 
trial,  and  if  yon  find  orime  and  outrage 
continued  in  the  country,  then  all  I  can 
say  is  that  I  will  be  ready  to  vote  for 
any  Ooercion  .Act,  however  stringent — 
and  the  more  stringent  it  is  the  better  it 
will  be  able  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  But  I  do  not  intend  to  take  that 
course  until  we  have  tried  what  self-go- 
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vemment  can  do ;  because  X  am  firmly 
convinced  that  that  ia  the  only  remedy. 
Let  us  for  a  moment  take  the  case  of  the 
Government.  Do  not  they  see  that  the 
worse  they  make  out  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  the  more  they  damage  their 
own  case ;  because  the  policy  they  pro- 
pose to  pursue  is  the  very  policy  which 
has  brought  Ireland  to  the  condition  in 
which  she  now  is?  What  Ireland  is 
now  she  has  been  made  by  a  policy  of 
coercion,  and  if  the  only  policy  of  the 
Government  is  to  continue  m  the  future 
the  mistakes  that  have  been  made  in  the 
pastthewtnseitisfortheirown  policy,  and 
for  the  course  they  now  propose  to  pur- 
sue. I  thank  the  HtHise  for  tiie  indul- 
gence which  it  has  accorded  to  me  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  I  will  only  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  I,  for  one,  am  heartily 
sick  of  the  policy  of  approaching  the 
Irish  people  with  a  whip  in  one  hand 
and  a  lump  of  sugar  in  the  other.  I 
would  ask  whether  the  experience  of  the 
last  86  years  has  not  been  enough  to 
condemn  our  system  of  Government  ?  If  ^ 
the  Government  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  experience  of  the  past  86  years,  let 
me  ask  them,  as  a  matter  of  common 
sense,  what  will  satisfy  them  ?  Must 
they  go  on  for  1,800  years  before  they 
will  b«come  satisfied  ^uA  no  good  can 
oome  from  pursuing  a  policy  which  haa 
so  signally  failed  in  the  past  f  Let  hon. 
Menn>6r8  seriously  ask  memselves  what 
they  can  expect  &om  a  fresh  meaaare  of 
coercion,  when  measures  of  coercion  in 
one  form  or  another  have  been  tried 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  century,  and 
have  resulted  in  bringing  about  the 
state  of  things  which  exists  at  this 
moment  in  Ireland — a  state  of  things 
which  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
have  described  as  intolerable.  Let  me 
ask  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  remember  that  undoubtedly,  in 
the  eyes  of  the  people,  when  the  history 
of  the  country  comes  to  be  written,  it 
is  they,  and  they  alone,  who  will  be 
held  responBible  for  what  has  occurred  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  the  Unionists 
bar  the  way.  I  entirely  agree  they 
bar  the  way  to  Liberal  joogress  and 
reform.  They  stand  forwud,  no  doubt, 
with  honest  intentions,  as  the  ohaminonB 
of  prejudice,  daea  interests,  and  religious 
intolerance,  and  they  bar  the  way  to  the 
reconciliation  of  the  English  and  the 
Irish  people.  They  bar  the  way  to  a 
settlement  of  this  Irish  Question  which 
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has  for  so  long  a  time  oecapied  the  atten 
tion  of  tiie  Honse,  and  been  so  diaastious 
in  its  results  to  the  public  interests, 
aek  hoa.  Members  to  consider  whether 
the  time  has  not  now  arrived  for  settling 
the  question  ooce  and  for  all,  and  whe- 
ther that  settlement  can  possibly  be 
arrived  at  hy  pressing  forward  such  a 
measure  as  that  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

Mb.  F.  W.  MAOLEiN  (Oxford, 
Woodstock) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  speech  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Ciren- 
cester Division  of  Gloucestershire  (Mr. 
'WinterboUiam)  has  addressed  to  the 
'  House  this  evening  betoays  a  very 
wobbly  frame  of  mind  on  the  Irish 
Question.   I  should  like  to  point  oat  to 
him,  and  to  the  House,  that  Hke  real 
question  raised  by  this  debate  is  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  in  measures 
for  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland ;  or  whether  that  maintenance 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  can  only  be 
obtained  by  the  measure  suggested  by 
my  righthon.Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  which 
embodied  the  principle  of  Home  Hule. 
It  seems  to  me  that  in  a  very  short  time 
my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Oirencester  Division  of  Gloucester 
will  find  himself  between  two  stools,  and 
I  think  that  a  juncture  like  this  is  not  a 
time  when  an  opportunity  ought  to  be 
given,  or  when  there  is  any  opening  for 
what  I  may  call  a  political  wobbler. 
Well,  now,  after  the  clear  and  specific 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  OenUeman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  I  think  the  House  will  ar- 
rive at  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
come  when  it  must  definitely  make  up 
its  mind  as  to  whether  or  not  it  will  give 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  power  to 
maintain  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
When  we  reflect  upon  what  we  have 
heard  from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
as  to  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  in  Ire- 
land, as  to  the  difficulty  there  is  in  in- 
ducing jurors  to  perform  their  duty,  and 
to  comply  with  their  oaths ;  when  we 
ponder  upon  That  we  have  heard  as  to 
that  social  scourge  In  Ireland,  the  system 
of  Boycotting— I  entertain  very  little 
doubt  indeed  that  this  House  wiU  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has  come 
when  the  law  of  the  Grown  must  be  held 

Mr.  NmU4 


to  be  paramount,  and  not  subeenia;  i 
to  the  law  of  the  National  Lesgot , 
The  first  objection  that  is  taken  to  tti  ) 
proposal  of  the  QoTernment  it  ttc 

remedial  measures  ooght  to  be  bmmgk 
in  before  coercion.    Well,  Sir,  SBbjce! 
to  what  I  will  say  in  a  moment  as  toth 
necessity,  to  my  mind,  of  preeerviag,  ■ 
the  first  place,  law  and  order  in  Irdui 
I  certainly  do  agree  to  this  extent  wA 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  thi 
Cirencester  Division  of  Gl-loaoeater,  tbs 
Her  Majesty's  GoTeTmnent,  oonsdecii; 
the  large  power  that  they  have,  e«- 
sidering  the  support  which  they  litn 
upon  the  Benches  opposite,  and  lb 
support  which  they  will   certainly  ge: 
from  the  very  serried  phalanx  cif  tke 
Liberal  Unionists  on  these  BeodiM, 
have  a  great  opportunity  of  pasBHf 
remedial  measures  for  Ireland ;  sad  I 
tell  Hie  Government  frankly  that^  vlnli 
I  intend  to  support— as  I  do  intend  to 
support — the  Bill  thatis  before  the  Houck 
I  do  so  in  the  belief  and  in  the  foith  Alt 
in  supporting  that  measure  I  am  sup- 
porting a  measure  which  is  only  pariDK 
the  way  for  the  introduction  of  remedial 
measures.   It  is  not  only  in  relafioi 
to  remedial  measures    in  cxmnectioo 
with  the  land,  in  the  direction  of  girii^ 
leaseholders  the  benefit  of  the  Act  ci 
1881,  in  doing  away  with  dual  owner 
ship,  and  I  hope  in  giving  to  local  bodia 
a  disoretion  in  relation  to  evictions.  It 
is  not  only  in  that  direction  that  I  tidsi. 
remedies  are  required;  bat  I  go  still 
further,  and  I  express  the  hope  that  tiw 
Govemment's  remedial  meaaures  will  gc 
so  far  as  to  give  at  least  a  very  wide 
measure  of  smf-govemment  to  ^xeUod. 
My  righthon.  Friend  the  Memher  forlfid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  io  the 
brilliant  speech  which  he  made  to-night, 
stated  that  the  position  on  the  Iritli 
Question  taken  up  by  Liberal  Untoaittt 
last  year  was,  that  there  was  a  middle 
course  between  coercion  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  scheme  of  Home  £ule  v& 
the  other.  He  said  the  Liberal  Unionists 
are  now  to  be  put  to  the  test.   The  Libe- 
ral Unionists  nave  before  now  been  pot 
to  the  test,  and  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  they  will  come  up  to  the  mark.  We 
still  say  there  is  a  middle  course ;  but, 
while  we  adhere  to  that  belief,  we  an 
equally  and  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
is  no  use  proceemng  with  remedisl 
measures  until  we  have  established 
something  like  law  and  order  in  Ire* 
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id.    Well,  Sir,  I  heard  from  the  right 
n.  Genilemaa  the  Member  for  Mid 
tthiaa  to-niffht  that  if  the  Uoremment 
d,  in  the  first  instanoe,  brought  in 
nedial  measures  for  Ireland,  thoso 
medial  measures  would,  in  all  pro- 
.bilitj,  have  received  the  support  of 
mself  and  of  his  Friends.    Well,  Sir, 
irhaps  I  am  a  little  doubtful  upon  that 
>iiit ;  but  what  I  venture  to  impress 
;>on  the  House  is  this — what  oppor- 
.nity  has  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  and 
is  allies  below  the  Gangway  given  the 
OTemmeat  of  bringing  in  remedial 
.eaaures  ?   When  we  look  baok  to  the 
ebatea  on  the  Address,  to  the  debates 
pen.  the  Bules  of  Procedure  and  in 
ommittee  of  Supply,  and  to  the  very 
iteresting  event  of  last  Monday  week 
-namelT,  the  All-night  Sitting,  ve  may 
urly  ask  does  that  look  aa  if  hon.  Mem- 
ers  are  demrooB  of  giving  the  Gtovem- 
lent  an  opportunity  of  bringing  in 
beir  remedial  measures?    But,  Sir, 
upposing  the  Government  had  brought 
a  their  remedial  measures,  how  would 
hey  have  been  met  ?   They  would  have 
leen  met  at  onoe  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
leman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
lis  friends   and  supporters  with  the 
ttatement  that  such  remedial  measures 
vere  quite  inadequate,  and  that  there  is 
>nly  one  remedial  measure  for  Ireland 
—namely,      institution  in  Dublin  of  a 
Ciocal  Parliament  with  an  Executive  re- 
iponsibla  to  that  particular  Parliament. 
[  think  Uie  country  has  pronounced  upon 
that  question.   Now,  it  has  been  said 
by  many  speakers  who  have  preceded 
me  that  no  case  has  been  made  oat  for 
coercion.    I  listened  with  attention  to 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Iiord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  and,  per- 
sonally, I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  at  any  rate  there  is  a  strong  primd 
facie  case,  which  abimdantly  justifies  the 
Government  in  coming  to  the  House  and 
asking  for  leave  to  introduce  this  measure. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  only  consult  the  Keport  of  the 
Gowper  Commission,  without  paying  so 
much  attention  to  individual  points  of 
the  evidence,  they  would  find  that  that 
Gommisuon  reported  that  there  was  at 
least  a  very  strong  primd  faeie  case  for 
the  interference  of  the  House  in  giving 
increased  powras  to  the  Qovemment  for 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  In  the  course  of  this  debate 


we  have  been  told  that  there  was,  in 
1882,  a  strong  case — and  a  very  much 
stronger  case  than  the  present— for  the 
nanting  of  exceptional  powers  to  the 
Government  of  Ireland.  That  state- 
ment has  been  supported,  not  only  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  but  by  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  and  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  Beid),  the  last  of  whom  sup- 
ported his  argument  by  Uie  reading  of 
various  extracts  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Cowper  Commission,  and 
especially  from  the  evidence  of  General 
BuUer.  I  venture  to  submit  to  the 
House  that  that  is  by  no  means  a  fair  way 
of  testing  the  question ;  but  that  the  true 
way  to  tost  the  question  is  to  look  at 
the  evidence  as  a  whole.  Of  course, 
when  you  have  a  mass  of  evidence  like 
this,  it  is  quite  possible  to  pick  out  frag- 
ments of  it  which  support  your  case,  or 
which  go  against  your  case,  as  it  may 
be.  But  if  any  admissions  are  wanted 
that  the  Government  are  justified  in  the 
policy  they  are  pursuing,  I  would  refer 
to  the  speech  delivered  last  night  by  my 
hou.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Haddington  (Mr.  Haldane).  He  ad- 
mitted, in  the  clearmt  terms,  that  the 
law  of  the  National  League  was  supreme 
in  Ireland.  Do  you  want  any  greater 
admission  than  that — that  the  Govern- 
ment are  justified  in  the  course  they  are 

fiursuingr  [Laughter.'}  Hon.  Members 
augh ;  hat  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Haddington  is  a  very  strong 
supporter  of  them  and  of  their  policy, 
and  tiiis  is  what  he  said — 

"  How  were  the  GoTsmmeot  going  to  sub- 
atitate  for  the  d«  GovemmeDt  m  Ireland, 
wliich  he  should  nice  to  see,  the  dejare  Oovera- 
ment,  a  Govsmmeat  which  ahotud  dischuge 
ita  dn^  with  the  good  will  td  Oie  Iridi 
peopleF" 

If  the  Government  wanted  an  admission 
from  hon.  Members  who  support  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, in  justification  of  the  course  they 
have  adopted,  they  could  not  obtain  a 
more  candid  admission  than  that  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Haldane).  But  what  is  the  real  issue 
that  is  raised  by  this  debate?  It  is 
whether  the  Government  are  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  in  this  i^u^- 
tional  legislation  for  Ireland  ^^^i^^l^ 
say  at  the  present  is  the  only  rer 
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band;  or  whether,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  viev  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
G-aneway  is  the  Bounder  view  to  take  of 
the  Irish  Question ;  whether  this  repres- 
sive legislation  should  be  adopted,  or 
whether  there  should  be  granted  what 
is  generally  called  Home  Kule  for  Ire- 
land ?  That,  Sir,  is  the  real  issue  raised 
upon  this  occasion.  It  is  impossible, 
having  listened  to  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members,  not  to  have  been  struck  by 
the  recantation  of  views  which  has  cha- 
racterized many  of  them.  There  was  a 
recantation  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries,  which  was  very 
straightforward  and  very  honourable. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  in  1882  there  was  a  case  for 
coercion,  and  he  voted  for  it;  but  he 
was  very  sorry  be  did,  and  he  did  so  in 
ignorance.  That  was  a  statement  which 
was  loudly  cheered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway.  At  any  rate,  as 
between  the  supporters  of  the  Home 
Bule  policy  and  the  Liberal  Unionists, 
there  is  this,  at  least,  of  advantage  upon 
our  side — we  have  nothing  to  recant ; 
we  have  not  recanted  in  the  past,  and 
we  do  not  intend  to  recant  in  the  future. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumfries  is  not  theonly  Member 
who  has  recanted  his  opinion  in  relation 
to  Irish  policy.  There  are  many  hon. 
Members  who  sit  upon  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  who  very  suddenly  recanted 
their  opinions  last  year  in  relation  to 
Irish  policy ;  they  did  not  oaU  it  reoau' 
tation,  they  found  a  softer  word,  some- 
thing more  soothing  to  their  coneoienoea 
— th^  called  it  the  "'finding  of  salva- 
tion." *' Finding  of  salvation ! "  Ihey 
might  just  as  weU  talk  about  the  finding 
of  Moses.  At  any  rate,  the  last  Election 
showed  very  clearly  that  the  constituen- 
cies did  not  all  take  the  view  that  these 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  found  political 
salvation,  but  seemed  rather  to  think 
that  they  had  found  something  the  very 
reverse  of  political  salvation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
ZiOthian  prophesied  to-night  that  the 
views  in  favour  of  Home  Bule  are  grow- 
ing in  the  country.  [Som«  RuU  eM«r».'] 
Hon.  Members  cheer  that  prophecy; 
but  I  remember  very  well  that  in  that 
most  brilliant  speech  which  theright  hon. 
Gentleman  made  just  before  tiais  Divi- 
Biott  which  was  aofatal  to  bisGorexnment, 
he  ventured  to  prophesy.  I  remember 
his  words  very  well,  anal  remember  the 


action  by  which  his  words  wen  meeam- 
panied.    Standing  by  that  Table,  he 

Ennted  to  the  Opposition,  and  p— d  dm 
□guage — "The  ebbing  tide  is  vhh 
you,  and  the  flowing  tide  is  with  na." 
[^om«  Rule  eheert.']  I  am  glad  to  fiad, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  those  impreaaire 
made  as  much  effect  upon  hon.  Mesihen 
below  the  Gangway  as  they  made  vpoa 
myself ;  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  hoo. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  are  ehesr^ 
ing  a  little  too  soon.  The  last  Genanl 
Election  has  shown  conclusively  that  the 
flowing  tide  has  been  with  us,  and  that 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gontieman  and  his  politi- 
cal  Fnmds  are  being  carried  far  oixt  to 
sea  upon  the  ebbing  tide.  Bnt,  Mr. 
Speaker,  why  do  I  zMer  to  theae  tecaa- 
tations  of  these  apparent  inoonaiatonciei  ? 
I  refer  to  tiiem  for  the  purpoae  of  caUiag 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  an  ohwaia- 
tion  mode  by  the  right  boa.  Oendeoua 
the  other  night  The  right  hon.  OeortU- 
man  said— if  I  caught  his  wox^  aeca-  j 
rately — that  no  Government  had  wwm  ' 
brought  in,  or,  at  any  rate,  had  aw  I 
hoped  to  nus,  what  is  popularly  called  a  I 
Coercion  Bill  when  three-sevenths  of  Iht  . 
Members  of  the  House  of  CcHiuiMaB 
were  opposed  to  that  measure.  Bat  how 
is  it  that  three-sevenths  of  the  Hovae  «i 
Ck>mmons  are  opposed  to  this  maasws? 
It  is  by  reason  of  the  vary  fiiIIm 
alliance  which  has  been  formed  beCwea 
the  right  bon.  Gentieman  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  ft>r  tiiaCiCf 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  that  aUUasi 
is  entirely  attributable  to  the  recantatist 
of  view,  and  the  absolute  chaan  si 
Irish  policy  which  was  ao  aedna^ 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  GeDtl«aaa 
himself.  Well,  Sir,  the  other  n^rht  wn 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Veiabic 
for  Dumfries  made  an  attack  upon  th» 
Liberal  Unionists.  He  said  the  libanb 
Unionists  are  the  real  fathers  of  this 
I  am  not  in  the  secrets  of  the  TfiwlMi 
of  the  Liberal  Unionists;  bat,  so  C^ss 
I  am  aware,  I  do  not  think  there  w  say 

1'ustification  for  that  remark.  I  am. 
lowever,  not  going  to  dirink  fnm  asy 
responsibiti^,  if  responsibility  ihmw  ba, 
If  by  Coercion  Act,  non.  Memben  mtm. 
an  Act  which  is  only  necessary  to  saaUt 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  mnj  m 
the  government  of  belaud,  Am  I  mm. 
satisfied  that  there  is  no  Libwal  Vnamt 
who  will  shrink  for  a  moment  bom  Ifcs 
admission  that  the  Idberal  Unioaiala  sat  { 
responsible,  and  are  (uily  toopnmd  loW  I 
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■esponBible,  for  Buch.  a  measure.  But, 
^ir,  it  does  not  occur  to  me  that  the 
[jiberal  TJnioniBts  require  any  vindica- 
ion  in  this  House.  The  position  and 
he  policy  of  the  Liberal  Unionists  vaa 
ully  Tindioated  at  the  last  General 
Bjlection  by  the  roice  of  the  country. 
E*or  what  are  the  CfoTernment  now  ask- 
ng?  They  are  merely  asking,  as  I 
inderstutd,  subject  to  an  obBervadon  I 
rill  make  in  a  moment  as  to  some  details 
>{  the  measure— they  are  merely  asking 
Tor  power  to  Maintun  law  and  order  in 
Creland.  What  is  the  present  condition 
>f  affairs?  Oan  anybody  doubt  for  a 
moment,  after  haTingread  the  evidence 
>f  the  Keport  of  the  Cowper  Oommission, 
;hat  there  is  not  only  outrage,  but  that 
Inhere  is  disorder,  and,  in  many  districts, 
xa  absolute  contempt  for  the  law  in  Ire- 
land ?  When  we  regard — as  we  must 
regard — the  difficulty  which  is  connected 
mth.  the  process  of  evicting  in  Ireland, 
when  we  think  of  the  system  of  Boy- 
cotting and  intimidation  of  jurymen, 
when  we  think  of  the  language  in 
use  on  platforms  in  Ireland,  and 
what  is  much  more  to  the  point,  when 
we  think  of  the  attitude  which  is 
now  heina  assumed  by  the  priesthood 
of  Xreland,  it  does  occur  to  me  that  the 
time  has  arrired  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ou^t  to  ask  for  powers  to 
deal  with  what  they  consider  a  state  of 
social  disorder  in  Ireland.  I  am  not 
going  to  trouble  the  House  by  reading 
&uy  portion  of  the  Beport  of  the  Oowper 
Commission.  I  assume  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  read  that  Beport ;  I  am  qaite 
Bare  that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way have  done  so.  Assuming  that  they 
have  read  that  Beport,  and  uie  portion 
of  it  which  deals  with  the  question  of 
Boycotting  and  the  question  of  combina- 
tion, I  am  persuaded  that  they  will  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  Go- 
vemment  are  amply  justified  in  the 
course  they  propose  to  pursue.  Now, 
when  the  GoTernment  a^  for  these  re- 
pressiTe  powers,  they  are,  of  course,  called 
Goerdonists.  An  hon.  Member,  the  other 
night,  not  only  characterized  the  sup- 
porters of  this  Bill  as  Goercionists,  but 
as  Brummagem  Strafibrds  and  bogus 
Castlereaghs.  It  seems  to  me  that  many 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  suffering  from  Straffords  and  Castle- 
reaghs on  the  brain.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  the  infection  has  not  yet  reached  the 
liberal  UnioniBts,  although  I  am  bound 


to  confess  (hat  I  think  my  hun.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Cirencester  DiTision 
of  Gloucestershire  seems  to  be  sickening 
for  the  complaint.  The  term  coercion  is 
an  absolute  misnomer,  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  who  are  the  real  co- 
eroionists  in  this  matter ;  to  my  mind, 
and,  I  think,  to  the  mind  of  anyone 
reading  dispassionately  the  Beport  of 
the  Cowper  Oommission,  the  real  ooer- 
cionists  in  this  matter  are  the  National 
League.  [Bomt  £ul»  ironical  eheert.^ 
Hon.  Members  oheer  me  ironically ;  but 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  any  com- 
bination that  will  not  allow  peaceable 
citizens  and  law-abiding  people  to  go 
about  their  business  without  interfer- 
ence, is  something  very  much  like  coer- 
cion indeed.  What  does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  say  ? 
Last  night  he  said  that  if  this  Bill  be 
passed  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be 
slaves  under  it. 

Me.  DILLON  (East  Mayo) :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  hon.  Member 
is  putting  into  my  mouth  words  I  never 
used  at  all.  I  said  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  be  slaves  if  they  submitted  to  this 
Bill  peaceably. 

Mb.  F.  W.  MAOLEAN  :  I  beg  the 
hon.  Gentlemui's  pardon,  if  I  quoted 
his  words  wrongly,  I  do  not,  for  a 
moment,  wish  to  misinterpret  the  lan- 
guage he  used ;  but  it  does  not  seem  to 
make  any  difference  in  the  argument  I 
wish -to  submit  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  having  said  that,  if 
the  people  of  Ireland  submitted  to  this 
Bill  peaceably,  they  would  be  nothing 
but  slaves.  I  venture  to  say  that,  at  the 
present  moment,  many  of  the  peasantry 
and  tenantry  of  Ireland  who  are  under 
the  coercion  of  the  National  League  are 
in  little  better  position  than  that  of 
slaves.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Ciren- 
cester Division  of  Gloucestershire  said — 

Ko,  that  cannot  be  ;  for  General  Boiler,  in 
his  evidence,  said  that  the  National  League  was 
the  salvaticm  of  the  people  of  Ireland.'" 

But  why  ?  No  one  has  ventured  to  ex- 
plain why.  The  reason  why  the  pea- 
santry and  tenantry  of  Ireland  regard 
the  action  of  the  National  League  as  the 
salvation  of  Ireland  is  that  prominent 
Members  of  the  League  are  always  going 
about  the  country  and  instilling  into  the 
minds  of  the  peasantry  and  tenantry  that, 
if  they  will  only  support  the  League,  they 
will  get  their  rents  very  much  reduced, 
and  in  a  short  time  get  their  land  for 

[Swwtrf  NigU.'] 
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nothing.  [Mr.MAcNEiLL:  Hear,  hear!] 
An  hon.  Gentleman  ories  "Hear,  hear!^ 
I  am  Teiy  much  obliged  to  him  for  the 
concession.  That,  I  think,  is  not  the 
language  that  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  use  in  this  House;  but  the 
language  they  use  and  the  polity  they 

{)ropound  here  is  very  different  to  the 
anguage  which  is  used  by  prominent 
members  of  the  National  League  in  the 
mountainous  districts  of  ^erry  and 
Glare.  The  NationiJ  League  has  in- 
duced the  peasantry  and  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  National  League  is  their  best  friend, 
by  trading  upon  the  worst  passions  and 
the  most  assailable  weakness  of  man — 
the  greed  and  cupidity  of  human  nature. 
I  repeat  that  the  real  struggle  upon 
whiou  the  House  is  entering  is,  whether 
the  law  of  the  Queen  and  of  the  country 
is  to  prevail  over  the  unwritten  law  of 
the  National  League  ?  I  know  I  am 
only  making  use  of  a  well-wom  plati- 
tude. ["Hear,  hear!"]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  not  heard  it  yet ;  they  might, 
at  any  rate,  be  indulgent  until  they  have 
heard  the  platitude.  I  know  I  only 
make  use  of  a  well-wont  plaUtude  when 
I  Bf^  that  the  primanr  duty  of  a  Govern- 
ment is  to  govern.  IF  the  Government 
have  not  the  power  to  govern,  I— and  I 
think  I  speak  for  many  Liberal  Unionists 
—feel  that  such  power  ought  to  be 
given  to  them.  There  is  an  agitation, 
something  very  akin  to  a  revolutionary 
agitation,  going  on  in  a  very  consider- 
able portion  of  Ireland.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  responsibility 
that  will  attach  to  various  sections  in 
this  House  if  this  measure  be  passed. 
I  agree  that  there  will  be  great  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Goremment,  upon  their 
Bupporters,  and  a  greater  one,  or,  at  any 
rate,  as  great  a  one,  upon  that  Party  in 
the  House  which  is  known  as  tlie  Liberal 
Uniooist ;  but  I  venture  to  think  that  a 
far  greater  responaibility  will  reat  on 
the  »ioulder8  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  For 
the  first  time  during  SO  years  or  more ; 
for  the  first  time  during  a  great — and  I 
admit  it  most  frankly — a  most  eventful 
career— a  career  during  which  he  has 
attained,  in  a  great  measure,  the  affec- 
tion, if  not  the  affection,  at  any  rate  the 
veneration  of  his  countrymen— for  the 
first  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
fuses to  support  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment when  Uiey  come  to  this  Boose  and 
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say  we  require  increased  facilities  for 
carrying  on  the  Government  of  tbe 
Queen.     Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  it 
this  ?  Because  he  lias,  according  to  bis 
views,  his  own  panacea  to  remedy  tfa* 
ills  of  Ireland.   I  know  there  is  no 
finality  in  politics;  but  I  ask  h<m. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  be«r  ia 
mind  that,  for  the  present,  at  any 
rate,  the  voice  of  the  country  aa  re- 
gards this  jpartionlar  remedy  for  thaaa 
particular  ills  has  been  given  agaiast 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlmnan. 
[Crw*  of  '*No!"l   "Well,  I  am  ear. 
prised  to  hear  hon.  Memberaczy  "  No 
How  can  they  explain  the  pontion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Beach 
below  me?   Now,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  the  country  having  rejected  th* 
Home  Rule  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gio- 
tleman,  the  least  we  might  have  ex- 
pected from  the  right  hon.  Gentlamaa 
would  have  been  that  he  would  hare 
supported  in  the  meantime  thepoU«y  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.    Upon  th« 
Motion  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill,  I 
do  not  propose  to  go  at  any  length  into 
the  detuls  of  the  measure ;  bat  th«««  is 
one  portion  of  the  Kll  to  which  I  denrt 
to  call  attention,  if  I  may  be  permitted  i 
to  do  so,  and  that  is  that  part  of      BQI  | 
which  deals  with  the  change  of  vun*. 
or  the  bringing  over  of  prisoners  charged  | 
with  certain  specified  offences  to  JSaf-  I 
land  for  trial.   I  am  bound  to  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  it  does  occur  to  me  that 
that  is  a  provision  of  the  Bill  which  wi£ 
require  the  greatest  and  the  gravart 
consideration.   If  I  may  respectfully 
urge  upon  Her  Majesty's  Goreramat. 
I  would  certainly  ask  them,  between  tiUs 
and  the  Committee  stage  of  the  BtU,  t> 
consider  very  carefully  whether  that  por- 
tion, of  the  Bill  is  tothem  of  itsesaoDecaal 
vital  to  its  existence ;  or  whether,  pas- 
sibly,  some  other  scheme  may  not  be  am- 
trived  which  may  obviate  the  aeocasKty 
for  that  which  to  some  of  us  appears  ts 
be  a  rather  detrimental  part  of  Uw  Kfi. 
It  is,  perhaps,  impertinent  tor  ms  te 
make  a  suggestion ;  but,  if  I  may,  I 
would  suffgest  the  possibility  of  adof«- 
ing  the  scheme  which  is  in  operation  in 
Scotland,  and  thus  get  out  oi  the  dtft* 
culty  which  may  arise  in  relation  to  tha 
particular  part  of  the  Bill.  However,  Sir.  ! 
that  isa  detail  in  reference  to  whichloaly 
venture  to  throw  out  a  hint  at  the  fr^ 
sent  moment,  in  the  hope  that  that  part 
of  the  Bill  may  meet  with  the  mtmm 
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consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Well,  under  the  circumstances 
I  have  stated,  I,  for  xaj  part,  shall  hare 
no  hesitation  whatever  in  supporting 
the  Oovemment  in  the  Motion  that  is 
now  before  the  House.  If  it  be,  as  I 
Burmisef  that  the  asking  for  these  ex- 
oepttonal  powers  is  only  to  be  regarded 
as  paTiDg  the  way  for  those  remedial 
measures  which  I  hare  suggested — and 
I  understand  from  the  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  that  it 
ia  morelj  as  a  paving  of  the  way  for  re- 
medial measures — then  I  urge  upon  the 
Government,  with  all  respect,  to  proceed 
resolutely  and  firmly  with  their  Bill.  I 
am  satisfied  that,  if  they  do,  that  bear- 
ing in  mind  the  ulterior  remedial  mea- 
■urea  which  they  have  in  view,  that  not 
only  will  they  meet  with  the  support  of 
their  Supporters  who  sit  opposite,  but 
they  will  certainly  meet  with  the  support 
of  the  liberal  Unionists,  and  that  when 
they  have  to  explain  their  position  to 
the  country,  I  am  satisfied  that  they 
vill  obtain  the  support  of  the  constitu- 
encies and  the  confidence  of  the  country. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) ;  Mr.  Speaker,  the  course  taken  by 
Hot  Majesty  8  Ooremment  promises  for 
the  House  of  Oommons  a  Session  of 
strife  and  barrenness.  I  should  like  to 
ask  what  has  happened  to  entirely 
change  the  poUqr  of  Her  Miyesty's  Go- 
vernment since  uie  speech  made  at  the 
dose  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament 
by  the  then  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party  and  tiie  Leader  of  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
gave  no  indication  whatever  that  the 
first  efforts  of  the  Government,  upon  the 
reassembling  of  Parliament,  would  be 
the  introduction  of  a  severe  measure  of 
coercion.  On  the  other  hand,  we  were 
assured  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  indulge  in  great  delibe- 
ration in  regard  to  the  provisions  which 
should  be  introduced  into  Parliament, 
and  the  nob^  Lord  gave  every  assur- 
ance that  Uie  result  of  their  deUbera* 
tions  would  be  that  there  would  be  a 
series  of  measures  vith  regard  to  local 
government  submitted  to  Parliament, 
and  that  tiiose  measures  would  treat 
equally  with  the  four  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  that  there  would  be  Bimilarity, 
and,  last  of  all,  that  there  would  be 
simultaneity  in  regard  to  the  meo^uTe 
of  local  govemment    Now,  in  r(?gani 


to  this  last  and  long  word  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  only  simultaneity  that  I  can 
discover  is  the  circumstance  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  just  returned  to  this 
House  at  the  identical  moment  that  the 
Government  has  thrown  overboard  every 
pledp^e  it  gave  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session  of  Parliament,  and  has  taken 
up  the  question  of  the  renewal  of  coer- 
cion towards  Ireland.  I  wish  to  say  in 
general  terms  that  we  have  before  us  a 
long  and  severe  struggle  upon  this 
quMtion.  It  is  no  longer  a  struggle  in 
which  the  Irish  Members,  or  a  majority 
of  the  Irish  Members  of  the  House,  will 
be  opposed  to  an  overwhelming  m^ority 
drawn  from  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
F.  W.  Maclean)  who  last  addressed  the 
House  asked  how  it  is  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  is  no 
longer  prepared  to  give  his  adhesion 
and  support  to  the  policy  of  coercion  ? 
My  answer  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  new  to  coercion ;  after  an 
experience  of  50  years,  it  has  no  charm 
or  fascination  for  him.  There  are  other 
Liberal  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mens  who  have  been  induced  at  the 
call  of  their  Leaders  to  listen  to  pro- 
posals for  coercion.  I  was  one  of  those 
unfortunate  individuals whowere cajoled 
by  the  Btatistics  given  as  to  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  to  listen  to  proposals 
for  coercion,  and  I  looked  with  hope  to 
the  remedial  legislation  which  was  pro- 
mised should  succeed  coercion.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  all  those  who  have 
been  for  any  time  in  this  House,  and 
who  hope  that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
will  be  improved  by  remedial  legisla- 
tion, must  liave  abandoned  all  expecta- 
tion of  any  permanent  good  arising  to 
the  country,  or  of  any  assistance  being 
given  to  remedial  legislation  by  this  or 
any  other  form  of  coercion  which  may 
be  submitted.  It  is  very  ea^  for  a  Go- 
vemmrait  taking  up  the  position  the 
present  Government  has  done  to  make 
out  a  case  which  shall  be  satisfactory 
to  those  who  inll  only  take  a  very 
limited  view  of  the  condition  of  society 
in  Ireland.  On  the  other  hand,  those 
of  us  who  have  turned  our  backs  on 
coercion,  and  are  resolved  we  will  adhere 
to  the  p!>iic^  of  remedial  legislation, 
h(ii°f?  our  j^i»iiiii'n  upon  this  consldera- 
l\:>vi- — tliHt  thoru  ie  a  condition  of  dis- 
affecttoa  and  disctjutunt  in  Ireland  which 
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the  sitaation ;  baf  owing'  to  the  fulvre  of 
the  harvests,  and  the  depresmon  of  tht 
prices  of  agricultural  produce,  tiie  coa- 
dition  of  the  Irish  tenantry  is  almost  u 
bad  as  it  was  before  1881.    Nov,  I 
maintain  it  is  imposaible  to  wreet  froa 
the  hands  of  the  Irish  people  tbcM 
weapons  of  defence,  bo  long  as  t]« 
weapons  of  offence  and  tyranny  renuii 
in  the  hands  of  the  landlord  elaa  is 
that  C3nntr7.   It  is  Impossible  bj  l^is- 
lation  to  reach  the  root  of  the  i^stem  td 
Boycotting.   Besides,  BoyoottiDg  m  ait 
alt<^ether  an  IriiA  offence.  Itmajiwrr 
in  its  forms ;  but  it  is  as  oommoa  in  Oil 
countiy  as  in  Ireland.   The  Fresadcotof 
the  great  Wesleyan  Society — a  man 
has  had  mn<di  experience  of  all  parts  of 
the  conntiy — has  said  that  there  doa 
not  exist  in  the  thousands  of  parishes  if 
this  country  the  very  elements  of  reli- 
gioos  liberty ;  that  there  is  a  domiuut 
class  who  interfere  with  tbe  rights  tod 
privileges  of  those  who  happen  to  differ 
from  them.   You  may  go  to  other  dxtiv 
and  find  the  same  spirit,  and  the  same 
bad  habit  prevails.    What  ooonrs  in  th« 
appointment  of  the  magistracy  in  tbu 
country  ?  It  is  notorions  that  llie  syMea 
of  Boycotting  prevails  in  every  part  of 
the  ooantiT.  Boycotting  is  almort  oai- 
versal  in  the  nmu  districts  Bng^aiid» 
and  the  towns  are  not  free  from  it  t 
recollect  that  some  time  mgo  the  Tows 
Oouncil  of  Bradford — one  divisioai  of 
which  town  I  have  the  honour  to  rej»e- 
sent — sent  up  to  the  Lord  OhanoellMthe 
names  of  13  gentlemen  whom  tbey 
desired  to  be  added  to  the  borong^ 
Commission  of  the  Peace.  Amongst 
the    1 3   gentlemen    there  happened 
to  be  two  Liberals.    Hy  brother  was 
one  of  the  two,  and  a  highly  respectablfl 
gentleman  in  Bradford  was  the  other. 
The  Lord  Ohancellor  sent  down  the  liat 
with  the  two  Idberals  excluded — Boy- 
cotted.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
Boycotting  must  prevail  in  Ireland  m 
long  as  you  allow  a  small  but  powerful 
minority  to  ride  roughshod  oTer  tiM 
rights  and  over  the  feeliiun  of  ths 
people  of  that  oounfoy.    Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  notwithstanding  tilie  anxiety 
of  the  Government  to  carry  tiiis  Bil^ 
every  Liberal  Member  is  entitled  to  ask 
for  the  greatest  deliberation  in  tbe  con- 
sideration of  the  Bin.    If  ever  there 
was  a  measare  in  regard  to  which  Mem- 
bers were  entitled  to  confer  with  their 
constituents,  this  is  one  of  that  dinracter. 


has  been  going  on  for  generations;  that 
there  is  in  reality  a  civil  war,  although 
it  may  be  altogether  bloodless,  in  tmit 
count^.     A  war  of  classes  has  been 
going  on  from  generation  to  generation, 
and   until  we  have  terminated  this 
struggle  it  will  be  impossible  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  can  be  snch  as  will 
not  afford  some  pretence  for  some  short- 
sighted individuals  to  favour  the  poHcy 
of  coercion.  Kow,  the  condition  in  which 
we  find  ourselvea  is  very  singular.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is 
a  highly  respectable  Member  and  a  very 
able  Member  of  this  House ;  but  only 
a  fortnight  ago  he  was  Secretary  for 
ScoUand.    He  has  been  pitchforked  into 
the  Irish  Office;  he  knows  littie  or 
nothing  of  the  condition  of  the  country ; 
he  is  literally  unable  to  grapple  with 
many  of  the  suggestions  which  come 
from  this  or  that  side  of  the  House ; 
and  yet  we  have  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man,  thus  unarmed,  presenting  to  as  the 
case  for  coercion  zor  Irdand.  The 
right   hon.    Gentleman   very  wisely 
fought  shy  of  the  old  method  of  making 
out  a  case  tor  co«cion  for  Ireland.  In 
all  past  cases,  facts  and  figures  of  such  a 
grave  character  have  been  nven  to 
we  House,  and  have  led  many  Members 
to  support  the  Government  in  passing 
measures  of  coercion.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indulged  in  anecdotes,  as  he 
called  them.    He  gave  us  little  inform- 
ation that  was  based  on  any  official  or 
tangible  ground — anything  that  could 
really  be  examined  and  refuted.  On 
the  contrary,  he  based  his  case  mainly 
on  the  fact  that  there  existed  in  Ireland 
a  widespread  system  of  Boycotting.  I 
do  not  deny  that  this  very  obnoxious 
system  does  largely  prevail  in  that 
country,  and  that  it  is  one  of  the  few 
weapons  that  are  left  to  the  discontented 
Irish  people  in  their  struggle  with  an 
exacting  landlord  class.  The  misfortune 
of  Ireland  has  been  that  throughout  her 
history  she  has  been  in  the  nands  of 
the  hmdlord  class,  and  that  the  whole 
population  has  been  under  the  lash  of 
that  class.  Parliament  itself  is  made  up 
of  the  landlord  class;  legislation  has 
always  gone  on  lines  that  have  favoured 
the  landlord  class  and  inflicted  per- 
petual injustice  upon  the  tenant  class. 
At  last,  by  the  legislation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  there  came  some  mitigation  of 
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tion  to  recent  cases  of  coercion.  Ooercioa 
has  uniformly  failed  in  Ireland.  The 
experiment  extending  over  86  years, 
the  experience  of  86  Acts  and  Amend- 
ments of  Acts,  only  shows  to  us  that, 
assailed  on  that  side,  the'  Irish  people 
are  invulnerable.   They  hare  courage, 
they  have  iLeroiam,  they  have  resources, 
they  have  ingenuity ;  they  hare  baffled 
every  Administration  in  the  past,  and 
they  will  baffle  every  Administration  ia 
the  future.    It  is  easy  to  chaise  tbe 
Irish  people  with,  not  being  amenable 
to  the  oroinary  laws  of  Qreat  Britain. 
My  answer  ia,  and  it  is  the  outcome  of 
some  hiatorio  examination,  that  what- 
evOT  virtues  the  Irish  people  have,  they 
are  their  own,  and  they  may  glory  in 
them;  and  whatever  vices  they  have  are 
of  our  creation  and  of  our  imposition, 
and  we  are  now  bearing  the  penalty  and 
the  cost.    I  venture  to  say  that  a  very 
short  time  will  elapse  before  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
will  condemn  this  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment.  They  will  see  in  it  nothing 
but  a  barren  e£fort  to  sustain  a  system 
which  has  been  the  curse  of  Ixelwd 
ever  since  the  Union,  and  for  craturiea 
before.    It  is  impoanble  that  rou  can 
maintain  your  uind  system  in  that 
oounttT  and  bring  permanent  peace  to 
Ireland.   But  I  want  to  put  we  case 
from  another  point  of  view.   We  have 
been  reniinded  to-night  that  we  have 
got  86  Members  from  Ireland  sitting  on 
this  aide  of  the  House,  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  repre- 
senting an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
Irish  people.   I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Boycotting  of  these  &6 
Members  is  contemplated  by  the  Go- 
vernment, as  seems  to  have  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  at  Spilsby  in  Lin- 
colnshire, on  the  15th  of  October  last 
—I  quote  from  2%»  TimM  newspaper- 
said — 


A  proposal  to  take  away  the  dearest 
and  most  cherished  rights  of  5,000,000 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  is  one  in 
which  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom  will  take  a  lively 
interest,  and  therefore  I  appeal  to  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  not  to  expect  too 
rapid  progress  to  be  made  with  this 
measure.    But,  Sir,  there  is  another 
reason  why  we  are  entitled  to  deliberate 
long  and  seriously  and  carefully  upon 
this  great  que^on.   This  questitm  of 
ooerdon  was  not  eabmitted  to  the  con- 
etitnenoiea  at  the  last  Election.  Vro- 
poeals  such  as  those  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  Isamed  Gentleman  (Mr. 
F.   W.   Maclean)   who    spoke  last, 
and    by   other    Unionist  Members, 
were  largely  commented  upon ;  but 
I  do  not    know    a   constituency  in 
which  proposals  of  coercion  were  seri- 
ously advocated    by   any  candidate, 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  at  the  last 
Election.    I  am  aware  that  the  other 
day,  when  hon.  Members  were  chal- 
lenged upon  the  point,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Eastern  Divi- 
sion of  Bradford  (Mr.  H.  Byron  Eeed) 
said  he  really  had  won  his  election  by 
the  advocacy  of  coercion.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  may  have,  in  some  way  or 
other,  mentioned  coercion,  but  I  am 
sure  it  was  not  a  pominent  topic  in  his 
address,  and  that  it  cannot  be  oorreotiy 
said  his  election  turned  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  coercion.   But  even  if  it  were 
true  in  that  solitary  instance,  it  only 
proves  the  rule  that  the  constituencies 
were  not  consulted  at  the  last  Election 
upon  the  renewal  of  a  system  of  coercion 
towards  Ireland.   This  being  so,  I  think 
every  Liberal  Member  has  laid  upon  his 
shoulders  the  duty  of  oonferring  with 
his  constituents  with  the  view  of  learn- 
ing what  their  mind  is  upon  the  question 
of  coercion.   We  are  approaching  the 
Easter  holidays,  which  would  be  a  veiy 
oonvenient  time  for  Members  to  go 
amongst  thar  constituents  and  hold 
oonfaraioe  with  them,  and  ascertain 
what  is  felt  upon  this  great  question. 
Now,  I  rentnre  to  predict  that  where 
the  late  Government  with  its  longer 
official  experience,  and  with  the  power 
and  the  capacity  of  its  Administrators, 
failed  in  canying  out  coercion,  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  opposite  are  sanguine 
indeed  if  they  expect  they  will  suweed. 
But  we  need  not  confine  our  examina- 


a  very  diBttogaished  Mem- 
ber of  th«  House  of  Commoos  sayiog  that  one 
thing  had  not  'been  tried,  and  that  was  a  steady 
and  continuooa  policy.  Yearafteryearapolicy 
that  combined  fumesa  with  firmness,  a  policy 
that  took  no  account  <A  the  Irish  vote,  bat  one  of 
Ireland  qoite  irrespectiTe  of  what  the 
sh  vote  might  uiooae  to  do.  Iliat  policy 
they  would  press  forward  with  vigoar." 


Xow,  if  that  really  be  the  determination 
at  Her  M^esty'a  Government,  and  if 
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the  meoBureB  they  are  abont  to  propose 
to  Parliament  are  dictated  by  each  a 
roirit  ae  that,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  Irish  Members  will  be  jaatified 
in  proceeding  to  any  lengths  in  baffling 
Buoh  a  policy ;  because  they  are  denied 
Constitutional  rights.  What  is  the 
ase  of  Ireland  selecting  her  Berare8enta> 
tiTes^  and  sending  them  to  the  House  of 
Oommons,  if  they  are  to  be  told  by  a 
ICinister  of  the  Grown  that  whatever 
they  say  or  do  will  not  be  regarded 
when  questions  of  Irish  policy  are  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  7  If  that  is  the 
deliberate  intention  of  the  Government, 
all  I  can  sa^  is  that  the  Irish  Members 
will  be  justified  in  offering  opposition  to 
the  very  last  point  to  this  proposal  for 
the  coercion  of  their  country.  Not  only 
BO,  Mr.  Speaker ;  but  I  believe  that  the 
British  conetituencies  will — when  they 
come  to  understand  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  when  they  come 
to  understand  the  shilly-shallying  which 
is  going  on  with  regard  to  measures  of 
rerorm,  and  the  hot  haste  with  which 
measures  of  coercion  are  being  pressed 
through  this  House— begin  to  see  thai 
Her  Majesty's  present  Aarisers  are  not 
about  to  produce  results  in  Ireland  vhioh 
will  be  of  any  permanent  benefit  to  the 
country;  but  that,  on  the  other  hand, 
the^  have  roally  entered  upon  a  policy 
which  will  delay  all  progressive  legisla* 
tion  with  regard  to  Great  Britain,  and 
will  only  tend  to  increase  the  alienation 
between  the  two  nations.  I  only  wish  to 
say,  in  condueion,  that  we  are  only  upon 
a  very  early  stage  of  this  measure.  The 
Bill  has  not  yet  been  placed  in  our  hands ; 
but  we  know  enough  now  of  the  spirit  in 
which  it  haa  been  presented,  and  of  the 
hopes  and  fears  which  have  oompelled 
Her  Majesty'sGovemmentto  enter  upon 
this  reactionary  line.  I,  for  one,  am 
prepared  from  my  place  in  Parliament 
to  do  everydiing  that  lies  in  my  power 
to  delay  and  baffle  legislation  ox  this 
kind. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
hog  to  move  Uie  a^joumment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adioamed," 
— (JTr.ifMiirMU.) 

Motion  lyrmf  U. 

Debate  fiirihtr  a^jmnud  till  A- 
morrov. 

Mr.  mngworih 


MOTIONS. 

HTTNICIFAL  FRANCHISE  (BELFAST] 
BILL. 

LXATS.    FiaST  BXADOra. 

Motion  made,  and  QueBtion,  "Ibt 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  ffill  to  ex- 
tend the  Munidpa!  Franohise  of  ths 
Borough  of  Belfast,"— (CbisiM/  AnnAr- 
»»,) — put,  and  agr90d  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  ia  Ij 
Colonel  SAUin>EBSOK,  Colonel  KaO' 
Habican,  Colonel  Wakdto,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  and  Mr.  Lea. 

Bill  pretMted,  and  read  the  first  tiae. 

[Biuau.] 

Motion  made,  and  Qneation  prapossd, 
"That  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoood  timt 
upon  WednMday  18th  May."— (CM 

SaunderaoH.) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.):  May  I 
ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Cheatisaai 
whether  he  intenda  ^at  the  pasiiag  of 
this  Bill  shall  depend  upcm  chaaes,  or 
whether  he  intends  to  ask  the  Hosss  ts 
gve^  faciUtiea  for  the  paaaiiig  of  As 

Question  put,  and  agntd  U. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  seoond  time  i^ 
WtdimiM^  18th  May. 

ADJOTJBNUENT. 

Motion  made,  and  ^estton  propossd, 
"  That  this  House  ^  now  a^jonra.'* 

Mb.  sexton (BeUkat,  W. ) :  lUuak 
I  am  oititled  to  an  answer  to  tks 
question  I  have  Just  pot  to  As 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (OoIaiHl 
Saunderson).  I  am  greatly  inteteitcd 
in  this  matter,  becaase  I  have  tor 
mora  than  a  year  been  endeaTonria^  to 
obtain  an  extension  of  the  moniopsl 
franchise  of  Belfast.  Surely,  I  do  art 
make  an  unreasonable  request  whsn  I 
ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  QenUaoisa 
whether  he  intends  to  trust  to  cbues  is 
passing  this  Bill,  or  to  ask  the  Qovisa* 
ment  to  a£Ford  him  some  faciUtiea  fbrths 
consideration  oi  the  Bill  ? 

CoLoHSL  BAUNDEBSON  (Arma^ 
N.) :  I  hope  Her  Majes^'s  OoveruMal 
wiU  give  facilities  for  fasung  this  BilL 
which  I  am  just  as  aaxuma  topaa  ftstks 
hon  Member  himBelf. 

Question  pat,  and  tifrood  to. 

HooBS  a^oonad  at  twtokr  mimtm 
MateOMe'M. 
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HOUSE   OF  OOMMONS, 
WtSnttda^,  ZOth  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB—Z«n«— Criminal 

I  Law  Amendmant  (IreOand)  IThiri  IT^ht], 
debate  further  a^oumed. 

Ordered  —  Firit  Reading  —  Newspaper  libel 
Law  AmendmeDt*  [212]. 

Second  Reading— ilimng  Eoyalties  •  [23],  deitite 
adjourned;  High Shenff  Diaqaaliflcation  (Ire- 
land) *  [86],  deioie  aJ^oumett. 

Second  Reading— Seftrred  to  Seket  Committt*  — 
Limited  Owners  (Scotland)  *  [8], 

Withdrawn  —  Public  Libraries  Acta  Amend- 
ment* [122] ;  Hunidpal  Electioiu  (SooUaDd) 
(Comipt  PkractioeB)  •  [77]. 

ORDER  OF  TEE  DAY. 


OEIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
HOnOK  P0&  LBATS.   flBST  BXADHTO. 
ADJOUBNBD  DSBATB.        [TUIBD  NIGHT.} 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Queation  [28th  Marcb], 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
malce  better  provision  for  the  preveotion  and 
paniahment  of  Crime  in  Lwland ;  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  tiiereto." — (ifr.  Arthur  Bat' 

Jour.) 

Question  again  pxopoaed. 
Debate  returned. 

Ha.  UAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  said, 
he  rose  to  discharge  what  he  beliered  to 
be  a  responsible  duty,  to  say,  once  for 
all,  that  the  Party  to  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  belong  would  resist  to  the  ut- 
most the  Algenne  code  which  the  Go- 
Temment  were  attemptingto  foroe  upon 
the  people  ot  TxeXaua.  Thej  believed 
that  this  code  vas  unjaetified  by  the 
circuni  stances,  that  it  was  calculated  to 
BOW  dissension  in  Ireland  between  class 
and  class,  and  creed  and  creed;  that  it 
was  calculated,  furthermore,  to  foster 
and  nurture  animosity  between  England 
and  Ireland,  to  lower  the  national  pride 
and  hurt  the  national  feelings  of  bish- 
men,  and  to  create  discord  between  the 
people  of  the  two  countrira.  He  would,  at 
the  outset,  draw  a  strong  distinotiou  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Oovemmeut  and 
the  country  which  they  were  supposed  to 
represent.  He  stated  from  his  personal 
knowledge  a  fact  for  which,  if  untrue,  be 
would  deserve  serious  reprehen^tioTi,  that 
at  the  last  General  Electicn  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Government  had  no  mandate  from 
the  people  of  England  to  force  coercion 
on  treland.  He  oould  not  but  think  of 
an  incident  which  oconrred  on  the  very 
day  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  rose  to 
ask  leave  to  introduce  his  Bill.  Just  as 
he  was  approaching  the  Table  for  the 
purpose  a  cheer,  from  below  the  Gang- 
way greeted  him.  He  did  nut  under- 
stand that  cheer.  It  was  in  recognition 
of  the  arrival  of  a  new  Member  (Sir 
Walter  Foster),  who  was  returned  by 
an  immense  majority  because  he  pro- 
fessed to  be  opposed  to  coercion.  He 
believed  that  they  were  backed  up  in 
their  opposition  to  this  measure  not  only 
by  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  by  the  sen- 
timent of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales.  The  fact 
of  me  appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  his  present  position  of  Ohief 
Secretary  was  the  strongest  argument 
against  coercion.  If  Ireland  was  on  the 
verge  of  social  revolution,  as  had  been 
represented — if  it  was  in  a  state  of  re- 
bellion and  Boycotting — if  things  were 
reduced  to  chaos  in  that  country,  why 
was  not  an  experienced  statesman  versed 
in  the  matter  and  having  a  knowledge 
of  the  Irish  people  appointed?  Why 
was  a  Gentleman  chosen  for  the  post  who 
knew  less  about  Ireland  than  he  himself 
knew  about  Central  Asia  ?  If  that  was  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  he  could  not 
believe  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  disposed  of  the  Ohief  Secretaryship 
in  the  same  way  as  he  would  dis- 
pose of  a  family  living  in  his  {^if  t.  Never 
in  his  experience  had  he  witnessed  a 
more  pitiable  spectacle  than  that  pre- 
sented by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  when  asking  leave 
to  bring  in  this  Bill.  He  was  framing  an 
indictment  against  a  whole  people  to  de- 
prive them  of  their  liberty,  to  send  some  of 
their  Representatives — as  some  of  their 
Representatives  assuredly  would  be  sent 
if  thisBill  passed — to  prison,  and  to  check 

Sublio  agitation,  and  yet  he  actually 
id  not  know  his  own  case.  He  could 
not  have  properly  digested  or  even  read 
the  evidence  before  him,  for  he  could  not 
tell  the  places  or  the  circumstances.  He 
did  not  even  know  the  names  of  the  Irish 
Judges  whom  he  quoted.  Mr.  Justice 
Murphy  was  with  him  "  Chief  Justice 
Murphy,"  and  agrarian  oatrago  was 
"  agricultiinil  Liiirrii)<c,'''  Hfc;3ired  the 
charges  of  '^'^  ■TaJgii'^  ":-v  and 
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the  reaeon  was  quite  plain.  In  England 
the  Judges  never  delivered  poutioal 
charges,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
thought  that  the  Irish  Judges  were  a 
higher  class  of  policemen  making  re- 
ports. He  (Mr.  Mao  Neill)  declared  that 
it  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  placed 
on  a  school  board  examination  as  to  the 
ordinary  and  pohtical  circumstances  of 
Ireland  he  would  be  deservedly  plucked. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
bolstered  up  by  all  the  calumnious  tittle- 
tattle  of  the  informers  and  police  spies, 
paid  baoks,  and  baokatairs  secret  agents 
of  Dablin  Oastle.  It  never  occurred  to 
him  to  ioTestigate  the  truth  of  his 
Btories.  He  spoke  of  the  old  man  of  80 
years  of  age,  who  wished  to  be  kept  on 
the  jui7  panel  that  he  might  do  a  good 
turn  to  a  friend.  Why,  he  (Mr.  Mac  Neill) 
had  heard  that  story  at  least  eight  years 
ago.  It  was  the  calumnious  stories  of 
the  smoke-room  of  the  Kildare  Street 
Club  that  he  was  forcing  on  the  people 
of  England ;  but  a  club  story  had 
never  before  been  used  as  an  indict- 
ment against  a  whole  nation.  Then 
they  had  from  him  the  midwife's  tale. 
That  showed  the  weakness  of  the  Go- 
vernment's case — an  old  wife's  tale. 
Wlien  asked  for  hia  authority  and  for 
names  and  dates»  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man relied  on  his  reeponsibiUty  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  That  was  what 
they  complained  of.  They  aaid  he  was 
not  responsible  to  the  Irish  people. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man carried  on  its  own  face  its  thorough 
and  perfect  condenmation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expected  to  be  the 
master  of  the  Irish  people.  He  would 
be  nothing  of  the  kind.  He  would  only 
be  their  gaoler.  He  would  be  merely  a 
puppet  in  the  hands  of  the  permanent 
clerks  of  Dublin  Castle.  The  statements 
of  the  Irish  Judges  were  mere  obiter  diota 
in  no  way  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.  When  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  was  preparing  their  Heports, 
why  did  he  not  give  Judge  Lawson's 
report  of  what  took  place  at  the  Winter 
Assizes  at  Omagh,  when  Judge  Lawson 
Bud  the  two  Wfdkers  should  be  found 
guilty  of  murder  and  nothins  else  ?  The 
jury  there  disagreed,  and  the  Walkers 
were  sent  to  Belfast  to  be  tried  safely 
and  securely.  Why  did  not  the  Attorney 
General  ^ve  them  Baron  Dovse's  re- 
port in  Tipperary?  Beoaoae  this  was 

Mr.  Ut6  mm 


not  an  investigation.  This  was  a  pro- 
posal to  put  the  Government  in  power. 
They  did  not  want  to  tell  the  p«ople  the 
real  truth.  They  wanted  to  give  a  (Mr- 
tain  complexion  for  Unionist,  or,  rather, 
official  ends.  Why  was  Baron  Dowse — 
an  old  friend  and  political  sumiorier — 
omitted  ?  That  was  not  grateful  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemwa  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  When 
Baron  Dowse  stood  for  Deny  the  At- 
torney General  was  his  eonnsel. 

Thx  ATIOBJ!^  GENEBAIi  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Houos)  (DaUin  Uni- 
veraily) :  I  deny  that  I  ever  was  his 
counsel  at  Deny  or  anywhere  elee. 

Mb.  MAC  neill  eaidt  he  aoeeptod 
the  correction.  The  Attorney  General 
was,  however,  present  at  a  baaoaet  to 
commemorate  tnereturn  of  Baron  Dowse, 
for  Londonderry,  in  1868.  The  learned 
Baron  then  defeated  Lord  Claud  Ham- 
ilton, and  inflicted  thereby  one  of  the 
greatest  blows  ever  sustained  by  the 
Tory  Party  in  Ireland,  and  the  present 
Attorney  General  of  Uie  Conaervative 
Government  celebrated  the  happy  event. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Obirf 
Secretary  said  tiiat  the  legitimate  op- 
position was  not  in  favour  of  ooeroion. 
What  was  the  meaniag  of  that  ?  That 
this  question  of  ooennon— the  qnestim 
of  the  political  life  and  death  of  the  Irish 
people— was  reduced  to  a  Far^  qnes- 
tion ;  and  he  said  that  the  right  non. 
GenUemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  lud 
made  it  so.  In  1685  the  then  Conser- 
vative Government  announced  its  inten- 
tion not  to  renew  the  Crimes  Act.  The 
arguments  then  used  by  the  Tory  Party 
were  precisely  the  arguments  which  were 
now  being  used  against  them.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  ac- 
cused Lord  Spencer  when  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  of  the  wilful  murder  of 
the  boy  Giffen,  who  lost  his  life  in  an 
Orange  liot.  He  said  that  the  blood  of 
Giffen  was  on  Lord  Spencer's  head. 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  never  made  any 
statement  imputing  murder  to  Lord 
Spencer,  and  I  never  inunoated  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  What  did  you  say? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  said,  he  wouU  pass 
that  by.  He  might  be  wrong ;  but  the 
right  hon.  end  learned  Gentleman  made 
a  distinct  allusion  to  Lord  Spenoer  in 
reference  to  Giffen. 

Ma.  H0L1£BS:  OortMnly. 
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Hb.  MAO  NEILL:  Oertainlr.  He 
oame  now  to  the  tremendous  difficulties 
which  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  to  enooaater  amona^  his  new  friends 
lest  he  might  wound  their  suscepti- 
bilities. He  would  refer  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  whom  he  would  call  the  Home 
Bule  Secretary.  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, now  a  supporter  of  coeroion.  had 
first  got  into  Parliament  by  abusing  and 
holding  up  to  ridicule  the  adminiBtra- 
tioQ  of  law  in  Ireland.  He  found  in 
JX«  TVmmi  of  the  2lBt  of  November, 
1868,  the  fdlowing  statement: — 

'*  Ur.  Henry  Matthews  it  elected  for  Dno- 

Gnnoa  and  ranks  as  a  Liberal,   bat  his 
ber^ism  is  a  orosi  between  TMyism  and 
Feniairiim.'* 

Ub.  SPEAKEB:  Order,  order!  The 
career  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
references  of  the  sort  which  the  hon. 
Member  is  now  making,  hare  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  introduotion  of 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  MAO  NEELL  said,  he  would  sub- 
mit to  the  Speaker's  ruling,  and  would 
not  pursue  that  subjeot  further.  He 
would  now  proceed  to  examine  some  of 
the  proviaioBS  of  this  Bill.  Theabdition 
of  trial  by  jury  meant  the  entire  aboli* 
tion  of  the  Constitution,  and  there  was 
no  evidence  to  justify  it.  It  insured  the 
determination  of  questions  of  fact  by 

Sersons  influenced  by  the  Orown.  Besi- 
ent  Magistrates  who  were  to  be  substi- 
tutol  for  a  jury  in  certain  oases  were 
clearly  subjeot  to  that  influence;  they 
held  their  positions  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Orown,  and  might  be  dismissed  at 
any  moment.  They  would  simply  be 
puppets  administering  justice  with  their 
eyes  fixed  on  the  Treasury  Bench— the 
justice  which  would  be  dealt  out  by 
Dublin  Oastle.  It  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  tluu  a  blasphemous  parody  of 
justioe.  In  1852,  Archbishop  Whately, 
liimf'*^^  an  Eingiishman,  speaking  of 
Ireland,  said — 

•*  The  Lord  Ueatenant'B  days  sad  nigbta  an 
vuted  on  intrigaee  and  Party  •quabblo*.  on  the 
numagement  of  the  press  and  the  manuement 
of  flut,  on  deciding  what  rained  gambler  is  to 
bare  tbii  Blipendiary  msgtstnusv,  and  what 
Repealer  ia  to  ee  conciliated  by  adoag  his  wife 
and  daoi^ter  to  that  oonosrt.** 

These  were  the  men  who  were  to 
have  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people  at  their  disposal.  The 
proposal  to  change  the  venue  and  bring 
prisoners  for  trial  to  England  was  a  step 


whidi  would  receive  almost  universal 
condemnation.  Such  a  thing  was  un- 
known in  England.  The  reason  was 
that  jurors  were  competent  witnesses 
and  might  give  evidence  on  a  trial  in 
which  they  were  sworn  as  jurors.  It 
was  to  enable  a  garbled  tale  to  be  told 
without  detection  that  the  expedient  of 
changing  the  venue  was  to  be  resorted  to. 
The  proposal  to  bring  over  Members  of 
the  Irisn  Bar  at  the  expense  of  the 
Government,  for  the  defence  of  prisoners, 
was  noteworthy.  Lord  Oastlerei^h  was 
the  first  person  who  had  assailed  the 
independence  of  the  Bar  in  Ireland.  He 
writes — 

*'  We  have  good  materials  anumg  the  yoong 
banisters,  but  ve  cannot  expect  them  to  waste 
their  time  and  to  starve  into  the  bargain.  I 
know  the  diflBcoItiee,  and  shall  respect  them  as 
much  as  possible  in  the  extent  of  our  expeodi- 
lore,  hot  I  cannot  help  most  earnestly  request- 
ing to  receive  £5,000  in  hank  notes.** 

It  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  Oom- 
walhs  Oorrespondence  that  a  member 
of  the  Bar  mho  had  appeared  for  most 
of  the  prisoners  in  tlw  State  triala  of 
that  time  hod  sold  the  secrets  of  his 
oUents  to  the  Orown.  Again,  there  was 
to  be  no  limitation  to  the  Ooercion  BUI, 
and  Ireland  was  always  to  be  in  ft  de- 

graded,  inferior,  and  abject  position, 
harles  James  Fox  once  said — 

"  I  would  rather  see  belaod  wbtdly  aepanted 
from  the  Orown  of  England  than  kept  In  snbjeo- 
tion  bjr  foree.  Unwilling  subjects  are  U(Ue  better 
than  eDemies." 

Even  Pitt,  if  he  were  alive  to  day,  would 
scorn  the  proposals  of  the  Government, 
for  in  his  speech  proposing  the  Union 
he  sud  the  two  countries  were  to  go 
hand  in  hand,  and  that  the  Union  was 
to  be  the  consolidation  of  a  great  Empire. 
They  knew  how  lamentably  and  miser- 
ably  that  expectation  had  failed.  It  was 
not  to  the  interest  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men <WK>mte  to  have  Ireland  a  con- 
tented, himOT,  and  prosperous  nation, 
for  if  the  uish  difficulty  were  removed, 
the  liberal  Unionist  defection  would  be 
at  an  end,  and  their  posta  and  places 
would  be  gone.  Lord  Brougham 
cautioned  Parliament  not  to  under- 
take to  cure  Irish  distress  by  anything 
in  the  shape  of  penal  enactments.  He 
said — 

"The  greatest  mockery  of  all— the  most  in- 
tolerable iniDit— theoauMofpeouliar  exaipsra- 
tion  against  wbioh  1  chiefiy  eaution  the  Iloate,  is 
tho  nnderukiag  to  onre  the  distress  under  which 
she  (Irelaod)  labours  by  anjthing  in  the  shape  of 

\Tkiri  HR^M.'] 
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now  pennl  eniiotm«nti>.  It  !•  in  theie  enactmoats 
»lone  IhAt  we  have  ofer  ahown  oar  liberality  to 
Ireland.  She  hu  received  penal  Uwt  rrom  the 
handt  oF  England  almost  ai  plentifully  at  the  baa 
received  blesalngs  from  the  bands  of  Providence. 
Wbat  have  these  laws  done  f  Checked  her  tar- 
bulenoe,  but  not  stifled  it.  The  grievanoe  re- 
maining perpetoally,  the  oomplaint  can  only  be 
postponed.  We  may  load  her  with  chains,  but  in 
doing  w  we  shall  not  better  her  oondition.  By 
eoereion  we  may  goad  ber  on  to  fary,  but  by 
ooeroion  we  shall  never  break  her  spirit.  She 
will  rise  up  and  break  the  fetters  we  impose, 
and  arm  herself  for  deadly  violenoe  with  the 
fragnieDts."<— (Lonf  Brwghav^*»  Spmhu,  to). 
iv.,  p.  45.) 

He  asked  were  Her  Majes^'a  GoTem> 
meat,  for  oonaideratioiiB  of  Office,  goinf; 
to  gamble  in  the  flesh  and  blood  of 
human  beings.  He  believed  the  people 
of  England  would  rise  in  the  majesty  of 
their  might  and  prevent  such  an  out- 
rage. He  and  his  friends  were  entering 
upon  that  contest  with  light  hearts  and 
strong  courage ;  they  had  the  people  of 
England  at  their  backs  and  the  great 
Liberal  Party  on  their  side,  and  they 
would  emerge  from  the  fray  a  victorious, 
a  self-governed,  and  a  free  people. 

Mb.  DE  USLE  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
Baid,  that  he  was  about  to  bring  forward 
some  serious  charges,  which,  however, 
he  Uiought  himself  justified  in  making, 
not  only  because  he  had  his  own  impor* 
tattt  oonstituenflj  at  his  back,  but  be- 
cause he  liad  unfortunately  the  honour 
at  that  moment  to  represent  not  ooly  the 
Eoman  Oatholic  Tories  of  England,  Soot- 
land,  and  Ireland,  but  also  the  Eng- 
lish, Irish,  and  Scotch  Boman  Catholic 
Unionist  Liberals.  He  thought  he  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  demonstrating  that, 
from  his  point  of  view,  the  Government 
had  no  other  course  open  to  them  than 
to  strengthen  the  law  against  law- 
breakers in  Ireland.  He  should  confine 
his  remarks  to  three  authentic  docu- 
ments— the  Report  of  Mr.  Knipe,  one 
of  ^e  Members  of  Lord  Oowper^  Com- 
mission, the  general  Beport  of  that 
Commission,  and  the  Papal  Encyclical 
on  the  Christian  Constitution  of  States. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  claimed  to  re- 
prwent  the  Boman  Catholic  Church; 
but  he  knew  that  he  was  stating  the 
opinion  of  a  great  number  of  Irish 
Oatholios  when  he  said  that  that  olaim 
was  totally  unfounded ;  but,  be  that  as 
it  mi^ht,  it  was  sufficient  for  him  (Mr. 
De  Lisle)  if  he  could  justify  his  vote  to 
his  own  conscience  and  to  his  constitu- 
ents. In  Mr.  Knipe*8  Beport  he  stated 

Mr.MacNtiU 


that  he  believed  the  purchase  of  their 
holdings  by  the  tenants  would  tend  to 
the  preservation  of  law  and  order ;  that 
the  tenants  themselves  would  organiu 
to  put  down  outrages ;  and  then,  on  tfa« 
authority  of  the  District  Inspector  of 
Castleieiand,  he  stated  that  the  poUee 
were  perfectly  powerless  to  enfozoe  the 
law  and  put  down  outrages  in  that  dis- 
trict.   Well,  if  the  police  were  power* 
less  in  any  part  of  the  Queen's  Do- 
minions, he  maintained  that  ^ey  had  • 
right  to  call  for  an  impzovement  in  ^ 
procedure  of  the  law.   Then  he  found 
in  the  evidence  of  General  Buller  that 
he  was  asked, Do  you  think  that  the 
improved  state  of  the  country  is  dne  te 
the  fact  that  the  power  of  the  Leagoa 
has  decreased?"    He  replied,  "No," 
adding  that  if  the  League  could  it  wosld 
prevent  the  payment  of  rents.  Genml 
Buller  said  he  believed  that  the  improve- 
ment was  because  the  tenants  were 
getting  abatements.    He  (Mr.  De  lisle) 
contended  that  if  the  Xioague  jnerented 
men  paying  their  rents,  then  it  was  an 
illegal  oivanization,  and  oug-ht  to  bs 
suppressed.    If  the  Bill  proposed  to 
Boppresa  the  League  it  would  have  hii 
support.    He  would  next  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  atatiaticB  as  to 
the  depreuation  in  ^a  value  of  Xridi 
agricnUnral  jwoduoe  and  of  live  atoc^ 
He  found  that  the  value  of  agricultnrsi 
produce  was,  in  1855,  £63,000,000;  in 
1881,    £46,000,000;    and    in  1886, 
£31,000,000.   The  value  of  live  stock 
was,  in  1881,  £61,000,000,  and  it  wa^ 
in  1886,  only  £41,000,000.    How  could 
it  be  supposed  that  any  political  measure 
like  Home  Bule  could  give  comfort  and 
prosperity  to  a  country  which  was  sufier- 
ing  from  such  a  depreciation  in  the  valae 
of  its  produce  ?   liie  remission  of  eveiy 
farthing  of  rent  would  not  enable  the 
people  in  many  dietriots  of  Ireland  to 
live.   If  the  figures  produced  proved 
anything,  they  proved  that  there  were 
two  possible  courses  open  to  them.  One 
was  that  the  real  remedy  was  a  oertain 
amount  of  protection  to  agriculture; 
but  if  this  oounby  would  not  have  re- 
course to  a  certain  amount  of  agriool- 
tural  protection  in  order  to  enable  the 
agriculturist  to  live  and  thrive,  thai 
there  is  no  other  alternative  but  emigra- 
tion.   He  could  not  see  anything  dis- 

Saceful  in  emigration.   He  aaw  hon. 
embers  opposite.   He  did  not  surest 
that  th^  sluuld  emigrate ;  bat  he  aaouUt 
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like  to  see  them  encouraging  their 
Iriends  to  go  to  America,  or  our  Oolo- 
xiies,  make  fortunes  there,  and  then 
oome  back  to  buy  properties  and 
l)eoome  good  citizens  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  In  the  language  of  the 
Se^rt  which  he  had  referred  to,  this 
■abjeot  was  touched  on  in  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  said  that  the 
'Weet  of  Ireland  could  not  be  improved 
until  it  was  brought  within  reach  of 
mvilization  by  railways;  that  that,  if 
done  at  all,  must  be  done  by  the  State, 
and  that  the  best  remedy  would  be  emi- 
gration, bnt  that  the  peo|de  would  not 
enoigrate.  Ur.  Enipe  did  not  agree 
with  the  other  Oommisuonera  on  the 
snbject  of  ooerdon.  In  hie  new,  any 
attempt  to  meet  agrarian  crime  by  coer- 
cion would  not  only  fail  to  secure  tran- 

auilli^,  but  would  aggravate  disorder. 
>ut  later  on  in  his  Beport  there  was  a 
passage  which  proved  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  were  right,  because  he  there  advo- 
cated the  establishment  of  a  Court  of 
Assessors  to  fix  rents  which  would  and 
should  have  coercive  powers  both  on 
bad  landlords  and  bad  tenants.  So  that 
it  was  merely  a  question  of  what  coer- 
ci<m,  and  whom  it  should  be  applied. 
If  the  National  League  would  abandon 
that  w(«d  "National,"  and  state  itself 
to  be  what  it  now  professed  itself  to  be, 
a  Poor  Tenant's  Flrotection  Society,  or 
even  an  Aboriaines'  Fkotection  Sode^, 
then  thflry  woaM  bave  no  quarrel  with 
it.  It  was  because  it  called  itself 
**  National,"  and  because  of  the  ulterior 
purpose  which  that  name  seemed  to 
imply,  that  all  the  steps  which  it  took 
were  suspected  and  required  to  be 
watched  with  vigilance  by  the  Govern- 
ment. And  more  than  that,  the  action 
of  the  Government  was  not  only  justified 
by  Uie  Keport  of  Lord  Cowpers  Com- 
mission, but  that  Seport  showed  that 
the  Government  would  be  deserving  the 
sererest  condemnation  if  they  did  not 
pnrsDe  the  paLu^^  represented  by  the 
present  measure ;  a  policy  in  which  he 
was  certain  that  they  would  have  the 
support  of  the  electors  of  the  United 
Kingdom  if  th^  onl^  had  the  ooorage  to 
act  om  thfflr  oonvictionfl.  In  page  7  of 
that  Beport  he  found  a  description  of 
that  new  weapon  of  war — ^Boycotting. 
He  regretted  to  say  that  Bishop  Bag- 
shawe,  tiie  most  judicious  Bishop  of 
Nottingham,  had  in  an  address  delivered 
cm  St  Patrick's  Day,  defoided  Boy- 


cotting if  it  were  judicious — as  if  any 
amount  of  judiciousness  could  make  a 
thing  which  was  illegal  to  be  right. 
Truly  a  judicious  Bishop !  He  regretted 
that  a  Bishop  of  his  Cnuroh  still  gave 
any  support  to  a  system  of  which  it  was 
said  in  that  Beport  of  Lord  Cowper's 
Commission,  that  people  were  more 
afraid  of  bein^  Boycotted  than  they 
were  of  the  decisionB  of  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice. That  was  an  inttderable  state  of 
things,  and  no  Government  would  de- 
serve to  last  for  an  hour  whidi  allowed 
people  to  be  more  a&ud  of  private  oom- 
binati(m8  than  of  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
Then  it  was  said  that  in  certain  districts 
the  law  was  not  supreme.  That  no  Go- 
vernment could  allow  to  endure.  Far- 
ther on  in  the  same  Beport  was  a  de- 
scription of  the  sufferings  of  Boycotted 
persons,  whose  lives  were  said  to  be 
made  a  burthen  to  them,  as  none  were 
allowed  to  supply  them  with  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Gladstone)  seemed  to  think  that  as 
only  800  persons  were  Boycotted,  so 
small  a  number  of  persons  whose  lives 
were  rendered  miserable  had  no  claims 
to  the  protection  of  the  Government. 
That,  however,  he  denied,  nor  could  he 
conceive  anyttiing  more  degrading  to  a 
Government  than  to  allow  the  state  of 
things  which  now  existed  in  Ireland  in 
reference  to  Boycotted  persons  to  con- 
tinue. If  we  could  not  enf(»oe  the  lawj 
better  give  it  up  altogether.  What  was 
the  justification  which  bad  been  put 
forward  of  the  system  of  Boycotting  ? 
It  had  been  characterized  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  as  an  innocent  trade  union 
intended  to  protect  Irish  tenants  against 
excessive  and  uigust  rents,  and  to  com- 
pel bad  landlords  to  reduce  their  rents. 
But  he  would  not  admit  this  assertion, 
which  had,  in  fact,  been  successfully 
controverted  by  a  letter  in  The  Tahlet 
newspaper  of  January  8  from,  perhaps, 
the  most  eminent  Catholic  layman 
in  Ireland.  But  be  that  as  it  might, 
it  could  not  be  denied  tiiat  some 
60  agrarian  murders  had  followed  the 
adoption  of  the  practice  of  Boycotting ; 
and  a  New  Tork  paper  had  advocated 
its  enforcement  by  dynamite,  by  dagger, 
and  by  poison.  He  might  say  by  way 
of  parenthesis  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion here  at  stake  between  Protestant 
andCathoIic — a  Catholic  might  well  sup- 
port the  policy  of  the  Bill  before  them 
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without  incurring  the  censure  of  the 
Ghurch.  While  upon  that  point  he  might 
oall  the  attention  of  hon.  Membere  to 
a  passage  from  the  letter  already  re- 
ferred to,  wh.0  maintained  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  struggle  now  going  on  in  Ire- 
land would  be  to  separate  the  IrishOhuroh. 
of  the  future  from  the  Irish  Ghurch  of 
the  past,  to  join  it  to  the  Jacobinical 
Societies  of  the  Continent  to  defeat  tbe 
demand  for  a  religious  education  which 
statesmen  must  needs  distrust,  when  thej 
saw  from  what  corrupted  sources  it  pro- 
ceeded, to  substitute  a  hollow  for  a  sin- 
cere Catholicism,  and  to  hurry  a  revolu- 
tionary Ireland  along  the  same  path  as 
revolutionan'  France.  Eetuming  to  the 
Beport  of  Lord  Cowper's  Commission, 
whicli  favoured  emigration  as  the  best 
resource  for  Ireland  if  Protection  was 
rejected,  it  would  be  seen  that  tbe  last 
page  but  one  of  the  Keport  showed  that 
the  Government  were  not  only  justified, 
but  were  compelled  to  take  action  on  the 
lines  of  the  legislation  they  were  asking 
the  House  to  adopt,  for  they  said,  that 
Buoh  steps  were  neoessaryin  several  parts 
of  the  country,  and  that  in  the  interests 
of  all  classes,  in  order  to  maintain  law 
and  order,  which  were  then  grievously 
outraged.  That  disposed  of  the  allega- 
tion which  was  sometimes  made  that  in 
proposing  this  legislation  the  Qovern- 
ment  were  disregarding  the  Beport  of 
the  Hoyal  Commission.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  acting  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  recommendation  of  that 
Commission.  They  had  been  told  that  it 
was  impossible  for  a  Catholic  to  vote  for 
this  Coercion  Bill,  but  on  the  strength  of 
Mr.  Knipe's Beport  and  theBeport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission,  he  felt  justified  in 
giving  bis  vote  for  this  measure.  They 
were  told  that,  in  the  face  of  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  OathoUo  clergy  of  Ireland,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  length  of 
time  to  maintain  the  government  of 
England  in  Ireland.  Well,  the  object 
of  uie  Supporters  of 'the  Bill  was  to  re- 
store peace,  quiet,  brotherly  love,  good 
feeling,  and  true  citizenship  in  Ireland. 

tMr.  DiLLoiT :  They  never  existed.] 
f  they  never  existed  then  their  object 
was  to  create  them ;  but  he  denied  that 
the  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  was  true.  He  had 
spent  some  pleasant  weeks  in  Ireland 
in  the  year  1870,  when  he  had  many 
opportunities  of  obseniog  and  con- 
Tersing  with  the  poorest  classes,  and  I 


!  found  that  there  was  then  no  nuMiy, 
but  as  much  peace,  prosperity,  and  oe«< 
tentment  in  Ireland  as  there  was  ia 
England.  He  now  approached  the  last 
division  of  his  speech,  and  in  eotetiag 
upon  it  he  might  say  that  he  was  not 
about  to  attack  the  Holy  See ;  birt  ht 
maintained  that  he  was  justified  n 
attacking  any  of  the  Queen's  snbjet^  if 
they  appeared  to  be  wanting  is  their 
allegiance  to  Her  Majesty.  He  asserM 
that  the  Irish  Catholic  Bishops  and  Iridi 
Catholic  priests  who  opposed  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  owed  as  moth 
duty  and  loyalty  to  the  Crown  of  Rag^ 
land  as  the  humble  men-servanta  aad 
maid-servants  who  swept  the  dost  ttvm 
those  seats.  In  his  opinion,  by  the 
course  which  they  had  taken,  aoiBe  U 
the  Bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Cathotie 
Church  in  Ireland  had,  tried  by  thai 
principle,  committed  serious  abenatieas 
nvm  their  duty;  but  he  shooM  net 
think  himself  justified  in  pointing  o«t 
those  aberrationB,  unless  he  ooula  alee 
suggest  the  reme^.  He  admitted,  how- 
ever, that  if  the  CathoHo  clergy  of  In- 
Und  were  for  ever  "going  to  nee  Aetr 
infiuence  in  oppositwn  to  those  whe 
sought  to  restore  law  and  order  in  that 
country,  the  efforts  of  the  lattw  vooU 
be  well-nigh  hopeless.  Cardinal  New- 
man had  pointed  out  that — 

"  For  three  liandred  jetr*  It  hu  baca  tW 
o6Boial  rala  with  Englaod  to  ifaor*  tb«  uUmm 
of  tbe  Pope,  and  to  dtal  with  CatkoUm  W  Kaf 
land,  not  aa  bia  ehildna,  bsl  aa  aaoUriaa  Oa 
Roman  Catbolio  paraoaatoa.  y»polt—  aaU  aa 
bia  Edtoj— '  Treat  with  tbe  Pope  aa  If  W  m 
tnaater  of  100,000  men.*  I  am  eotcriay  twt*  m 
theological  qoeitipn  ;  I  an  apeaklag  all  tJmmf  al 
mere  decant  aeeutar  talereoorae  Vitxafn  "^9% 
land  mad  Rome.  K  hundred  griavaaeca  wwd 
liiTc  been  let  right  on  (heir  flrat  npttaa^  kad 
there  been  a  frank  diplomatie  nndiralnsdlaf  h>- 
twcon  two  Great  Powera.  The  worldS  pabuaa 
baa  iti  Uwt ;  and  aneh  abnornal  ooarvaa  aa 
EogUnd  baa  pertMd  baTo  iMr  Namaria." 

Well,  the  Nemens  whleh  fiiglttd  wm 
suffering  from  owing  to  hertrMtaeatoC 
the  Holy  See,  was  the  preeeooe  of  0«Btle> 
men  opposite.  As  he,  as  aa  Faglieh 
Catholic,  was  going  to  vote  in  fitTvor  «f 
this  Bill,  he  thought  that  it  was  his  doty 
to  j  ustify  his  conduct  [The  ho«.  M aoH 
ber  was  then  proceeding  to  qooi*  the 
Papal  Encyclical  on  the  Chriitiaa  Gb»- 
stitution  of  States  in  order  to  ebow  how 
the  Pope,  if  properly  approached,  vo«li 
deem  it  his  duty  to  aeoure  the  oo-epaia- 
tion  of  the  elergy  ia  the  maintanaM*  «| 
law  and  aooial  peaee^  when  ] 
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Mb.  speaker,  interpostn^,  said: 
The  relatioas  between  theCatholic  clergy 
and  the  Holy  See  and  betvreea  this 
country  and  ue  Pope  do  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  relevant  in  discueeing  the 
introduction  of  the  Crimes  Bill. 

Mb.  DE  lisle  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  would  proceed  to  show  that  the 
oouduct  of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland, 
which,  by  some,  was  thought  to  be  a 
j  ustificaUon  of  the  present  state  of 
thtogs,  was  in  truth  a  justification  for 
the  measure  of  coerdoa  now  before 
them.  At  a  meeting  held  at  Kilkenny, 
aad  reported  in  77ta  Kilkenny  Journal  of 
September  29, 1886,  at  which  more  than 
A  dozen  priests  were  present,  the  Bev. 
Mr.  Costigaa  spoke  aa  lollows : — 

"What  do  70U  propoie  doing f  Ton  talk  a 
good  deal  about  landlordlam  :  bat  what  do  joa 
dotennioe  to  do  beforo  f ou  aoparato — [A  Voioi : 
'  Kill  tbe  landlords  'J  — I  would  not  pb/aicall;  kill 
Knj  man — {eheert\—\><ii  there  is  anotber  waj  or 
killing  a  man.  Ton  can  make  bis  liie  a  second 
deatli.  I  hope  tba  citisens  of  Kilkenny  will  not 
ph]is)oail7  kill  anyone  ;  but  I  will  leave  tbem  to 
do  as  they  like  tbe  other  waj.  I  hope  you  will 
understand  me.  [*  We  do.']  M7  opinion  of  the 
Nationalists  of  Kilkenny  is  verj  high.  [Ckeara.^ 
1  never  thoaght  that  there  eonld  be  loeh  num- 
bers as  I  tee  Mfore  dm  torned  out  at  a  momem's 
call.  It  was  00I7  jrerterda;  that  the  notiee  was 
■ent  out,  and  jon  Imre  oome  here  in  your  hun- 
dreds to  declare  jour  undjing  hatred  of  Und- 
lorilism — [cAetfri]— and  to  declare  that  wbile  there 
is  one  drop  of  blood  in  your  veins  you  will  be 
true  to  the  flag  70U  have  nnrnried  to-daj,  which 
means  tbe  total  extinotloo  ot  landlordism  with 
nil  its  oruelt7  and  horror  in  this  land.  [C'Aeers.] ' ' 

That  was  the  teaching  of  a  minister  of 
religion,  and  yet  this  gentleman  had 
not  received  the  censure  of  his  Bishop, 
nor  had  his  Bishop  received  tbe  censure 
of  the  higher  authorities  of  the  Church. 
In  another  instance,  at  a  meeting  at 
which  Ur.  Sheehy,  M.F.,  waa  present, 
another  itarish  prieet,  the  Bev.  John 
Oarry,  said — 

"  Tb07  had  come  tliero  to-da7  to  take  a  look 
nt  the  mined  lione  of  one  of  Ihoir  Allow-tenanta, 
and  declare  that  tbe7  believed  In  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  The7  believed  that  the  persons  who 
devised  that  Plan  were  almMt  under  Divine  in- 
spiration, for  there  was  no  oUwr  meant  b7  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  conid  be  saved  from  eiter- 
mination." 

He  would  next  call  attention  to  a  speech 
delivered  on  the  3Ut  August,  1884,  at 
a  meeting  held  at  Oroupatriok,  by  the 
Bev.  Mi(£ael  Duggan.  This  rer.  gentle- 
man said — 

*'  It  had  fallen  to  bis  lot  to  say  a  few  words  to 
tbem  on  land-grabbing  and  grass-grabbing.  Evio- 

TOL.  COOXII.  [thud  8XBIW.] 


tioni  and  processes  of  eviction  were  now  the 
order  of  the  day.  Thanks  to  tbe  Land  League, 
land-grubbinit  had  been  put  down  to  a  great 
extent.  Public  opinion  and  the  spirit  of  the 
people  are  entirely  opposed  to  it;  at  leait,  the 
right-minded  and  the  honest  men  of  Irelnnd.  What 
was  tbe  practice  In  early  days  y  If  ono  neigh- 
bour was  breaking  down,  another  neighbour  was 
sure  to  keep  a  close  eye  on  blm.  and  would  have 
a  whisper  with  the  bailiff  and  the  agent.  It  often 
happened  that  both  the  agent  and  tbe  bailiff  were 
bribed,  and  a  rack-rent  was  promised  to  the  land- 
lord to  evict  the  tenant  nnd  give  the  fHrm  to  his 
grabbing  neighbour.  The  bailiff,  therefore,  was 
the  man  tbey  bad  to  dread  most.  It  was  a  com- 
mon praetioe  long  ago  to  give  tbem  presenU. 
He  would  not  reeoromend  an7  honest,  upright 
man  to  be  a  bailiff  or  a  local  agent,  because  the 
spirit  of  tbe  times  was  now  such  that  any  honest, 
upright  man  would  not  look  on  apathetically  nnd 
see  his  neighbours  and  fellow-couotrymen  down- 
trodden and  walked  upon,  lie  would  not,  of 
course,  recommend  tbem  to  Boycott  them,  be- 
cause tbe  Orimes  Act  was  in  being  now ;  but  be 
would  tell  tbem  what  tbey  could  do.  They  wore 
not  bound  to  walk  with  tbem,  or  to  marry  them  ; 
but  he  would  tell  them  that  they  were  bound  in 
charity — to  bury  them.** 

This  speech,  the  laet  sentence  of  which 
came  near  to  an  incitement  to  murder, 
was  referred  by  a  Roman  Catholic  gen- 
tleman, Mr.  Thomas  Eyre,  to  the  head 
of  the  diocese,  and  then,  receiving  no 
satisfaction  from  him,  he  wrote  to  the 
late  Cardinal  MacCabe,  tbe  Archbishop 
of  Dublin,  who,  in  reply,  said — 

"  It  Is  very  humiliating  to  find  priests  w  un- 
mindful of  their  sacred  obligations  as  to  nse  tbe 
language  attributed  to  tho  one  7on  refer  to.  I 
have  no  authority  to  interfere  in  the  matter  ;  but 
1  will  forward  to  Propaganda,  with  my  own  ob- 
servations, any  document  yon  wish  to  place  in  m7 
hands.'* 

That  was  done,  and  the  mattra  was  re- 
ferred to  Archbishop  Croke,  who  re- 
plied— 

"I  have  jast  got  70Dr  communication,  dated 
SOtb  December,  and  really  cannot  gather  from  it 
what  precisely  you  complain  of  on  the  part  of 
Rev.  M.  Duggan,  unless,  indeed,  it  be  that  in 
common,  as  you  say,  with  tbe  speakers  at  the 
Crosspatriok  meeting,  be  is  alleged  to  have  made 
some  unpleasant  remarks  about  bail!  A  and  Emer- 
gency men.  Unfortunately,  as  you  know,  bailiffs 
have  never  been  popular  personages  in  Ireland, 
and  i  never  beard  anyone  complaining  of  a 
speaker  at  a  public  rooetiiig  because  he  had  de- 
nounced them,  seeing  that  it  is  done  every  day, 
both  in  the  Press  and  on  tbe  platform.  Father 
Duggao  made  no  ^oelal  relarence  to  yonr  bailib, 
for  be  knew  nothing  of  them  ;  nor  did  be  mention 
yonr  name,  for  he  did  not  know  of  your  exist- 
ence ;  nnd  I  do  not,  therefore,  see  what  special 
lotitt  standi  you  have  in  this  matter.  1  abould 
not  hesitate  to  bring  Father  Duggan  to  order  bad 
be  said  or  done  aoytblng  to  iignre  or  insult 
you." 

3  P  [ThirdJf^hi.^ 
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The  moral  guilt  of  Boycottiuf^  ceased  to 
exist,  in  the  opinion  of  Archbishop  Oroke, 
because  Boycotting  was  practised  every 
day.  He  never  heard  of  such  theological 
debauchery  before.  He  had  detained 
the  House  at  some  length,  and  had  said 
some  things  which  other  Catholics  said 
in  private,  but  did  not  say  in  public. 
He  had  been  accused  and  vih'fied  oy  the 
Nationalist  I^ess  of  America  and  Ire- 
land because  he  said  in  public  what  he 
said  in  private.  He  said  in  public  what 
he  said  is  private  because  it  suited  his 
nature  to  do  so ;  and  if  a  higher  justifi- 
cation  of  his  nature  in  this  particular 
matter  were  required,  he  need  only 

auote  from  the  Encyclical  Letter  on 
le  Christian  Constitution  of  States  the 
words  of  Leo  XHI. — namely,  "Likewise 
it  is  unlawful  to  follow  one  line  of  duty 
in  private  and  another  in  public."  He 
(Mr.  De  Lisle)  would  give  bis  vote  for 
the  Bill,  and  he  wouM  do  everything 
he  could  to  assist  its  progress  until  it 
was  carried  triumphantly  through  the 
House.  He  would  do  so  in  the  firm 
and  earnest  conviction  that  under  its 
provisions  no  honest,  no  loyal,  no  law- 
abiding  Irishman  would  suffer  the 
slightest  diminution  of  his  rights  and 
liberties ;  and  he  would  do  so  with  the 
fervent  hope  and  prayer  that  it  would 
be  a  terror  and  a  stombling-block  to 
every  evil-doer. 

TiscoUHT  EXLOOUBSIK  (Somerset, 
S.),  in  opposing  the  Motion,  said,  that  in 
a  speeoh  made  on  a  former  oocanou 
(Friday  last),  and  which  had  not  yet 
been  replied  to,  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Bfr.  Qoschen)  had  asked  whether  they 
had  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  juries  in  Ireland,  and  had 
told  them  that  if  they  had  not  they 
could  not  deny  that  the  moment  had 
come  when  the  Qovernment  must  deal 
with  this  matter,  and  restore  to  Ireland 
that  fair  administration  of  the  law  which 
should  receive  the  confidence  of  the 
public  generally.  He  (Viscount  Kil- 
coursie)  would  now  ask,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  fair  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  ?  Bid  he  mean 
the  just  administration  of  a  fair  law,  or 
the  fair  administration  of  an  unjust  law  f 
If  the  former,  then  he  answered  ^e 
question  of  the  right  hon.  GentLsman 
strongly  in  the  affirmative,  but  not 
otherwise.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Members  of  the 

.2fr.  lit  LUU 


Liberal  Party  were  atronglj  desirtNU  of 
the  just  administration  of  a  fair  law; 
but  the  case  was  different  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in   ueang    the  wmdi 
"  fair  administration  of  the  law/'  meatf 
the  fair  administration  of  an  unjost  Uv. 
He  did  not  know  what  course  the  liglit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  tar  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  aiadetone)  mi^ 
pursue  in  reference  to  the  question  miaer 
consideration  ;  but  he  was  very  dear  ia 
his  own  mind  of  the  vote  be  dioaldgm^ 
if  that  right  hon.  Gendeman,  great  at 
his  name  was,  were  to  bring  fomrd  a 
measure  of  coercion  {n«ceding  xamedul 
legislation.    By  every  sins^e  word  that 
he  had  nttered  in  that  Mxiitm,  sod  hj 
every  action  he  had  evw  done  in  that 
House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown,  not  only  that  foroe  was  bo 
remedy,  but  that  the  remedy  must  is 
eveiy  case  precede  force.    The  (Sitan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  aaid  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  protect  the  people 
of  Ireland.   Who  were  the  people  of 
Ireland  whom  the  Bill  would  protert? 
The  people  of  Ireland  he  understood  to 
be  the  5,000,000  persons  who  lived  in 
that  country — not  a  class,  but  eveiy  dus 
in  Ireland.    But  it  was,  according  toS^ 
Bedvers  BuUer,  to  the  National  League^  j 
and  not  to  Coercion  Bills,  that  the  great  ' 
majority  of  the  people  of  Lreland  looked 
for  their  salvation  and  protection.    Ths  i 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  OhanoeUor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  also  said  that  tht 
Bill  was  to  break  down  the  oppreeetm  j 
under  which  the  people  of  Ireland  were  j 
suffering.   If  by  that  he  meant  the  ' 
breaking  down  of  the  landlord  oppres- 
sion of  which  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  spoke, 
then  he  (Viscount  Kilcuursie)  should  see 
some  reason  for  the  Bill.    But  he  failed 
to  see  that  the  Bill  offered  any  adequate 
protection  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  com- 
pared with  the  protection  that  at  that 
moment  was  being  offered  to  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  Keferringto  the  quota- 
tion made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer^s 
words,  to  the  effect  that  the  law  ia  Ire- 
land looked  after  the  rich  and  did  not 
look  after  the  poor,  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  Bud  that  those  were 
dangerous  words  to  be  quoted  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  unless  he  intended  to 
endorse  them, ortodifferfrom  them;  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  taunted 
his  right  hon.  Friend  with  having  bem 
principally  in  power  for  many  yearn,  and 
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therefore  with  being  chiefly  to  blame  if 
the  law  was  not  equal  with  reference  to 
the  rich,  and  poor  in  Ireland.  All  he 
(Viscount  Kilcoursie)  had  to  say,  as  one 
who  had  been  a  humble  follower  of  the 
right   hon.  Gentleman  for  the  last 

SnartMKKf-a>oentui7  in  that  House,  and 
efiore  he  entered  it,  was,  that  he  should 
never  hare  been  his  follower  for  a  nngle 
moment  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
acknowledged  that  the  laws  in  Ire- 
laud  were  equal  as  between  the  rich  and 
the  poor.  It  was  because  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemau  had  ackoowledged  that  they 
were  not  equal  that  he  had  followed  him 
— it  was  because  during  the  whole  course 
of  the  time  he  bad  been  Prime  Miaister 
his  right  hon.  Friend — although  he  had 
not  acoomplished  all  that  he  could  wish 
— had  endeavoured  to  alter  the  laws  of 
Ireland  so  as  to  make  them  more  and 
more  equal  between  rich  and  poor.  The 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
an  amusing  remark  with  reference  to  the 
Celtic  moaio  whidi  was  so  sweet  in 
Uie  ear  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  He 
(Yisooant  Kiloonrde)  ptesnmed  the 
Scottish  music  which  theOfaanoellorof  the 
Exchequer  heard  when  he  was  in  Edin- 
burgh was  not  ve^  much  to  his  taste ; 
and,  possibly,  the  English  music  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  heard  not 
long  ago  at  Liverpool  was  also  not 
particularly  to  his  taste.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  go  to  Ire- 
land, he  might  hear  some  of  that  Oeltio 
music  to  which  he  had  alluded,  which 
would  be  still  less  to  his  taste.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  several  passages  in  the  evidence 

fiven  before  the  Boyal  Oommission  by 
ir  Bedvers  BuUer,  espedally  that  in 
which  the  witness  deotered  his  belief 
that,  in  one  part  of  the  rouotiy,  they 
could  never  have  peace  unless  the^ 
created  some  legal  equipoise,  or  equi- 
valent, that  would  supply  the  want  of 
freedom  of  contract  which  now  existed 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  Why 
was  it  that  there  was  a  disturbance 
when  hon.  Members  on  the  Irish 
Benches  went  down  into  the  country  ? 
He  was  justified  in  his  contention  that 
what  was  passing  in  Sir  Eedrers  Bul- 
ler's  mind  was  that  these  districts  never 
would  have  been  disturbed  at  all  bad 
there  been  an  equipoise  between  the 
landlords  and  tenants.  What  were  the 
foieee  against  which  the  CbvemmeDt 


were  contending  ?  They  were  con- 
tending against  forces  which  no  Go- 
vernment before  had  ever  encountered 
when  bringing  in  a  Coercion  Bill.  They 
were  contending  not  only  against  the 
great  majority  of  the  Members  from 
Ireland,  but  against  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops,  against  men  of  well- 
known  standhig  in  the  Oatholio  Church 
—men  beyond  suspicion  in  their  cha- 
racter— against  the  whole  Liberal  Party 
in  this  House,  which  was  something, 
and  against  the  whole  Liberal  Party 
outside  that  House,  which  was  more. 
They  were  contending  against  the  opi- 
nion of  the  whole  civilized  world,  in 
America,  Canada,  and  Australia.  Even 
if  the  Coercion  Bill  were  approved  in 
Arnica,  Canada,  and  Auetralia,  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  brought  in, 
before,  instead  of  after,  remedial  mea- 
sures, would  condemn  it  in  the  opinion 
of  every  civilized  human  being,  East, 
West,  North,  and  South.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
tenants  were  poor,  ignorant,  and  mis- 
led ;  but  then  they  were  misled  by  those 
whom  they  respected  most.  It  was  pos- 
sible, even  probable,  that  they  might  be 
misled  by  the  lowest  class  of  agitators 
in  Ireland,  persons  who  had  no  business 
in  Ireland  at  all,  persons  who,  if  the 
late  Government  had  its  way,  would  not 
be  in  Ireland  now.  He  was  not  going 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  Home 
Bule ;  he  simply  said  that  those  men 
had  no  business  to  be  there.  But  there 
was  a  class  of  lecturers,  whom  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  called  agitators, 
bat  whom  he  preferred  to  call  lec- 
turers, composed  of  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  Archbishops,  Bishops,  and 
prierts.  What  were  their  arguments  ? 
Ihe  first  strong  argument  which  these 
lecturers  used  against  the  Bill  was,  that 
this  was  the  86th  Coercion  Bill  since 
the  commencement  of  the  century,  and 
that  every  one  of  those  Bills  was  a 
failure.  Nay,  more ;  they  said  that  the 
last  of  these  Bills,  which  was  supposed 
to  be  a  success,  had  been  proved  by 
Lord  Salisbury  to  be  a  failure.  What 
was  it  Lord  Salisbury  said  at  Newport  ? 
He  said — 

* 'TlieeffBct  of  the  Grimes  Act  has  1>ean  very 
much  exaggerated.  While  it  was  in  existence 
there  grow  up  a  thoasaiid  hrancbes  of  the 
National  League,  and  it  U  from  them  that  these 
diffiooltiea  moooed  with  which  you  have  to  con- 
tend." 
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Then  they  wero  told  that — 

"  Tho  provisiona  m  the  Crimes  Act  against 
Boj'cotting  had  a  very  Bmall  effect."  "  I  hare 
Been  it  Btated,"  added  Lord  Saliabury,  "that 
the  Crimea  Act  diminiBhed  Boycotting.  It  ia 
not  troo." 

AVouId  the  present  Grimes  Bill  bo  more 
succeserul  in  diminishtDg  Boycotting  ? 
Then  Lord  Salisbury  said  that  the 
Crimea  Act  "did  not  diminish  outrage." 
They  had  in  Ireland  a  population  four- 
fifttis  of  whom  were  Catholics,  and  what 
was  the  proportion  of  the  magistrates  ? 
The  great  majority  were  Protestants, 
and,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  were 
Protestants  dealing  with  Catholics,  they 
had  to  come  there  to  obtain  aug- 
mented power  for  the  '.^testants  over 
CatholioB.  Next  there  was  tho  case  of 
the  two  men  sent  to  Ireland,  and  there 
was  a  suspicion  amounting  to  belief  that 
Lord  Carnarvon,  Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  and 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton  had  gone  to  Ire- 
land with  preconceired  notions  in  favour, 
to  a  great  extent,  of  the  class  with  which 
they  were  associated ;  but  they  had  left 
that  country  with  very  different  feelings. 
One  of  them  remained,  howoTer,  in  evi- 
dence, a  standing  rebuke  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  He  had  read  in 
the  leading  Sunday  journal — 

*'  Let  the  truth  be  brought  home  toIriAmen 
that  England  haa  put  her  foot  down  and  the 
agitation  for  H<Hne  Kale  will  die  any.** 

Put  her  foot  down  on  what?  On  the 
necks  of  the  Irish  people?  He  eould 
imagine  nothing  more  calculated  than 
that,  read  from  an  Irish  pulpit,  to 
arouse  the  passions  of  the  Irish  people. 
A  more  insulting  and  impudent  para- 
graph he  had  never  read.  The  fact  that 
the  Coercion  Bill  had  been  brought  in 
before  the  remedial  measures  had 
awoke  in  America  an  amount  of  enthu- 
siasm which  could  never  die  out.  There 
had  been  some  letters  in  The  Tim«»  with 
regard  to  PameUitm  and  Crime.  With 
regard  to  these  letters  let  him  say  this — 
They  might  be  true,  and  fur  the  sake  of 
argument,  and  for  Uie  sake  of  argunient 
only,  he  would  suppose  now  that  every 
one  of  the  statements  was  true.  It  ought 
to  have  been  the  policy  of  the  Ckvem- 
ment  not  to  have  united  the  regular 
Opposition  with  those  whose  hands  were 
stained  with  blood,  if  they  were  really 
so  stfuned ;  it  ought  to  have  been  the 
policy  of  the  GoTernment  to  have  sepa- 
rated the  Opposition  from  those  of  whom 
it  was  said  that  they  were  in  a  greater 

Viseouni  KUewftU 


or  lesser  degree  responsible  fov  ■ 
crimes  that  had  been  committed.  Bs  ■ 
what  had  the  Qoveramont  done  ?  Thej 
had  joined  the  Oppositioa  hand  in  htaj 
with  those  of  whom  some  profeesed  ta 
believe  that  they  were  steeped  in  erine.  ' 
Thus  were  joined  together   the  Honu  , 
Rulers  and  the  anti-Ooercionista  of  to- 
day, the  Irish  If  embers  below  the  Gaag- 
way  and  the  Opposition  Members  abon 
It,  with  the  exception  of  those  Memhai 
of  the  Opposition  who  oonatttated  a  snuU 
minority.   Great  as  was  hia  objecttoDfei 
tho  BilC  it  was  as  nothing  to  his  objec- 
tion to  Uie  clause  for  changing'  tfaeveitM 
of  the  trials  from  Dublin  to  London. 
It  was  a  great  nuafortune   that  tb 
view  which  would  be  taken  of  crime 
in  this  country  in  the  future  would  not 
be  the  same  that  it  had  been  in  the 
past.    Hitherto,  erime  had  been  con- 
demued  by  both  sides  of  the  Soose  be- 
cause it  was  crime,  and  because  it  was 
felt  that  the  laws  were  equal  to  all.  We 
had  not  stopped  to  ask  how  a  jury  was 
constituted,  and  who  were  the  memben 
of  it.   We  had  simply  asked  what  wu 
the  evidence,  and  Aether  a  man  waa 
guilty  on  that  evidence.     With  ths 
change  of  venue  to  England,  the  ques- 
tion in  the  future  would  be  not  *'  'What 
was  the  evidence  ?  "  but  "  Who  formed 
the  jury  ?  "  and  it  would  be  a  most  m- 
fortunate  oircumatance  that  we  sbonld 
ever  be  brought  to  ask  such  a  question. 
By  that  proposal  the  Government  bad 
carried  politics  into  the  Criminal  Conits 
of  this  country.    He  could   not  be 
accused  of  being  mealy-mouthed  with 
reference  to  crime  and  outrage.  He 
was  one  of  the  first  persons  to  write  in 
one  of  the  most  popular  daily  news- 
papers to  condemn  the  language  used 
by  an  hon.  Member  who  sat  below  the 
Gangway ;  and  in  consequence  he  had 
exposed  himself  to  no  small  measure  of 
misrepresentation  and  obloquy.  What 
he  went  through  Inconsequence  of  those 
letters  was  known  only  to  himself;  but 
he  could  assure  the  House  it  was  no 
small  infliction.    Under  similar  oircum- 
stances,  he  would  write  similar  letters; 
but  the  position  had  now  very  greatly 
changed,  for  the  Chief  Secreta^,  by  his 
language  and  manner  in  that  House, 
had  menaced  the  Irish  Members,  and 
the  Government  had  menaced  the  Oppo- 
sition by  introducing  a  Crimes  Bill  at 
that  time  before  attempting  remedial 
legislation.    If  the  Government  had 
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first  attempted,  bj  a  remedial  measure 
that  was  adequate,  to  abolish  dual 
ownership  in  Ireland,  and  if  they  had 
then  come  to  the  House  and  said,  "  We 
have  done  our  best,  and  we  have  failed," 
they  would  have  a  fair  ground  for  ap- 
pealing to  the  Opposition  to  support  a 
Coercion  Bill,  and  he  would  have  sup- 

orted  them,  so  far  as  was  in  his  power; 

ut,  by  pursuing  an  opposite  course, 
they  had  placed  the  hands  of  Opposition 
Members  it:  the  hands  of  the  liish  Mem- 
uolow  the  Gangway.  If,  through 
the  oonduotoC  tfaeGh>Temment,  language 
were  used  which  he  disi^iproved,  and  if 
outrages  were  committed,  however  great 
his  regret  and  that  of  others  might  heat 
their  occurrence,  they  could  not  condemn 
the  parties  engaged  in  them,  for  the 
action  of  the  Govemment  placed  both 
him  and  them  in  a  position  in  which 
they  could  only  shrug  their  shoulders, 
and  throw  the  blame  on  the  Ministry. 
The  Bill  was  uncalled-for ;  it  was 
doomed  to  failure ;  It  was  un-English, 
and  the  "eternity"  written  upon  and 
claimed  fi>r  it  would  be  measured  by  the 
duration  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  DALRTMPLB  (Ipswioh)  said, 
that  though  the  Qovemment  would,  per- 
haps, best  be  serred  by  the  continued 
uleoce  of  its  independent  supporters, 
yet  the  country  was  entitled  to  hear 
what  some  of  them  had  to  say  in  sup- 
port of  the  policy  the  GoTemmest  had 
thought  it  their  duty  to  inaugurate.  He 
would  bring  no  charge  of  unfairness 
against  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
(Viscount  Elilcoursie),  neither  would 
he  follow  him  with  quotations  from  Sir 
Hedvers  Buller's  evidence.  Taking  from 
its  context  an  answer  of  Sir  Bedvers 
Boiler  here,  and  another  there — for  you 
might  nuke  his  endence  prove  anything 
you  like— you  might  show  that  Sir  Bed- 
Tera  BuUer  held  that  Irish  tenanta  have 
suffered  many  ills,  and  it  cannot  be 
denied  they  had.  It  might  be  shown 
that  Sir  Bedvers  Boiler  expressed  an 
opinion  that  the  tenants  suffered  under 
oppression,  and  so  thw  did.  The 
ubvenunent  said — and  he  (Mr.  Dal- 
rymple)  strongly  sopported  the  state- 
ment—  that  ue  oppression  was  that 
of  the  National  League.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  explained,  in  the  remark- 
able speech  to  which  the  House  had  just 
Usteued,  how  it  was  for  a  numhfr  of 
reasons  he  had  supported  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Itlid  Lotkian 


(Mr.  "W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  he  said  he 
held  with  the  latter,  that  the  laws  in 
Ireland,  as  they  affected  rich  and  poor, 
were  unequal.  If  so,  it  was  the  obvious 
commentary  upon  that,  that  it  was  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Govern- 
ment that  we,  in  a  large  proportion, 
owed  the  legislation  of  recent  years ; 
and  it  was  strange  that,  holding  such 
a  sense  of  the  inequality  of  the  laws, 
he  made  no  effbrt  to  remedy  the  evil. 
The  noble  Viscount,  in  rating  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Government  measure, 
claimed  oppontion  from  the  whole  of 
the  civilized  world — a  wide  and  general 
statement  difficult  to  accept.  He  quoted 
Bishops  and  Archbishops  ;  and  certainly 
there  was  the  charm  of  novelty  in  hear- 
ing, from  the  other  side,  the  opinion  of 
an  Archbishop  put  forward  as  a  con- 
vinoing  argument.  The  noble  Viscount 
went  further,  and  made  a  statement  that 
in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  very  different  view  would 
be  taken  of  crime  in  the  future  than 
hod  been  taken  in  the  past.  The  House 
was  familiar  with  the  allegation  that 
violence  and  outrage,  connected  with 
agrarian  disputes,  were  not  crimes ;  but 
the  House  was  acaroely  prepared  for  the 
declaration  from  the  Front  Bench  that 
hereafter,  if  crimes  and  outrages  were 
committed,  they  would  be  met  only  with 
a  shrug  of  the  shooldws.    He  only  re- 

f retted  that  the  usual  occupants  of  the 
'rent  Opposition  Bench  were  not  pre- 
sent, so  the  House  oould  not  judge  by 
their  manner  if  they  accepted  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount.  He  (Mr. 
Dalrymple),  however,  trusted  it  was  not 
generally  shared  by  them.  From  some 
of  the  speeches  delivered  from  the  other 
side,  it  would  seem  that  there  was  no 
cause  whatever  for  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Government ;  but  by  what  was  by 
courtesy  called  tihe  regular  Opposition — 
though  a  more  irregular  Opposition 
never  existed — there  was  no  denial  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  interference  with 
the  exercise  of  legal  rights ;  that  to  some 
extent,  indeed,  were  was  a  condition  of 
anarchy  and  crime  in  Ireland ;  but  they 
said — *'The  laws  are  to  blame,  and 
you  would  not  accept  our  particular 
panacea  of  Home  £ule."  But,  aa  he 
had  said,  the  responsibility  for  the  state 
of  the  law  rested  with  those  who  made 
auchiL  failure  nslhalegii-Iationof  1881  has 
lieen.  It  was  o  virious  ami  ii-_\traor(linary 
doctrine  to  lay  d-jwu,  LiiLt  bufaujifl  tbo 
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laws  were  said  to  be  uojuat,  therefore 
they  were  not  be  obeyed  and  enforced. 
He  could  hardly  conjecture  the  state  of 
things  that  would  rise  should  such 
teaching  acquire  general  acceptance. 
Last  night  the  House  bad  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illiog- 
worth)  a  defence  of  Boycotting,  on  the 
ground  that  it  existed  in  England,  in- 
stancing the  Ohurch  of  England  as  Boy- 
cotting those  who  did  not  belong  to  it, 
and  that  his  brother  was  excluded  from 
the  magistracy  of  Bradford.  To  hear 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Yisconnt,  it 
might  be  supposed  that,  had  the  Qoyem- 
ment  introduced  remedial  l^cdation 
first,  repressive  legislation  would  have 
received  careful  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  regular  Opposition. 

VisoouKT  KILCOURSIE :  In  regard 
to  remedial  legislation,  what  I  said  was  if 
I  considered  it  adequate. 

Me.  DALETMPLE  :  A  judicious 
qualification  to  apply  to  it ;  and  pro- 
bably the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Prime  Minister  would  have  added 
other  qualifications.  But  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  condemned  the  pro- 
posed legislation  of  the  Government  be- 
fore they  had  an  idea  what  it  was ;  and  it 
was  perfectly  certain  the^  were  quite  pre- 
pared to  condemn  any  le^slative  proposal 
of  the  Conservative  CK>vamment.  There 
had  been  contemptaotis  references  to  the 
opinions  of  the  Judges;  bnt  hon.  Mem- 
bers mi^ht  remember  with  how  much 
impressiveness  the  right  huo.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  whom  nobody  expected  to 
find  consistent,  had,  not  two  years  ago, 
in  July,  1885,  denounced  those  on  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  for 
not  accepting  the  opinions  of  Judges ; 
and  it  was  his  duty,  at  all  events,  he 
said,  not  to  allow  the  Judges  and  juries 
of  Ireland  to  be  thrown  over  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Queen.  It  was  not, 
Kowever,  the  Government  that  had 
thrown  over  the  Judges  now ;  but  it  was 
what  was  called  the  regular  Opposition. 
He  sometimes  wondered  what  these 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  said 
liad  the  Government  not  brought  for- 
ward some  such  measure  as  was  now 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  would  have  com- 

})B8sed  sea  and  land  to  make  one  prose- 
yte  against  them.  Who  knew  what 
stores  of  vituperation  had  been  lost  to 
the  country,  because  the  Government 

Mr.  Da-rgn^U 


had  taken  the  present  step  ?  There  wu 
no  knowing  what  would  have  liappoied 
in  the  circumstauceshadnottiLeL^derof 
the  Party  opposite  and  other  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  become  what  they  were  now- 
Home  Bulers,  and  allies  of  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Cork.    The  House  was  familiir 
with  the  prejudices  caused  by  the  word 
"coercion  ;"buthe  held  that  the  word,  as 
misrepresented  on  the  other  side  of  ths 
House,  was  grossly  misused  for  the  par* 
pose  of  pr^udice,  exaggeration,  and 
mere  irritation.   The  wc«a  *' coercion*' 
was  freely  need ;  bnt  this  was  not  a 
of  ooenn<m,  bnt  of  protection.  Sicn 
would  be  no  coercion  to  men  vrbo  ob^ed 
the  law,  any  more  than  Uie  new  Sole  <^ 
the  House  would  affect  any  ACembsr 
who  desired  to  place  his  knowledge,  in- 
formation, or  even  humour  at  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House.    The  Sule  would 
only  affect  those  who  transgressed  the 
rule  and  principle  of  debate.  Last  sum- 
mer, standing  upon  an  eminence  over- 
lookiog  the  town  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  he  had  eomeof  the  prominent 
buildings  pointed  out.    "What  is  that 
red  bri^  building  far  below?  "  he  asked. 
"  Oh."  said  his  informant,  "  that  is  the 
Coercion  House."    That  was   a  nse 
of  the  word  that  conveyed  the  trotit; 
but  there  was  no  Coercion  Honae  or 
Coercion  Bill  for  law-abiding  snlneetB. 
There  was,  however,  coercion  of  the 
strongest  kind  for  those  who  brohe  the 
law,  and  infringed  with  violence  tiieir 
neighbour's  rights.    There  had  bera  a 
diminution  of  crime  in  Ireland,  it  was 
contended,  and  anyone  who  cared — and 
all  must  care — for  the  welfare  of  Ireland 
would  rejoice  if  that  were  true;  bnt 
when  it  was  stated  that,  for  crime,  there 
had  been  substituted  agitation  of  a  Gon- 
stitutional  sort,  that  he  absolutely  denied. 
Admitting  the  diminution  of  crime,  yet 
the  condition  of  the  country  was  such 
that  uo -Constitutional  influences  were  at 
work  preventing  the  ezerdse  of  public 
and  private  liberty.    Again,  Unionists 
were  constantly  told  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  people  were  against 
them.  Whensomndi  stress  was  laid  upon 
the  Kational  representation  in  the  House 
he  sometimes  doubted  whether  there  was 
liberty  enough  to  allow  of  a  real  repre- 
sentation of  Irish  opinion.  The  fact  was 
sometimes  overlooked  that  the  minority 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  was  a  large  one.  The  Betum 
of  the  Elections  for  1885  showed  tiiat, 
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out  of  575,000  electors,  in  round 
numbers  only  295,000  supported  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  the  remainder 
voting  against  him,  or  abstaining  from 
▼oting,  so  that  only  a  little  more 
than  half  &e  eleotora  were  actually 
supporters  of  the  hon.  Member.  They 
haA  had  many  recantations  recently, 
such  as  they  had  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  B. 
T.  Beid)  the  other  day,  and  last  night 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bradrard 
recanted  the  support  he  had  given  to 
represuTe  legislation;  and  it  was  in 
rraerence  to  the  latter  that  he  recalled  a 
statement  of  a  misohieTOus  character. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  1882 
repressive  legislation  was  hurried  on, 
and  the  Party  supported  it  because  of 
the  sad  calamity  of  that  year  in  Phcenix 
Park;  but  let  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try recollect  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury,  Lancashire  (Sir  Henry  James) 
liad  said,  and  his  words  made  a  great 
impression,  that  he  saw  the  draft  of  the 
measure  that  was  proposed  simul- 
taneously with  the  occurrence  of  the  sad 
event  referred  to,  showing  that  its  pre- 
paration was  ^nite  ajuirt  from  the  mnr- 
ders,  nor  was  it  hurried  thereby.  The 
tmth  wae,  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bradfiwd  was  one  of  those  Members  of 
the  House  never  in  the  wrong.  He 
supported  strongly  a  particular  policy 
when  proposed  by  his  own  Leader,  which 
he  condemned  when  it  was  proposed  by 
his  political  opponents ;  because  mean- 
while his  Leader  had  adopted  a  policy  of 
Home  Bule,  or  some  later  nostrum  for 
the  pacification  of  Ireland.  Those  who 
opposed  the  measure  now  incurred  a 
great  responsibility.  It  was  a  matter 
of  supreme  importance.  It  was  no  mere 
Party  demand,  though  he  held  strongly 
that  that  Fart^  would  gain  most  in  the 
long  run  iriio  most  completely  efi'aced 
itsw  for  the  oommon  wdfare  at  a 
momoat  of  common  peril  to  all. 

Ma.  BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  it  was  not  a  fro^nent  thing 
for  him  to  intrude  himself  on  the  notice 
of  the  House;  but  he  felt  that  the  im- 
portant nature  of  the  proposal  made  to 
Parliament  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  fnlly  justiBed  the  humblest  among 
Members  in  tahing  part  in  the  debate, 
to  state  to  the  House,  and  through  the 
House  to  their  constituents,  some  reasons 
why  he,  and  those  witii  whom  he  acted. 


should  oppose  with  all  their  force  the 
measure  lae  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  desired  to  in- 
troduce. From  speakers  supporting  the 
Government,  he  often  heard  charges 
made  against  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  opposite  side  of  inconsis- 
tency. They  were  taunted  with  recanta- 
tion, and  chan^^  their  opinion  and 
their  policy;  but  if  some  of  the  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  were  led  against  their  inclination 
to  support  a  policy  of  coercion  in  1881 
and  1882,  he  held  it  to  be  no  di^ace 
to  ainr  of  them  to  declare  that  they 
would  return  to  the  natural  policy  of 
their  Party  in  opposing  coercion,  after 
experience  had  shown  them  its  utter  and 
constant  failure.  By  what  means,  through 
what  influences,  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  1881  and  1882  obtained, 
and  what  induced  hon.  Members  sitting 
below  the  Gangway  to  support  the  Mi- 
nistry of  the  day  ?  One  reason  was  that 
they  had  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 
integrity,  the  intention,  and  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Ministiy  of  that  day  to 
apply  remedial  as  well  as  coMwive  mea- 
sures to  Ireland.  That  faith  in  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gk>vemment  was  not  mis- 
placed. ItwaafiiUyandamplvjuBtifiedby 
the  right  hon.  (}entieman  the  Membiv 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qkdstone) 
—the  policy  he  proposed  to  apply  to 
Ireland  during  the  Session  of  last  year. 
And  why  were  they  so  suspicious  of  the 

golicy  of  the  present  Government;  why 
ad  they  so  little  confidence  in  the  pro- 
posed remedial  measures  which  it  was 
understood  were  to  follow  theintroduction 
of  the  Coercion  Bill  ?  It  was  perfectly 
fresh  in  the  memories  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  in  the  House  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment that  the  Conservative  Party,  when 
occupying  the  Opposition  Benches,  were 
goading  the  Ministry  of  the  time  with 
all  their  influence,  olamouringconstantiy 
for  coercion ;  but  when  the  Government 
proposed  their  measures  of  relief,  then 
it  was  seen  that  the  steam  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  had  spent  itself  in  coer- 
cion. Delay  and  debate  on  evei^  clause 
and  line  of  the  remedial  legislation  then 
introduced  was  the  order  of  the  day  with 
Members  of  the  Opposition.  What 
reason  had  they  to  believe  that  the 
Government  would  reoant  from  their 
ancient  policy  of  coercion  without  relief  ? 
They  had  no  evidence  whatever  of  it. 
They  had  a  description  given  of  the  Bill 
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by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland;  and  he  (Hr. 
Broadhurst)  ahoold  say  it  was  a  BiU 
which  for  its  severity  had  never  been 
equalled.  ["No,  no!"]  He  bad  yet 
to  learn  that  any  Ministry  hod  ever  be- 
fore proposed  to  suspend  the  liberties 
of  a  nauon  in  a  permanent  form.  Even 
the  worst  of  all  previous  Coercion  Acts 
had  been  limited  in  time ;  but  the  Oo- 
vernment  proposed  that  for  their  present 
Bill  there  should  be  no  limit  whatever. 
What  oonfidenoe  could  they  have  that 
tho  Government,  having  obtained  the 
power  to  coerce  a  nation,  would  show 
equal  industry  and  equal  anxiety  to  pro- 
duce and  bring  forth  their  measures  of 
relief  ?  They  were  told  that  a  measure 
of  relief  to  the  Irish  tenants  for  some  of 
the  oppreasion  which  now  weighed  upon 
them  was  to  be  introduced  some  time 
this  week  in  "  another  place."  The  very 
fact  of  a  measure  of  relief  being  intro- 
duced in  "  another  place"  was  sufficient 
to  at  once  condemn  that  measure.  What 
measure  of  relief  could  they  expect  to 
emanate  from  the  place  across  the  way  ? 
["Oh,  oh!"]  They  knew  that  the 
treatment  of  measures  of  relief  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  whenever  such  measures 
had  left  the  portals  of  that  House,  was 
that  ^1  shape,  oU  form  and  power  for 
good,  had  usually  been  removed  from 
them ;  and,  thereforef  they  had  no  con- 
fidence whatever  in  that  House  as  a 
place  to  pass  measures  of  relief  for  the 
people.  What  did  the  Government 
mean  by  asking  the  House  of  Commons 
to  give  them  every  facility  for  passing  a 
strong  measure  of  repression,  before 
they  mtrodnced  into  that  House  some 
eviaence  of  their  eamestneaa  to  redress 
the  wrongs  of  the  Irish  tenants.  He  took 
down,  at  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  speaking,  some  ox  the 
words  in  which  he  described  what 
his  Bill  was  to  be  when  it  saw  the 
daylight.  If  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  were 
correct  in  his  notes,  he  understood 
the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  quoting 
from  the  terms  of  the  measure  itself,  and 
not  to  be  generally  describing  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant— or,  at  least,  ao  he  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  understood  him — was  to 
have  the  power  of  deciding  what  were 
dangerous  associations,  and  then  to 
ap^  to  Parliament  to  issue  regulations 
ana  oontrcA  with  regard  to  them.  What 
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were  dangerous  asBoeiations?  Th«  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  have  to  define  wliat  a 
dangerous  association  was.  There  wete 
very  few  Lord  Lieutenants  that  he  (ICr. 
Broadhurst)  knew  anjrthing  about  into 
whose  hands  he  should  like  to  trust  the 
definition  of  what  was  a  dangerous  asao- 
oiation.  Why,  there  was  not  a  Badicel 
political  association  in  the  country  bat 
what  was  looked  upon  as  a  dangannis 
association  by  the  OonserratiTe  Party. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  DangeroM 
associations  will  be  defined  in  the  Bill 
by  the  purposes  for  which  they  eziat. 

Mr.  BBOADHXTBST  said,  they  voaU 
not  be  able  to  tell  how  far  the  power  cf 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  weakened,  or 
controlled,  or  lessened,  until  the  meMnt 
of  the  Government  saw  the  d^ighL 
At  present,  he  could  only  ^eeoae  the 
BiU  by  the  scanty  information  «hi^  \t 
had  pleased  the  (Aief  Seoretaty  for  Ire- 
land to  submit  to  the  House  of  Oomnwa. 
Now,  he  would  remind  the  Hooia  tbs 
there  was  a  dangerous  association  in  this 
country  in  1832,  when  the  Pmsnlshiis 
labourers  met  in  council  to  declare  that 
6«.  per  week  wages  paid  to  them  by  tht 
landowners  of  that  part  of  the  oouatiy 
were  insufficient  to  maintain  themselves, 
their  wives,  and  families ;  and  that  was 
considered  to  be  a  dangerous  asenria 
tion.  And  what  followed  the  iiiiieliag. 
of  the  dangerous  association  ?  Iks  vie- 
tims  were  sent  by  the  GovenuBaat  of 
the  day  into  penal  servitade  for  a  great 
number  of  years.  He  (Mr.  Broadhonl' 
had  that  day  the  great  pleanre  aeHi 
satisfootion  at  knowing  that  he  had  baa 
for  SO  years  a  member  of  what,  ita  man 
thut  20  years  out  of  that  time,  waa  de- 
scribed as  a  dangerous  aseodation,  anl 
one  which  was  controlled  by  the  Uw  of 
the  land.  That  dangerous  aasocsatios 
had  since  become  a  part  of  the  Oonatita- 
tioD  of  the  country,  and  to-day  its  atmk- 
bers  were  protected  by  the  law;  bat 
how  had  they  won  that  protectioa  ?  It 
was  by  persisting  in  the  poU^  of  eany- 
ing  on  agitations  which  were,  undv  tW 
old  law,  described  as  illegal  and  dan- 
gerous to  the  well-being  of  the  ocaama- 
nity.  And  how  did  they  know  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Inland  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentlanaa  tbs 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  woaU 
in  Ireland,  give  the  same  Ubsnl  iato^ 
pretation  as  to  what  were  daagvov 
assoctatiouB  —  aye,  ersn  a  maok  wMsr 
interpretation— to  that  whioK  wm  fNva 
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in  the  case  of  trades  unioos  in  England  ? 
And  then  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Seoretarj  for  Ireland  also  told  the 
House  that  one  of  the  chief  features  of 
bis  proposed  Bill  was  to  deal  with  and 
destroy  intimidation  in  Ireland.  What 
was  intimidation  ?  Who  wbs  to  describe 
and  define  what  constituted  intimida- 
tion ?  So  far  as  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
knew,  there  had  never  been  any  very 
clear  definition  of  what  constituted  in- 
timidation. He  knew  that,  during  the 
period  before  the  trades  unions  of  this 
country  became  lawful  associations,  for 
one  man  to  sneeze  at  another  was  liable 
to  be  oonstmed  into  an  act  of  intimida- 
tion ;  and  for  looking  at  one  another, 
for  speaking  to  another  man  and  woman, 
the  wives  of  workmen  in  this  oountry 
were  imprisoned  under  the  detestable 
law.  Was  it  possible  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  oould  expect  that  friends  of  his, 
who  were  at  the  heads  of  their  respective 
trades  unions,  could  agree  for  one  mo- 
ment to  any  such  proposals  as  were 
contained  in  their  Bill,  which  sought  to 
re-eatabliith  in  Ireland  all  the  worse 
features  of  the  old  laws  of  this  country, 
and  which  were  passed  to  restrain 
workmen  from  exercising  their  just 
rights  and  their  full  liberties  as  citizens  ? 
what  his  experience  of  prosecutions  for 
intimidation  amounted  to  was  this — 
that,  in  the  case  of  disputes  between 
capital  and  labour,  they  very  frequently 
enabled  what  were  oaJled  the  wastreU 
of  society  to  concoct  coses  against  honest 
workmen,  and,  by  persecution  and 
prosecution,  to  send  honesty  to  gaol, 
while  laziness  and  worthlessness  were  at 
large.  That  was  the  net  result  of  bis 
experience  of  the  law  as  to  intimidation 
during  its  reign  in  this  country.  What 
were  the  consequences  of  freeing  the 
people,  of  making  combinations  and 
associations  of  all  kinds  perfectly  free 
and  open  ?  The  result  had  been  this — 
that  whereas,  previously  to  that  measure 
of  freedom,  prosecutions  were  constant, 
since  freedom  had  become  the  law 
prosecutions  were  exceedingly  infre- 
quent, and  they  scarcely  ever  heard  of 
any  of  the  so-oUled  o£fences  bemg  com- 
mitted. The  most  serious  part  of  the 
Bill  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  his  mind,  however,  after  the  proposal 
that  all  these  combinations  or  associa- 
tions between  the  people  should  be  ille- 
gfiit  was  tha  proposal  to  transfer  trials 
«ltfa»^0tiiD4  into  a  cooatiy  and  among 


a  people  who  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
sentiment,  who  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
people,  and  who,  therefore,  to  the  best 
of  the  belief  of  the  Government,  might 
be  safely  relied  upon  to  find  verdicts  of 
guilty.  When  that  part  of  his  Bill  was 
unfolded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  Opposition  side  suggested  that 
the  cases  should  be  sent  to  Alder- 
shot  for  trial.  But  he  thought  the 
Government  would  be  doing  much 
better,  and  comine  much  nearer  the 
old  and  ancient  laws  of  the  dark 
ages,  if  they  ordered  the  trial  to  take 
place  at  the  Old  Bailey,  a  name  associ- 
ated with  prosecutions,  and  prosecutions 
of  the  worst  and  most  infamous  descrip- 
tion. Therefore,  the  Old  Bailey  was  the 
most  natural  place  to  try  Irish  prisoners 
if  they  were  to  be  brought  to  London  at 
all.  But  he  would  like  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  imagined  that  Lon- 
don jurymen  were  going  to  constitute 
themselves  the  executioners  of  the  vic- 
tims of  rack-renting  landlords  in  Ire- 
lands  ?  He  believed  the  Government 
would  find  out  their  mistake  if  they  at- 
tempted to  pass  that  part  of  their  mea- 
sure into  law.  They  would  then  find 
that  they  had  been  grievously  mistaken, 
and  that  jurymen  of  London  would  re- 
pudiate being  called  on  to  do  the  dirty 
work  of  Dublin  Oaatle,  and  to  carry  out 
oppression  as  instituted  in  Ireland. 
The  fact  was  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  heartily  sick  of  the  gory 
work  of  Irish  oppression.  He  was  there 
to  confess  that  he  did  rote  for  measures 
of  coercion  under  circumstances  which 
he  had  previously  described.  But  he 
had  already  stated  the  reason  which  led 
him  so  reluctantly  to  follow  a  great 
Minister  in  that  policy,  and  had  fully 
justified  the  course  he  and  others  took 
upon  that  occasion  ;  and  he,  for  one,  at 
any  rate,  had  the  less  cause  to  regret  the 
policy  to  which  he  was  then  a  party, 
since  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  inaugu- 
rated a  policy  of  freedom  and  equality 
for  the  Irish  nation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Had- 
dington (Mr.  Haldane),  speaking  the 
other  night  of  the  severity  of  the  measure 
introduced  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
Government  could  pass  the  Bill  as 
it  stood.  H,e  J^Vx.  Broadhurst]  did 
not  tbiak  «o,  ^  members  were  fall- 
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by  the  right  hon.  Ge- 
Secretary  for  Irelar 
Broadharst)  should 
which  for  its  severii 
equalled.    ["No,  in- 
to learn  that  any  Miu 
fore  proposed  to  bus. 
of  a  naaon  in  a  permi 
the  worst  of  all  previ 
had  been  limited  in  t 
Ternment  proposed  th. 
Bill  there  should  be  ; 
What  confidence  ecu 
the  GoTernment,  ha^ 
power  to  coerce  a  d 
equal  industry  and  eq 
duce  and  bring  forth 
relief?   They  were  t. 
of  relief  to  the  Irish  i 
the  oppression  which 
them  was  to  be  inti 
this  week  in  "  anoth- 
fact  of  a  measure  oi 
duced  in  "  another  }i 
to  at  once  condemn  t 
measnre  of  relief  co 
emanate  from  the  pi; 
["Oh,  ohl"]  Th. 
treatment  of  measui 
House  of  Lords,  whc 
had  1^  the  portals 
that  all  shape,  all  f 
good,  had  usually 
them;  and,  therefor 
fideoce  whatever  v. 
place  to  pass  measu 
people.     "What  di 
mean  by  asking  the 
to  give  them  every  : 
strong  measure  of 
they  introduced  inl 
evidence  of  their  ea 
the  wrongs  of  tlie  Ir 
down,   at  the  tin 
Gentleman  the  C 
Ireland  was  speal 
words  in  which 
his  Bill  was  to  L 
daylight  Ifhe(> 
correct  in  his  nt 
the  right,  hon.  Gen 
from  the  terms  of  t! 
not  to  be  generalb 
right  hon.  Gentlei 
Lord  lieutenant—! 
Broodhurst)  under 
have  the  power  oi 
dangerous  associa 
app^  to  Farliamet 
Bad  control  with  n 
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him  being  that  he  would  hear  a  case  of 
I  Boycottiog,  which  would  give  him  some 
insight  into  Irish  character.  Ho  accord- 
j  ingly  attended  the  Court,  and  he  heard 
a  person  named  Punch  charged  by  a 
certain  Captain  St.  Leger  Barry — who 
was  a  ma^Btrate— with  having  refused 
to  serve  him  in  his  shop  the  week  before. 
Hr.  Ponoh  was  a  grocer,  and,  as  was 
often  the  case  in  Ireland,  combined  that 
trade  with  the  business  of  liquor  selling. 
Hr.  Punch  abaolately  denied  the  state- 
ment, and  summoned  Captain  Barry  for 
perjury.  No  attempt  was  made  at  de- 
fence, but  it  was  unnecessary  to  say 
that  Captain  Barry  was  not  committed 
to  the  Assizes  for  perjury.  The  offence 
had  been  committed  in  Captain  Barry's 
own  Court  when  application  for  renewal 
of  his  licence  was  made  by  Mr.  Punch. 
That  was  a  sample  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  law  was  administered  in 
Ireland,  not  only  by  the  present  Ghj- 
vemment,  but  by  all  Governments. 
They  all  used  the  engine  of  the  law 
to  promote  their  own  political  ends. 
There  waa  in  Ireland— as  Sir  Bedvers 
Bailer  had  stated— one  lav  for  the  rich 
and  another  for  the  poor.  In  fact,  the 
laws  there  were  principally  for  the  rich. 
No  doubt  there  were  cases  of  Boycotting 
in  Ireland,  but  offences  of  that  nature 
were  not  unknown  in  England,  as  those 
who  were  familiar  with  the  operations 
of  the  Primrose  League  were  aware. 
[OtM  of*'  Oh,  oh  !  "J  Tea ;  that  was  a 
melancholy  fact,  and  he  knew  no  reason 
why  hon.  Qentlemen  should  not  hear  it 
stated,  however  unpleasant  it  might  be 
to  them.  He  complained  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  in 
giving  his  cases  of  Boycotting,  bad  o^n 
referred  to  the  offenders  being  "  drunkeu 
fellows,"  and  pointed  out  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.W.BuBsell) 
would  experience  great  diflBoulty  in 
converting  the  Captain  Barry  to  whom 
he  had  allttded  to  teetotal  principles. 
With  rej^ud  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  transfer  the  venue  of  Irish 
trials  from  Ireland  to  England,  he 
agreed  that  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the 
Irish  people  if  it  were  carried  out,  and 
held  that  it  was  one  which  they  should 
resent  in  the  highest  degree.  It  would 
be  going  back  to  the  legislation  of  the 
middle  asrea,  antl  he  thought  the  Oorern- 
on  a  most  unFnrtunGte  step 
■  f-.urih  )i  proj'ostil  in  their 
^  wfnild  have  to  retract 
fact,  he  wa»  eon- 


tion  of  this  measure ;  but  the  Liberal 
Unionists  were  also  largely  responsible 
for  it.  No  such  measure  could  have 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment without  the  consent  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  XTniouists,  who  might  be 
described  as  the  Tory  Members  of  the 
Oonaervative  Party  on  the  Opposition 
ride  of  the  House.  Upon  Aem  rested  a 
serious  responsibilitv,  for  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  oaU  them  to  account. 
Borne  of  the  followers  of  the  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  have  a  very  vague  and 
foggy  notion  of  why  they  would  sup- 
port the  Bill.  H,  as  one  of  them  al- 
leged, the  Irish  tenantry  oould  not  earn 
a  livelihood  even  were  they  relieved 
from  all  rent,  was  it  not  unnecessary, 
cowardly,  and  dastardly  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  measure  of  coercion  ? 
As  they  all  knew,  the  severe  fall  in 
prices  had  caused  rents  to  fall  into 
arrear ;  evictions  had  followed,  and  out- 
rages ensued  upon  evictions.  Before 
the  French  Bevolution,  in  exactly  the 
same  way  agrarian  outrages  took  place, 
and  in  every  countrywhere  the  peasantry 
were  alienated  from  the  possession  of 
the  land  it  was  always  fbnnd  that  until 
they  righted  themselves  such  dei^orable 
occurrences  would  reproduce  themselves. 
In  a  passage  which  had  been  frei^uently 
quoted.  Sir  James  Caird  had  said  that 
if  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce  in 
February,  1886,  were  continued  the 
economical  rent  would  disappear  from 
tiie  holdings  of  538,000  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. There  had,  however,  since  been 
a  very  considerable  fall  in  those  prices, 
and  therefore  the  tenants  were  much 
worse  off.  The  falls  in  prices  were  as 
follow : — Barley,  which  in  1886  cost 
ld«.  \^d.  per  barrel  of  2241b.,  was  this 
year  ISf.  ;  beef,  S2«.  Qd.  per  cwt.  in 
1886,  was  now  46f.  3i.;  pork,  4U.  ^d. 
in  1886,  38«.  In  1887  bay  had  fallen 
from  St.  2<f.  per  cwt  tu  2«.  9d.f  -straw 
from  2«.  9d.  to  2«.  ld.\  while  butter, 
which  had  been  90«.  in  1886,  bad 
through  accidental  circumstances  risen 
this  year  to  103#.  With  regard  to  the 
"  anecdotal  "  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  and  his  in- 
stances of  Boycotting  in  Ireland,  he 
(Mr.  Schwann)  would  like  also  to  be 
allowed  to  g^ve  the  reauJC  of  his.  first  ai- 
periecce  of  this  ofTenca.  Being  at  one 
time  in  Fermoy,  he  was  asked  by  bi* 
Loyalist  friends  to  attend  a  aiUbR  of 
Ooort  there,  the  in^OMmsn'  " 
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TiQced  that  when  the  Bill  came  out  of 
Committee— if  it  over  did  come  out— it 
would  bear  a  very  feeble  resemblance  to 
the  scheme  which  OTiginaHy  went  into 
Committee.  The  Government  were 
taking  a  false  step  in  bringing  in  a  mea- 
sure for  coercion  at  the  present  moment. 
They  were  attempting  to  interfere  with 
the  legal  rights  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
ibis  action  would  unquestionably  be  re- 
sented by  the  country  at  large.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  appealed  to  "  liberty."  Well* 
they  were  oeoomiDg  accuBtomed  to  that 
aainted  name  being  used  in  the  Houae 
in  sapport  of  measures  wMoh  one  voold 
have  Uiought  it  would  hare  been  im< 
possible  to  vindicates  The  closure, 
forsooth,  had  been  promoted  by  the  Oo- 
Temmentin  order  to  foster  "liberty  of 
debate,"  and  now  coercion  was  proposed 
as  a  means  of  advancing  the  liberty  of 
action  of  our  Irish  fellow- subjects.  But 
he  believed  there  were  happier  times  in 
store  for  Ireland,  and  th^t  no  very  great 
period  would  elapse  before  a  true  union 
would  be  cemented  between  the  two 
peoples.  He  believed  that  the  remedial 
measures  of  the  Government  would  be 
small,  and  would  be  found  altogether  un- 
satisfactory. However,  ere  long  Ireland 
would  receive  real  liberty,  and  some 
Irish  patriot— the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  or  the 
mighty  Davitt— would  be  able  to  raise  a 
statue  to  Idberty  in  Ireland,  and  in  un- 
Teiling  it  would  be  able  to  say,  with 
President  Cleveland — 

"  TbiB  !•  m  statue  of  Libertj,  no  longar  grasp- 
ing in  her  hand  tbe  tbuaderboltB  of  terror  and 
dnth.  bat  holding  aioh  tbe  Ught  of  liberty  which 
illumlnea  the  way  of  man's  enfranohiwinent." 

Thb  FIE8T  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  Geoeoe  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Sir,  I  think 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke  from 
the  opposite  Benches  must  have  felt 
some  inconvenience  in  their  endeavours 
to  discuss  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  which  is 
not  before  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
aaid  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  subject  to  pains  and  penal- 
ties all  those  who,  like  himself,  had  been 
connected  with  trades  unions.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  admits  that  he  voted  for 
the  Coercion  Bill  of  1882,  and  I  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  at  that  time 
as  much  regard  for  trades  unions  as  at 
this,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  and  hta  friends  and  allconseotod 

Mr,  Schwann 


with  those  associations  will  be  just  as 
free  to  carry  on  their  operations  as 
under  the  Act  of  1882.    There  seems  to 
be  a  great  difference  of  opinion,  whether 
or  not  the  Government  have  made  out 
their  case  for  the  introduction,  of  this 
Bill.  IwisI],inthefewobservationsIsbaU 
make  to  lay  before  the  House  the  facts 
concerning  which  there  is  no  dispute  oa 
either  side,  and  I  shall  be  perfeeUy 
ready  then  to  leave  the  House,  and,  if 
necessary,  the  public  outside,  to  dnw 
thor  own  eoiiclu8i<ms  from  those  &otL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ICember 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstooe) 
asserted  that  we  had  not  substantiated 
the  sh^ow  of  a  case.   Bat  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  and  above  the  Qungmj 
opposite  forget  is  what  last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  moving  tbe 
second   reading  of   his  Home  finis 
Bill,   distinctly  gave    as   the  foun- 
dation of  his  measura.    What  was 
the  argument  that  pervaded  and  per- 
meated that  Bill  and  the  speeches  which 
he  made  in  introducing  it  ?   The  right 
Gentleman  said  over  and  over  again  that 
the  first  and  primary  duty  of  uij  Go- 
vernment that  came  into  Office  was  to 
restore  social  order  in  Ireland,  and  he 
admitted  that  everyone  was  agreed  on 
that  point.  I  wiU  take  just  one  passage 
from  many  that  he  used  to  diow  how 
oleai^  he  laid  that  proportion  before 
the  House.   He  sai^— 

"  The  Bill  ia  propoMd  in  order  to  swet  the 
fint  neoettit7  ofoiviliiedMMnet;.  Sooial  wim'u 
not  broken  up  in  Ireland,  it  ii  naderniuad,  it  ii 
Mppcd,  and  bjr  general  and  niUTeraal  eonfeoioB 

it  imperativelf  reqaires  to  be  dealt  with.** 

He  then  described  his  remedy,  which 
he  preferred  to  ours  because  it  dealt 
not  only  with  enrmptoms,  but  with 
causes,  and  he  concluded  thus — 

'*  We  all  agree  opon  this,  that  Moial  order  ta 
Irelitnd  imporatirelj  reiiaires  to  be  dealt  vtth  ; 
but  when  we  come  to  tbe  method,  then,  vnA»rta> 
nntelf,  oar  differenoea  OODIB  into  vinr."— -(8  Ant* 
tarrf,  [305]  598.) 

What  were  the  prop<»alB  by  which  th0 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  restore 
social  order  in  Ireland?  He  proposed 
to  restore  social  order  by  handing  ova 
the  whole  of  the  administration  of  ju«- 
tioe  and  of  law  to  those  who  he  admitted 
had  brought  the  law  into  disrepute; 
and  ia  making  those  proposals  he  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  NeToaatle- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)— who 
knew  what  they  were  about~made  pro* 
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vision  for  the  consequences  of  that 
peculiar  method  of  restoring  law  and 
order,  hecauso  in  the  Bill  there  was 
a  special  clause  by  which  all  those 
civilians  and  Judges  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice 
were  to  have  special  facilities  and  pre- 
oautions  taken  for  getting  out  of  the 
country ;  and  the  right  bon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  himself  admitted  that 
speoial  j^recautiras  would  have  to  be 
token  with  reference  to  the  police  re- 
cords, beoaiue  if  the  names  of  those 
who  had  assisted  the  police  in  detecting 
crime  wwe  known,  uieir  lives,  under 
the  new  system  that  was  to  have  been  «et 
up,  would  not  have  been  safe  there.  The 
right  hon.  Qeotleman  gave  us  distinctly 
to  understand  that  he  would  not  com- 
mit or  entrust  the  police  records  to 
the  new  authorities.    All  of  us  took  a 
certain  part  in  popular  meetings  during 
the  last  Elections,  and  I  contend  that 
of  all  the  proposals  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made, 
there  was  none  that  was  found  to  be  so 
repugnant  to  the  just  instincts  of  the 
working  classes  of  this  country  as  the 
proposu  to  hand  over  the  whole  ad- 
miuBtraUim  of  law  and  justice  in  Ire- 
land to  the  enemies  of  both.  [  ChMrt  and 
Hom«  Mvk  diumt.']    That  proposal, 
therefore,  is  dead  and  buried.  \_Cri$» 
o<"No,  no!"l   I  say  it  is  practi< 
cally  dead.    The  bon.  Hembor  for 
South  Donegal  (Mr.  Mac  Neill),  who 
opened  the  debate  to-day,  said  that  the 
Government  w««,  without  pretext,  pro- 
posing an  Algerian  Code  for  the  Irish 
people.   When  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office  we  were  perfectly  aware 
of  the  difficulty  of  the  Irish  problem ; 
and,  acting  on  the  advice  of  bis  Col- 
leagues, my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  undertook  an  arduous  and 
thankless  task,  because  it  was  adnutted 
by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  there  was  not  one  man  in 
the  House  who  had  greater  knowledge 
of  Irish  aSain,  or  who  was  more  likely 
to  be  able  to  carry  on  the  government 
of  that  country  to  a  successful  issue 
without  recourse  to  anything  b^ond 
the  ordinary  powers  of  the  law.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  spoke  twice  upon  the 
subject  this  Session,  and  informed  this 
House  and  the  country  that  he  believed 
it  would  have  been  possible  to  dispense 
with  this  measure  if  it  had  not  beoi  for 


the  action  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite.  A  Member  of  that 
Party  well  capable  of  representing  it 
went  over  to  Chicago — I  mean  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Hedmond) — who,  whenever  he  speaks 
in  this  House,  speaks  with  ability  on 
behalf  of  his  Party.  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  other  night  did  not  dis^te  the 
quotation  from  his  speech  at  Chicago, 
in  which  he  laid  it  down  as  a  funda- 
mental proposition  that  not  only  was 
the  government  of  Ireland  by  England 
impossible,  bat  that  it  was  the  doty  of 
Irishmen  to  make  it  impossible.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford,  fol- 
lowing up  that  proposition,  addressed 
an  audience  in  December  last  in  a 
speech  that  was  reported  in  The  £nnit- 
eorthy  Guardian  of  December  11,  and 
conveyed  it  to  his  audience  as  tidings  of 
great  joy.    He  said — 

"  We  have  overy  roason  to  congratulflte  our- 
selves to-dsy  on  what  is  nothing  short  of  a 
most  impfnwt  victory  for  oar  people  and  our 

oaose." 

What  was  that  victory?  Why,  that 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  had 
80  conducted  themselves  as  to  render  it 
necessfuy  for  the  Gorernment  to  intro- 
duce a  C^wrcion  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
said — 

"  When  Hr.  Gladatone  was  defeated  in  Eoglnnil 
last  jear,  and  when  the  Tories  eame  into  power, 
tbey  bMsted  thst  Ibej  could  gOTcrn  Ireland  bjr 

meant  of  the  ordinary  law  Homo  Rulo 

WAS  defeated  at  the  last  Election  in  Great  Britain, 
and  I  say  adviaedlj  that  if  in  the  face  of  that 
defeat  tlie  Toriea  bad  been  nble  to  rule  Ireland 
with  the  ordinary  law  the  reault  would  bare  been 
in  England  and  Scotland  to  throw  hack  our  cause 
perhaps  for  a  generation,  and  to  give  the  lie  direct 
to  the  prophecy  of  Mr.  Cladatone.  ....  Wo 
bare  been  able  to  force  the  OoTemment  to  girs  up 
ibo  ordinary  law  and  bll  back  once  more  on 

coercion  I  believe  that  the  dny  tbey  pro- 

pote  a  Coercion  Act,  tliat  moment  ahalt  be  tho'r 
death-knell,  and  will  herald  Mr.  Gladstone's  op- 
portunity to  poweronco  more." 

[CAmt*.]  Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  dieer  that  sentiment 
are  annoyed  with  the  Liberal  Unionists 
because  they  are  at  one  with  us.  Is  not 
that  speech  an  explanation  of  wb^  they 
act  with  us  ?  That  agitation  in  Ireland 
was  not  carried  on  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poor  tenants,  but  that  tlM  (jtovernment 
which  might  discharge  the  primary  4l^)r 
of  maintaining  social  orJ*  '  '•^^ 
might  be  torn 
right  bon. 
might  be  abTf 
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his  Government  which  was  emphatically 
repudiated  by  the  country  six  months 

Mb.'  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.) :  I  am  sure  the  noble  Ijord  would 
not  wish  to  misr^resent  me.  I  would 
ask  him — Did  I  juat  express  in  that 
speech  my  appreciation  of  ue  condoot  of 
the  people  in  preserving  social  order, 
and  did  I  not  say  that  the  triumph  ot 
our  policy  lay  in  the  fact  of  the  utter 
absence  of  lawlessness  and  crime  ? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  did 
not  say  that  the  hon.  Member  incited  to 
crime  and  outrage. 

Me.  J.  E.  REDMOND :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  noble  Lord  again.  What 
I  understood  him  to  say  was  that  I  had 
congratulated  the  people  on  an  important 
victory,  that  victory  being  that  we  had 
conducted  ourselves  so  as  to  render  a 
Coercion  BUI  necessary. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Yesj 
and  the  agitation  was  managed  so 
cleverly  as  that  there  should  not  appear 
to  be  an  increase  of  outrages.  [ZauffhUr.'] 
Those  who  laugh  will  understand  why 
the  Government  do  not  rest  their  measure 
entirely  on  the  amount  of  crime  included 
in  the  statistics.  The  right  hon.  Gtentie- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  the 
other  day  said  that  no  case  was  ever 
presented  to  the  House  on  such  un- 
satisfactory and  meagre  statistics  of 
crime  ;  and  he  proceeded  to  draw  an 
elaborate  analysis  between  the  amount 
of  crime  perpetrated  last  year  in  con- 
nection with  agrarian  offences  and 
the  amount  committed  this  year.  He 
complained,  and  perhaps  with  some 
justice,  that  the  figures  had  been  sub- 
stantiated to  the  House  by  which 
he  could  draw  a  oomparisou  off- 
hand between  the  two  years — that  he 
hal  been  compelled  to  do  so  himself, 
and  the  result  of  his  calculation  was 
that  there  was  an  increase  of  agrarian 
crime,  independent  of  threatening  letters, 
of  only  six  offences  in  the  past  year  over 
the  preceding  year.  Now,  I  have  looked 
into  the  matter,  and  I  am  afraid  that  in 
his  calculation  he  has  fallen  into  a  serious 
blunder.  He  has  over-estimated  the 
number  of  threatening  letters  in  1886, 
and  under-estimated  those  in  1885 ;  and 
the  result  is  this — that  the  number  of 
offences,  other  than  threatening  letters, 
in  1885  was  489,  and  in  1886  it  was  607. 
It  will  be  generally  found  that  of  the 
offiences  connected  with  agrarian  out- 

Z$rd  Oeorge  Ramilton 


rages  about  50  per  cent  can  be  take: 
to  represent  threatening^  letters.  Tb 
agrarian  offences  in  the  past  year  wen 
1,025.   Since  1869  there  are  only  foe 
years  in  which  agrarian  outrages  han 
been  greater  in  number  than  they  wen 
in  1886— namely,  the  years  1870,  I8BQ, 
1881,  and  1882.   In  every  siii^e  ofneof 
those  years  the  right  hon.  Qentlemn 
tlie  Member  for  Mid  Ix>thian  was  ii 
Office ;  in  every  one  of  those  years  be 
either  demanded  from  Parliament,  o 
had  in  operation,  a  stringent  Coerdoii 
Bill.   But  he  sayi  you  must  rely  m 
criminal  statistics,  and  that  this  How 
has  never  assented  to  a  Coenaon  Btfl 
unless  it  has  full  and  satiefactoiy  ststit- 
tics  before  it.   Now,  the  one  year  it 
which  the  amount  of  agrarian  crime  v» 
smallest  in  the  whole  annals  of  Ireland 
was  1867.    There  were  then  87  agrariu 
offences,  of  which  32  were  threateomg 
letters ;  and,  therefore,  if  there  was  > 
year  in  which  it  would  have  heea  im- 
possible to  obtain  the  assent  of  Fariii- 
ment  to  a  Ooeroioii  Bill  it  was  that  year. 
In  that  year  the  ri(^t  hon.  Member  ibr 
Uid  Louiian  oame  down  and  demuded 
the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpos 
Act,  the  greatest  interference  that  eta 
be  made  with  the  Coostitational  liberty 
of  the  subject ;  and  he  carried  the  Bill 
through  all  its   stages  in   a  wuls 
Sitting. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid)  : 
Was  not  that  in  connection  with  th« 
Fenian  rising  ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Yes;  , 
it  was  in  connection  with  Fenianisni; 
but  does  the  hon.  Member  tell  me  that 
Fenianism  is  dead  now  ?   No  one  will 
dispute  that  the  Land  League  and  th* 
National  League  are  the  same;  their 
OTganization  is  the  same ;  their  leaden 
are  ^raotioaUy  the  same,  except  Uiat  a 
certain  number  were  who  were  aaBO> 
dated  with  the  Land  League  were  onn- 
pelled  to  leave  the  country  when  the 
Grimes  Act  was  in  operation.   The  ri^t 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  WiUiam 
Haroourt)  has  changed  his  opinions; 
but  he  has  left  a  valuable  record  of  the  i 
statements  of  fact  he  made  as  Horn'* 
Secretary,  and  of  the  reasons  he  gave  | 
why  the  Government,  of  which  he  was  a  j 
Member,  were  bound  to  consider  and  to  j 
take  action  on  them.    On  the  9th  of  I 
March,  1881,  in  Oommitteeon  the  Pmos 
IVeservation  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  said-^ 
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"  I  do  not  aooept  the  f  iew  of  hoD.  Genllemen 
opporita,  beoaoM  thay  H17  that  there  U  no 
Feninnlam  now.  My  caw  ii  that  the  prcaent 
moTement  it  nothine  «lw  than  FcnianUm.  We 
bare  ovidenee  abanmnt  and  complete  that  it  is 
nothing  but  FeniaQism  under  another  name.  Its 
objects  are  preeiaelf  those  of  the  Fenian  con- 
apitaojr.  The  reaaon  why  we  sdopt  aummarf 
jurisdiction  without  reference  to  juriea  in  Ireland 
is  that  we  consider,  in  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, sommary  jartidiction  should  be  exercised, 
as  it  WM  under  the  Aot  of  13T0,  without  the 
•ItaimtiTO  of  trial  hy  jury,  m  vndw  the  Aet  of 
1875."— (8  BoHtard,  [259]  67S-7.} 

On  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the 
nth  of  Uarcb,  1881,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  Am  I  right  or  wrong  in  aajring  that  this  Land 
League  organiiAtion  is  reall/  Fenian  and  Fenian 
in  its  eharaoter  V  I  saj  exaotlj  wl»t  I  beliere 
aboot  the  aiatter.  It  is  perfeetljr  true,  as  the 
hon.  Member  atated,  that  the  Fenian  organisation 
endeavoured  in  former  times  toattaoli  the  Eng- 
lish Goremment  bjr  open  foroe ;  hut,  having 
found  that  that  eonrse  eould  not  be  saeceesful,  it 
is  my  firm  conviotion  tbatezaetljr  the  same  object 
has  been,  and  ia  being,  prosecuted  bj  other  and 
more  indirect  methods.  The  boo.  Uember  for 
Tlpperar7  (Mr.  Dillon)  said  that  the  Land  I«ague 
had  three  objects  in  view— first,  to  paralyze  the 
GoTeroment  ;  seoondlj,  to  obetruot  Parliament ; 
and,  thirdly,  to  supersede  the  action  of  the  law. 
But  if  they  had  accomplished  these  oljjecta,  they 
would  hare  done  all  that  the  Fenian  nrgsnitatioo 
contemplated — they  would  have  orertbrovn  the 
Constitution  as  much  as  if  tboy  had  attaclted  it 
auceessfolly  by  open  force." 

And  in  the  same  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"I speak  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Tipperary. 
1  hare  no  right  to  aay  tliat  he  has  any  connection 
with  the  Fenian  organisadon.  I  do  not  know  it, 
and  I  eanoot  prove  it ;  bat  his  language  in  Irehuid 
was  precisely  that  which  was  used  by  the  Fenian 
organisation.  We  have  been  told  that  the  Land 
LMgne  is  a  vigorous  movement  for  Constitutional 
purposes.  If  that  were  so,  I  should  strongly  con- 
demo  any  man  or  any  Government  that  would 
interfere  with  iL  But  is  that  so  f  When  we  see 
men  seeking  the  support  of  arms  to  assist  their 
purposes,  and  find  members  of  the  Land  League 
In  eommnnioatlon  with  Communism  in  Paris, 
and  Feoiaoiam  En  Amerioa,  then,  1  say,  the  maxim 
Applies— *  JVowiftir  €x  font*.*  Can  anyone  be 
blind  to  these  facts  t  I  did  not  intend  to  detain 
the  Ilouse  so  long ;  but  when  the  hon.  Member 
Btks  us  why  it  waa  that  the  Liberal  Pnrty  came  to 
tfao  oonelasion  that  tliese  measures  were  neces- 
sary, and  oeeewry,  too,  to  press  theiQ  forward 
through  the  Uoosa  of  Commons  by  means  which 
I  regret  as  much  as  any  man  oan  do,  I  say  it  was 
because  they  were  convinced  that  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  was  not  for  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  and  I  may  add  because  the  Liberal  Party 
never  has  had,  and  never  will  have,  aoythtng  in 
eommon  with  Oommanism  or  with.#ilMHta(D."— 
(3  Eantard,  [359]  8i3-d-i.) 

Not  only  are  these  the  avDTed  objects  of 
the  NationiU  League,  but  the  veiy  arg:«> 
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meat  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  been  that  the 
League  is  likely  to  obtain  its  object,  and 
therefore  we  had  better  give  vay  at 
once.  I  do  not  say  thatFenianism  occu- 
pies now  the  same  positioa  that  it  did 
formerly,  but  it  is  a  faotor  which  has  to 
be  taken  into  consideration .  It  is 
asserted  that  the  object  of  this  measure 
is  not  to  restore  social  order  so  much  as 
to  enable  landlords  to  exact  impossible 
rents.  That  statement  is  accepted,  if  I 
may  judge  by  the  silence  with  which  it 
is  received.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  at 
length  into  the  Land  Question.  I  have 
always  said  that  the  agitation  in  Ireland 
was  agrarian  and  not  political,  and  if 
you  can  eliminate  the  agrarian  element 
from  it  agitation  will  succumb.  This 
is  the  only  agitation  which  has  lasted, 
and  it  is  because  it  is  associated  with  the 
Land  Question.  When  remedial  pro* 
posals  are  made  it  is  essential  that  we 
should  understand  what  are  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland. 
They  do  not  arise  from  defects  of  the 
law,  as  tar  as  occupying  tenants  are  con- 
cerned, because  the  law  is  more  favour- 
able to  them  than  it  is  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  But  Uiey  arise 
from  the  physical  and  economical  condi- 
tions which  surround  the  agriculture  of 
Ireland.  There  are  two  sides  to  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland,  and  we  in 
this  House  only  get  one  of  them.  In 
the  billy  districts  there  is  much  moor  and 
barren  land  under  cultivation ;  and  in 
the  valleys  and  other  parts  there  is  as 
rich  grazing  and  pasture  land  as  is  to  be 
found  in  any  country  in  the  world.  It 
is  on  the  barren  soil  of  the  mountainous 
districts  that  you  have  a  prolific  and  con- 
gested population.  The  object  of  the 
Land  League  in  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
has  been  to  utilize  the  indigence  of  the 
tenants  in  the  poor  districts,  to  force  the 
tenants  in  the  richer  districts  not  to  pay 
the  rents  they  otherwise  could  pay,  and, 
having  thus  amalgamated  the  interests 
of  those  who  live  on  the  rich  lands  with 
the  interests  of  those  who  live  on  the 
poor  and  barren  lands,  to  utilize  the  Land 
Question  as  a  lever  to  raise  a  political 
agitation,  and  in  obtaining  nstional  in- 
dependence. Therefore,  when  any  pro- 
posal is  made  to  deal  satisfactorily  with 
the  Land  Question,  hon.  GBntI<>i!neD. 
below  Ifiii  QanaMynatu  rally  objact, 
Leeaiijf  il^BP^^^^-^it  ^  fulcrum 

"•«rthrow  the 
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in  Ireland.  I  believe  that  the  syBtem  d 
large  estates  in  England  has  worked 
well  for  agriculture,  although,  poseibly, 
it  has  not  produced  very  good  rMotti 
to  the  owners.  But  a  sjstem  of  largi 
estates,  to  my  mind,  can  only  work  wdl 
wben  the  holdings  are  of  such  a  st» 
that  the  landlords  can  make  the  permt- 
nent  imprOTementa.  In  Ireland  man; 
holdings  are  so  small  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  landlords  to  do  UuL 
This  is  one  of  the  great  diffioulties  d 
the  problem.  That  which  is  of  adru- 
tage  to  the  unpile  holdings  is  not  m- 
frequently  detrimental  to  tiie  whole 
estate.  Then  there  is  unnecessary  fm- 
tion  between  landlords  and  tenants,  and 
this  is  not  for  the  public  good.  Then- 
fore,  I  have  always  held  uiat  it  vasfcr 
us,  as  the  only  practical  conclaaion,  to 
devise  some  system  by  which  the  present 
system  of  land  tenure  should  be  put  is 
end  to.  This  result  may  be  desired  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  ha 
Friends,  hut  it  is  obstructed  by  the  ri^ 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  I  aa 
sorry  to  introdu4»  anything  of  a  pwsootl 
character  into  thia  debate,  but  a  practioe 
has  arisen  amongst  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers which  I  think  is  contrary  to  the 
practice  of  the  House — and  almost  an 
abuse  of  its  forms—of  making  attacks 
on  individuals  without  giriDK  notice. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  S&yo  (Us. 
Dillon)  the  other  night  attacked  differeat 
landowners,  and  among  them  myself  and 
my  family.    He  said — 


Union.  We  are  asked  why  we  do  not 
deal  with  the  Land  Question  first.  In 
answer  I  will  quote  a  eentence  from  page 
7  of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
uou — 

**Tbe  people  are  more  afraid  of  Bofootting, 
whieh  depends  for  iU  auoeess  on  the  probability 
of  outrage,  than  they  are  of  the  judgment!  of  tbe 
Conrta  of  Iaw.  This  unwriCtea  law  in  some  dit- 
trleta  i«  aapreme.*' 

Will  anyone  dispute  that  ?  Turning  to 
page  8  I  find  it  asserted — 

"  The  decision  of  that  Court  (tbe  I^nd  Court) 
id  absolutely  binding  on  the  landlord,  but  publlo 
opinion  In  many  pnrta  of  tbe  oounlry  does  not 
recogniie  any  binding  effect  of  such  a  deoision  on 
the  tenant,  who,  if  dissatisSod,  may  join  a  combi- 
nation for  tbe  purpose  of  obtaining  a  attll  furtbar 
retluotion." 

So  long  as  that  is  the  state  of  affairs,  it 
is  useless  to  set  about  amending  the  law 
in  Ireland  until  the  Government  has 
secured  that  the  law,  whatever  it  is, 
shall  have  more  attention  paid  to  it  than 
at  present.  That  is  the  reason  why  we 
were  compelled  to  introduce  this  mea- 
sure firat.  It  is  asserted  that  there  are 
landlords  in  Ireland  who  will  endeavour 
to  make  use  of  the  powers  which  the 
Bill  confers  for  the  purpose  of  evicting 
their  tenants.  There  may  be  bad  land- 
lords who  may  attempt  to  utilize  a 
stringent  law.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, propose  to  introduce  immediately 
into  the  House  of  Lords  a  Bill  which  will 
render  it  almost  impossible  that  any  in- 
creased facilities  for  landlords  acting 
harshly  towards  tenants  can  be  claimed 
under  this  Bill.  We  further  propose, 
later  on,  to  introduce  a  larger  measure 
for  the  purpose,  if  possible,  of  settling 
the  Land  Question.  It  is  sometimes  as- 
sumed that  landlords  and  all  connected 
with  them  uphold  the  existing  system 
in  Ireland.  I,  myself,  have  never  been 
enamoured  of  tbe  existing  system.  It 
may  be  described  in  a  sentence.  You 
have  35  tenants  to  one  landlord.  In  dis- 
cussing the  system  the  tendency  is  to 
cultivate  popularity  rather  than  a  sense 
of  justice.  A  demand  is  made  in  certain 

Iuarters  to  reduce  tho  rents  fixed  by  the 
■and  Courts  because  prices  have  fallen. 
Tes ;  but  will  you  propose  to  raise  re- 
duced rents  if  prices  should  rise  f  [An 
hon.  Mbmbeb:  No,  no!]  The  hon. 
Member  who  says  "  No  "  is  not  guided 
by  a  sense  of  justice;  and  so  long  as  you 
have  35  tenants  to  one  landlord  there  is, 
to  my  mind,  a  very  serioiu  obstacle  to 
the  smooth  working  of  the  land  system 

Zord  George  Bamttton 


"It  was  beliered  tliat  the  namiltoDf  vm 
anxiooa  to  have  a  Coeroira  Aot  beoBW  witboat 
sach  an  Act  they  could  not  levy  their  renla. 
They  were  regarded  their  own  teDants  and  by 
the  cuter  Jiirmert  as  raek-rentert.** 

The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  ^teak  of 
what  he  regarded  as  the  unhappy  re- 
lations between  the  Duke  of  Abercora 
and  his  tenants,  and  to  wish  for  some 
means  by  which  this  unfortunate  state 
of  affairs  could  be  put  an  end  to.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  was  dis- 
tressed, not  for  the  first  time,  at  the 
relations  between  the  Duke  of  Aberooro 
and  his  tenants,  and  he  objected  not 
because  the  relations  were  bad,  but 
because  they  were  so  good.  [An  hon. 
Meubeb  :  Prove  it.]  I  am  going  to 
prove  it.  Before  the  Bedistribution  Act 
of  1885  was  passed  North  Tyrone  coa* 
Btituted  a  separate  constituent^,  wd  the 
tenants  of  the  Duke  of  Aberoom  formed 
a  large  proportion  of  the  voten  in  tiutt 
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oonstitaenoy.  On  behalf  of  these  rack- 
rented  and  down-trodden  tenantsfirst  ap- 
peared tfaepreeeat  bon.and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  (Mr.T.M.Healy). 
Another  distinguished  Member  of  that 
FarW  took  his  place — the  bon.  Member 
for  East  Ua;o  (Mr.  Dillon) — who  then 
made  exactly  the  eame  stfttetoent  as  he 
had  made  in  the  House  of  Oommoas, 
and  all  these  tenants,  so  far  as  they 
knew,  voted  against  him.  These  Gen- 
tlemen spoke  in  ignorance  of  the  con- 
dition of  these  tenants.  They  were  all 
well-to-do,  independent  men.  At  the 
Election  in  1886  fresh  tactics  were  re- 
sorted to.  It  was  no  use  starting  a  full- 
blown Nationalist,  and  so  a  hybrid  article 
was  produced  in  the  shape  of  a  gentie- 
man  whose  one  claim  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  tenants  was  that  he 
had  been  a  8ab-Oommissioner,  and  in 
the  course  of  his  duty  had  somewhat 
favoured  the  tenants. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Hr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  1  wish  to 
Imow  whetiter  an  attack  on  Judges  in 
this  House  is  in  Order  ?  Whethn  Ihe 
XLoble  Lord  is  in  Order  in  saying  a 
Judge  of  the  Land  Oonrt  was  in  fsvour 
of  the  tenants  ? 

Mb.  SFEAEEB:  I  do  not  gather  that 
the  noble  Lord  makes  any  reflection  on 
8  Judge  of  the  Superior  Oourt  The 
Sub-Oommissioner  is  not  a  Judge  of  a 
Superior  Oourt. 

iU.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
whetiier  it  was  allowable  to  attack  a 
Judge  of  an  inferior  Oourt  in  this  way  ? 

LoBD  OEOBGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
not  making  any  attack ;  I  am  merely 
stating  what  is  a  fact — that  Mr.  Wylie 
was  recommended  as  an  Assistant  Oom- 
misnoner  vho  had  been  a  friend  to  the 
tenants.  But  the  radc-rrated,  down- 
trodden tenantry  anpported  the  broUier 
of  their  landl<»d.  But  why  was  this 
charge  made  ?  It  is  mmply  ridiculous 
to  say  that  my  brothw  or  my  family 
vant  a  Coercion  Bill  to  assist  them  in 
obtaining  their  rents.  There  is  no  pro- 
perty in  the  North  of  Lreland  in  which 
tenant-right  is  higher  in  value.  This 
charge  was  made  in  order  to  hold  up  to 
public  obloquy  those  whose  public  duty 
It  is  to  support  this  Bill  by  saggestiog 
that  they  are  actuated  by  personal 
motives.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  told  us  in  plain  language  what  he 
intended  to  do,  and  in  so  doing  he 
furnished  the  strongest  personal  ai^- 

YOL.  OCOXU.    [third  seeies.] 


ment  that  could  be  advanced  in  support 
of  this  Bill.  He  informed  us  that  he 
inteoded  to  promote  the  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign,  and  that,  if  he  was  pat  in  prison, 
upon  the  Chief  Secretary  would  rest  the 
responmbility  for  any  outrages  that 
ensued.  Can  any  GOTemment  tolerate 
such  aeUon,  by  which  the  laws  are  defied, 
and  when  Judges  attempt  to  enforce 
tbeir  jurisdiction  their  messengers  are 
maltreated  7  The  hon.  Member  asked 
how  he  could  be  expected  to  take  any 
interest  in  Imperiu  affairs  when  his 
country  was  going  to  ruin.  The  part  in 
which  it  is  going  to  ruin  is  that  in  which 
his  authority  is  supreme.  Stronguncon- 
scious  testimony  has  been  given  by  an 
hon .  Gen  tleman  opposite  below  the 
Gangway  as  to  the  situation  resulting 
from  the  repudiation  of  contracts.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Donegal  said 
that  tens  of  thousands  of  writs  of  mer- 
ohanta  and  shopkeepers  were  rotting  for 
want  of  service.  [Orw  of  "Why?"] 
Bo  yon  auppose  that  r^udiatton  neon- 
tracts  can  be  confined  to  contracts  made 
with  landlords?  The  reason  given  for 
the  statement  was  that  so  many  police 
were  engaged  in  Ihe  asEostance  m  the 
landlords.  That  is  exactly  my  point. 
When  you  teach  the  people  to  repudiate 
their  obligations  to  the  landlords  you 
will  find  they  will  repudiate  their  obliga- 
tions to  other  peoiue.  Hon.  Members 
of  the  House  have  little  idea  of  the  kind 
of  terror  under  which  hundreds  of  people 
in  Ireland  had  now  come.  They  have 
no  notion  of  the  sort  of  tyranny  exercised 
by  some  of  these  Land  League  Courts. 
The  Central  Land  League  has  set  cer- 
tain forces  in  operation  throughout  the 
oountiy,  and  now  in  many  cases  it  finds 
it  cannot  control  those  forces.  In  the 
answer  to  Question  No.  18,592,  there  is 
a  reference  to  a  case  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  West  Donegal 
(Mr.  O'Hea)  appeared  asoounselforone 
of  the  parties  to  the  suit.  The  case  is 
stated  in  these  terms  in  the  answer — 

"  K  hrm«r  lata  forge  to  three  men,  smltbe,  oa 
theia  terms— they  were  to  maka  a  money  paj- 
ment  and  to  doe  hie  hones.  This  oeeorred  at 
OTeoB,  a  place  vtthio  a  few  miles  of  the  City  of 
Cork.  The  man  wai  Boycotted  and  the  smiths 
refosed  to  work  Tor  him,  and  do  smith  wonld 
work  for  him,  althongh  be  was  a  ntember  of  the 
Land  Leagse  himself.  Ue  was  tlwa  obliged  to 
send  bis  horses  into  Cork  to  be  shod.  Then  he 
brought  a  process  against  the  smiths  for  breach 
of  contract,  and  the  damage  done  to  him  by 
being  obliged  to  send  bis  hones  into  Cork.  In 
the  case  be  told  us  bow  he  eame  to  be  Boyeotted. 

3  Q  IThirdmgkt.l 
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He  said  there  wa«  a  propertj  in  tho  Court  of 
Chancer;  nnd  a  receiver  was  appointed,  and  tbe 
rccoivor  put  up  the  graiing  of  some  of  tba  land 
to  lot,  and  there  were  fonr  propoMli  sent  in  for 
the  grating  by  four  members  of  tbe  Orens  Land 
League.  One  was  put  in  hj  the  eousin  of  this 
man,  and  thereupon  his  brother  Leagncra  got  him 
Boyootted,  and  they  refosed  to  allow  any  one  to 
speak  to  htm,  and  the  plaintitf  in  tbe  case  before 
me  was  Boycotted  because  he  spoke  to  his  eonatn 
who  was  Boyootted," 

In  this  case  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Don^^  appeued  to  protest  in  the 
strongeBt  manner  agaiast  the  tyranny  of 
the  local  League.  This  shows  that  a 
local  institution  has  been  set  up  which 
cannot  be  restrained.  Hon.  Members 
can  hare  no  case  against  the  Gh)Tem- 
ment  when  the  Government  asks  for 
power  in  certain  localities  to  put  down 
local  associations  which  make  so  abomin- 
able a  misuse  of  their  power.  In  another 
case  a  tenant  ptud  his  rent  bat  asked  for 
a  writ  of  eriotiou,  offering  to  defray  all 
the  legal  expenses,  "Because,"  he  said, 
"if  it  is  known  that  my  rent  is  paid 
my  life  will  be  in  the  greatest  danger." 
To  show  how  iniqnitoiia  this  system  of 
intimidation  ia,  I  ma^  mention  another 
case,  reported  in  UmUi  Irtlwtd,  where 
a  branch  of  the  Land  Leagae  in  the 
Oounty  of  Tipx>erary  passed  a  resoluta<m 
to  the  effect  that  they  would  retain  their 
present  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  office  if 
they  pledged  themselves  that  in  future 
when  the  interests  of  the  League  were 
involved  they  would  be  guided  by  the 
decision  of  a  majority  of  the  branch. 
The  rtffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  endeavoured  the  other 
night  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
National  League  and  the  Land  League, 
and  he  asserted  that  the  difference  be- 
tween tiie  two  was  that  the  Land  League 
had  advocated  the  payment  of  no  ren^ 
whereas  the  National  Leagae  merely 
advocated  a  redaction  of  rent ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Qentiemau  laid  ^nat  em- 
phasis upon  this  distinction  as  justifying 
him  in  giving  a  supporfe  to  the  Natitmu 
League,  contrary  to  the  aetion  which  lie 
took  in  regard  to  the  suppression  of  the 
Land  League.  But  I  wul  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  hon. 
Members  for  Oork  and  East  Uayo  were 
not  put  in  prison  for  issuing  the  "  No- 
Bent  "  manifesto.  That  manifesto  was 
issued  afterwards ;  but  that  which  in  the 
opinion  of  the  late  Prime  Minister  justi- 
fied him  in  pntting  those  hon.  Membm 
in  prison  was,  that  they  stood  between 

Xorrf  Otw^e  Ham  Htm 


the  people  of  Ireland  and  the  beDe6(ial 
legislation  wbich  he  had  passed,  aad 
that  they  did  so  by  advocating  the  doe- 
trinea  of  public  plnndw.  The  object  of 
the  Plan  of  Oampugn  is  to  sabstitate 
for  rents  which  the  tenants  have  e»> 
venanted  to  pay,  or  whidi  the  Ijaad 
Courts  have  eetUed  tiiat  thtty  ahoaU 
pay,  such  rente  as  they  may  agree  iqpoe 
themselves.  What  is  the  operetiaii  of 
this  grievous  and  bad  nstem?  We 
cannot  have  a  better  illnstntiaa  of 
it  than  what  occurred  in  the  ease 
of  Lord  Lansdowne's  tenants.  Locd 
Lansdowne  has  two  propertiea.  oee 
in  Kerry  and  the  other  in  QaoM's 
Oounty.  The  conditions  of  thoes  two 
properties  are  the  reverse  of  one 
other.  On  one  estate  the  tenaata  ar* 
very  poor  and  the  holdings  small,  whaiB 
on  the  other  the  holdings  are  large  aad 
the  tenants  may  be  4eecribed  as  cooetiy 
gentlemen.  On  the  first-named  aaCito 
great  rednotionB  of  rent  wen  mads, 
whereupon  the  tenants  on  the  oAsr 
estate  reused  to  pay  the  rente  nwlats 
the  same  reduction  was  made  In  tluir 
case.  Lmrd  Lansdowne  veiy  Mopeily 
refused  to  grant  this  demand,  and  aaaeg 
the  tenants  who  allowed  thsmelvea  ta 
be  evicted  was  one  genUsmaa  who  ee— il 
racehorses,  and  who  had  been  a  ma^e- 
trato.  All  that  the  Govenunant  can- 
tends  for  is  that  the  oonditiona  which 
surround  the  contract  between  landhai 
and  tenant  shall  be  even.  I  think  I 
have  shown  that  thwe  is  a  syatem  of 
intimidation  and  terrorism  exiatiBg  za 
certain  parts  of  Ireland  which  thrseruMi 
to  engulf  social  order  thronghoot  bs- 
land  unless  it  be  stopped.  As  to  the 
administration  of  justice,  I  heard  the 
hon.  Member  for  £ast  Mayo  aak  ham 
he  oonld  expect  a  fur  trial  if  tbe  jatj 
was  composed  at  hia  pnliriril  nppnnils 
But  how  oonld  he  expect  a  nir  tcU  if 
the  jnry  waa  compooed  of  hia  pwHsa—i 
adherents?  We  are  taking  maHnes 
by  which  we  hof^  to  be  aUe^  to  a  ear* 
tun  extent,  to  maintain  the  joxjajatoa. 
and,  at  all  events,  to  insore  that  de- 
cisions shall  be  given  in  accordaaoe  with 
the  evidence  tendered  in  the  Ooente  ef 
Law.  We  are  told  that  the  pi  iiiiiaed 
le^slation  will  fail.  We  are  told  that 
we  are  unwise  to  bring  in  thia  meMam. 
and  we  are  also  told  that,  sinoe  the  Unian. 
67  Coercion  Acts  have  been  pasasd.  Bas 
the  reason  why  so  many  Coarom  Asts 
have  been  allowed  to  li^pse  bstaesa  ihe 
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-  ^,aT8  1800  and  1887  is  that,  in  most  in* 
',1;  :^j,.uioe«,  they  were  passed  for  a  tern- 
>  2^.,'iraTy  purpose,  and  that,  having  done 

;^:,'eiT  work,  they  were  allowed  to  lapse. 
.  -  ^    itherto  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
:  ~  ^poaittOD,  when  an  appeal  is  made  to 
'      lem  to  enable  the  GoTernment  to  carry 
^  'it  law  and  coder,  to  respond  to  that 
_*^peal.  The  rifht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^  tember  for  Mid  Lothian  based  his  »• 
^^ual  to  respond  to  the  present  appeal 
^ '  pon  one  precedent  alone,  and  1  will 
•  ^  £ak  hen.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
.-  —  4  look  carefully  at  that  precedent.  It 
-^.s  that  of  the  action  of  Lord  John 
:  ^:.laBsell  in  1846,  who  refused  to  grant 
^  2  :he  powers  which  the  Goremment  of  the 
r^iiay  asked  for,  and  who  came  into  Office 
i£  .  tin  consequence.   Within  a  few  monthfi 

-  ■  J^rd  John  Bussell  and  his  Colleagues 
:  -  ^-jBisked  for  and  passed  exactly  the  same 
:  ^^measure  which  they  refused  to  pass  the 

year  before, 
r  ^     Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  what 
_  ■  the  Tories  did  last  year. 
:  „      Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order! 

LoBP  GEOBGE  HAMILTON:  In 
"  -  the  seoond  ^ear  the^  passed  another 
'JT  similar  Act;  la  the  third  year  they  sns- 
[-^  pended  the  Habeas  Oorpiu  Act;  and, 
'  lastly,  they  put  on  their  trial  and  con- 
* ' '  victed  a  coosiderable  number  of  the  Irish 
^  ~    Members  through  whose  co-operation 

-  ~    they  obtained  Office.    We  are  told  that 

ve  wont  this  Bill  in  order  to  abolish  all 

-  '  personal  and  Coustitational  liberty  in 
-  '    Ireland.   Sir,  we  ask  for  these  powers 

because  we  believe  we  had  a  mandate 

-  at  the  last  Election.  We  were  put  into 
Office  in  order  that  we  might  maintain 
the  union  between  the  two  countries. 
The  present  attack  upon  the  Union  is 
Bubtlo  and  insidious.  It  is  hoped  that 
social  order  and  the  authority  of  the 
law  may  be  en^Ifed  in  the  agitation 
which  is  now  gomg  on,  so  that  the  right 
hon.  Qntleman  uie  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  may  nltinutely  be  able  to  ap- 
peal to  the  oountiT  and  to  say  that  Ire- 
land is  80  demoralized  that  there  is  no 
hope  or  help  except  by  repealing  the 
Union.  One  hon.  Gentlemau  to-day  said 
that  our  only  object  in  bringing  in  this 
Bill  was  to  retain  Office ;  he  said  that 
was  the  sole  motive  which  led  us  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  them  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment in  Ireland.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  looked  into  the  composition  of 
this  House,  he  would  hare  discovered 
that,  if  any  single  thing  oonld  give  the 


Tory  Party  an  absolute  majority  in  this 
House,  it  would  be  the  adoption  of  the 
measure  of  last  year.  If  we  were  ac- 
tuated by  those  personal  motives  which 
are  attributed  to  us,  we  ought  to  take 
action  exactly  the  reverse  of  that  which 
we  are  takiag.  Our  object  is  not  to 
take  away  G>nstitutionu  libwty  from 
the  Irishpeople,  but  to  restore  it  to 
them.  We  nave  associated  vith  this 
measure  others  which  are  remedial  in 
their  operation,  and  we  hope,  with  these 
materials,  to  renovate  and  restore  social 
order  in  Ireland  and  from  that  foun- 
dation work  out  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
laod  and  the  unity  of  the  Empire. 

Me.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
clifife)  said,  the  claim  of  the  Tories  and 
of  the  Unionists,  when  they  went  to  the 
country  at  the  last  General  Election,  was 
that  tb^  intended  to  deal  with  all  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom  with  fairness, 
impartiality,  and  equality;  but  now  the 
Government  had  disregaided  all  those 
promises  and  pledges,  and  come  to  the 
House  with  a  measure  deliberately  pre- 
pared for  the  purpose  of  depriving  one 
portion  of  the  Umted  Kingdom  of  those 
liberties  which  the  other  portions  enjoy, 
and  which  the  Gtoremment  dare  not  take 
from  them,  ^d,  farther  than  this,  they 
proposed  not  only  to  deprive  the  present 
inhabitants  of  Ireland,  but  their  sons 
and  grandsons  for  generations  yet  to 
come  into  the  world,  of  those  advantages 
and  liberties  which  they  dared  not  pro- 
pose to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of  the 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
That  was  a  strong  order  to  ask  the 
House  to  consent  to,  and  he  thought  a 
proposal  of  that  sort  ought  to  have  beeu 
supported  by  better  arguments  than  the 
miserably  weak  and  contemptible  tu 
qwqiu*  which  had  been  laid  befbre  the 
the  House.  There  were  many  Liberals  in 
House  now-a-days  who  were  too  young 
to  be  tarred  with  the  coercion  brush; 
toA  it  was  no  ailment  to  tell  them  the 
Idheral  Party,  or  some  Liberal  Leadors, 
had  in  other  days— happily  past  and 
gone— and  tmder  other  eironmstances, 
advocated  and  carried  out  measnres  of 
coercion.  That,  Sir,  was  no  argument  at 
all  to  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  for  the  spirit  which 
animated  them  and  the  spirit  which 
animated  Tories  and  Coercioniets  was 
wholly  different.  The  principle  which 
animated  Liberalism  was  the  principle 
of  growth  and  progress,  whilst  the  prin- 
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ciple  of  Toryism  was  a  principle  which 
Btood  still.  He  should  be  glad  to  see 
those  Liberals  who  formerly  adrocated 
coercion  coming  forward  with  candour, 
acknowledging  their  past  errors,  and  say- 
ing—"We  are  not  going  to  go  wrong 
again  as  we  did  in  the  past."  When  they 
were  asked  to  gnmt  this  extreme  mea- 
sure of  coercion  for  Irdand,  it  should 
first  be  proi^ed  that  it  was  necessary ; 
but  when  they  asked  for  means  for  an 
examination  of  the  crimes  upon  wh'oh 
the  Qorernment  founded  the  necessity  of 
their  Bill,  they  were  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  stand  upon  the  number 
of  crimes  committed,  and  that  that  waa 
not  the  point  upon  which  the  demand 
for  coercion  was  to  be  argued  out.  A 
wretched  little  list,  however,  of  what  he 
might  call  sb'ghtly  exaggerated  Prim- 
rose League  cases  was  produced,  mostly 
from  quarters  which  were  open  to 
considerable  and  reasonable  suspicion ; 
and  then  they  were  favoured  with  re- 
marks of  Irish  Judges.  But  for  Eng- 
lishmen to  understand  the  value  of 
the  remarks  quoted  Anm  tiie  charges 
of  Irish  Judges,  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  first  of  all  understand  the 
difference  between  the  data  upon  which 
Euglish  and  Irish  Judges  founded  their 
charges.  Euglish  Judges  chargiug 
English  Qrand  Juries  did  so  upon  the 
authority  of  the  list  of  crimes  before 
them  in  the  calendar,  and  of  the  de< 
X>oaitions  which  they  had  before  them, 
giving  full  particulars  of  all  those 
crimos;  but  the  charges  of  Irish 
Judges  were,  he  understood,  not  based 
upon  a  similar  state  of  facts,  but 
npon  the  hearsay  statements  of  Irish 
officials,  placed  before  them  under  the 
seal  of  secrecy  and  confidence.  It  was 
upon  such  flimsy  pretexts  as  those  that 
the  House  was  asked  to  deprive  the 
Irish  people  of  ibeir  liberties.  When 
it  was  proposed  to  deprive  a  people  of 
their  liberties,  the  country  would  na- 
turally like  to  know  what  was  the 
motive  power  which  was  forcing  on  this 
measure  of  coercion,  and  be  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  motive 
power  was  the  landlords,  who  had 
found  it  difficult  to  collect  their  rents, 
and  who  hoped  to  make  use  of  these 
ooerdve  proposals  to  carry  out  their 
own  purposes,  and  to  extract  higher 
rents  from  their  tenants.  He  opposed 
any  measure  of  coercion,  and  he  con- 
fessed he  had  no  belief  in  the  remedial 

Jfr.  Colfri^t 


legislation  which  they  were  told  was  to 
follow.  Last  Session  they  mete  told  by 
the  Government  that  they  admitted  that 
there  was  a  case  for  inquiry,  that  aa 
inquiry  should,  therefore,  be  made,  aad 
if  the  allegations  made  by  ^6  hoa. 

Ifember  for  Oork  {Ur.  FaraeU)  I  ail 

out  upon  inquiry  to  be  tm^  notiiiag 
should  stay  the  hands  of  the  Qonm- 
ment  in  applying  a  remedy.  Qe  did 
not  speak  without  authority  on  the 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentlentaa  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  after  daoyiag 
the  accuracy  of  the  stetomenta  made  trf 
the  hon.  Uember  for  OoA^  went  oa  te 
say— 

'•  t  qnite  »gne  th»t.  If  the  faoa.  McaWr  far 
Cork  bad  proved  hU  cue,  ParlUnwat  wafte  t* 
ioterfereto  mainuin  th«  twuuiU  is  tWtr  WU- 
inp.  and  that  neither  the  aeaaoa  of  ihtyaar  mm 
oar  own  laboun  ongbt  to  txeuM  oa  fnm  AmVmg 
with  the  lubjcct." 

But  in  the  face  of  that  statement  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Oentlemae  the  late 
Chief  Seoretery  do?  He  deoiad  the 
fall  in  prices,  and  he  oppoeed  tha  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cwrk,  which,  he 
characterized  aa  "an  act  of  gross  injoe* 
tice  and  confiscation  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland."  But  it  having  been  pcoved  hj 
their  Commission  of  Inquiry  that  tW 
statemente  made  by  the  hon.  Member  tat 
Oork  were  true,  and  his  propoaala  jut, 
the  Government  now  toll  the  Honae  that 
they  proposed  to  deal  with  the  aubjeel 
m  a  Bill  about  which  tiie  House  kaow* 
nothing,  and  in  "another  place"  aboat 
which  they  knew  too  much.  Bat  if  the 
Govemmeot  were  in  earnest  in  pra- 
posing  that  remedial  legislation,  what 
would  become  of  the  assertion  that  the 
prop(»als  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ooek 
would  inflict  gross  injustioe  ufom  the 
landlords?  Gould  it  be  believed  thai 
they  were  in  earnest,  and  that  tfaej  ia- 
tended  to  pasa  a  remedial  veasttre  canj- 
ing  into  effect  the  ideas  of  the  h<m.  Mem- 
ber  for  Oork  ?  The  answer  appeared  te 
him  to  be  found  in  the  faet  that  there 
never  had  been  a  single  suggeetioa  aaadt 
for  remedying,  for  improving,  the  ooa- 
dition  under  which  Irish  load  was  haU 
by  the  tenants  that  had  not  beaa  ia- 
variably  either  maimed,  mntilalad.  er 
rejected  totally  by  the  otiter  Hooae  le 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  give  tha 
initiative  in  the  Govemmeat  Upiilaiiaa 
They  threw  out  the  BUI  baaed  apoa 
the  Beport  of  the  Daroa  OoowivM— 
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a  laudlord  Oomniisaioa — in  1833.  A 
similar  Bill  was  introdaced  in  1853  and 
rejeoted,  and  a  well-known  Tory  states- 
man then  said  it  was  notorious  that 
the  House  of  Lords  would  pass  no  such 
measure  of  reform  of  Uie  lAud  Laws, 
and  that  the  Gh>Temment  who  introduced 
saoh  a  measure  and  pretended  that  Uiey 
were  going  to  pass  it,  was  guilty  of  an 
imposture  and  a  sham,  and  he  (Ifr. 
Oaleridge)  had  now  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  to  tell  the  ooontiy  now  that 
the  other  House  was  going  to  pass  the 
remedial  measurM  foresludowed  for 
Ireland  was  an  imposture  and  a  sham. 
There  was,  however,  oue  Liberal,  or  so- 
called  Liberal,  who  bad  found  salvation 
in  that  *'  other  place."  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain),  to  the  surprise 
and  horror  of  his  former  aaaociates,  had 
expressed  his  faith  in  the  other  House 
passiog  a  satisfactory  remedial  measure 
for  Ireland.  Well,  faith  bad  been  &lsely 
and  irreverently  de6ned  as  trying  to  be- 
lieve what  you  know  to  be  untrue ;  and 
he  (Hr.  Coleridge)  thought  that  at  the 
present  time  that  definition  might,  with- 
out icj  ustice,  be  applied  to  the  faith  held 
by  the  right  hon.  Ueatlunan  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.  The  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  believes  that  a  good  and 
thorough  remedial  measure  is  going  to 
pass  that  "  other  place,"  when  he  knows 
very  well  that  it  is  not— when  he  knows 
it  to  be  untrue.  The  right  boa.  Geotle- 
man  must  be  a  different  person  to  the  Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain  who  made  a  speech 
some  time  ago,  in  whioh  ho  said  of  that 
"other  place"— 

' '  They  liaTfl  maogled  or  poatponed,  or  thrown 
oQt  from  the  first  to  last,  from  the  time  of  the 
Union  to  the  present  day,  every  Bill  which  was 
intended  to  secure  to  the  Iri^  tenant  his  fair 
intereet  in  the  land  which  he  tilled,  and  to  give 
him  eome  guarantee  for  the  prodnot  of  his  ia- 
dostiy  and  hii  thrift." 

It  was  BOW  said  that  Ihe  law,  just  or 
iinjuBt,  muft  be  maintained  before  any 
remedial  measore  could  be  carried  out; 
but  that  was  said  originally  in  our  con- 
test with  our  American  Colonists,  and 
with  what  results?  Lord  Mansfield 
thus  explained  his  position  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  while  admitting  that  the  im- 
polioy  of  the  taxes  imposed  in  1767  had 
been  the  cause  of  the  trouble  and  con- 
fosion  which  he  then  deplored — 

"  Proceed  then,  my  Lords,  with  nirit  sad 
Siamm,  When  yoti  shall  hare  efteUisaedTOur 


authority  it  will  then  be  time  to  show  your 

lenity." 

The  Qovemment  of  those  days  entered 
upon  a  contest  in  which  they  were  de- 
feated. He  (Mr.  Coleridge)  never  dis- 
guised from  himself  the  fact  that  it  was 
practically  possible  to  govern  a  country 
by  a  policy  of  "Thorough."  They 
might  make  a  desert  around  them  and 
call  it  peace,  and  might  joodoca  a 
temporary  and  sullen  tranquillity ;  but 
to  carry  oat  tiiat  policy  there  must  be 
no  fUteiinff.  They  might  depend  upon 
it,  that  if  the  effects  were  to  be  produced 
in  Ireland  which  were  produced  by  the 
old  CromwelUans— if  those  effects  were 
to  be  reproduced  in  the  19th  century, 
hon.  Members  opposite  and  the  Govem- 
ment  must  de7ot«  themselves  to  the 
work  with  the  same  merciless  spirit, 
thoroughDess.  brutality,  and  iadiffer- 
enoe  to  bodily  suffering  and  liberty 
which  diatinguished  the  Cromwellian 
statesmen  and  soldiers.  The  effects 
produced  by  Cromwell  could  not  be 
produced  unless  tbey  should  display 
again  the  temper  and  spirit  of 
Cromwell.  Well,  he  asked,  had  the 
Government  fully  considered  the  mat- 
ter? Had  they  restored  to  treat  ^e 
Irish  people  oonsistmtly  and  oontino- 
ously  with  the  same  sternness  as  the 
Cromwellians  did?  What  were  they 
going  to  do,  for  instaace,  with  those 
tenants  who  defended  their  homes  and 
refused  to  leave  their  farms,  or  if,  after 
having  been  turned  out  and  driven  &om 
them,  crept  back  agaia  ?  In  the  Crom- 
wellian days  th^  could  be  sold  into 
slavery  or  huag.  That  was  the  real  policy 
of  **  Thorough,"  and  it  was  carrying  such 
a  policy  to  Its  only  logical  conclusion  ; 
but  were  the  Government  of  to-day  pre- 
pared to  carry  out  their  policy  of 
"Thorough"  to  the  same  conclusion? 
Were  hon.  Members  prepared  to  see 
this  Bill  carried  out  to  the  same  logical 
eonoluaon?  It  should  be  remembered 
that  in  Cromwell's  days  England  had  to 
deal  with  a  country  ruined  by  faction, 
and  far  less  powerful  and  civilized  than 
it  was  now.  To-day  not  only  was  Ire- 
land better  educated  and  more  civilized, 
but  there  was  a  lai^  Irish  Party  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  supporters  in  the  British  Colo- 
nies, in  America,  and  in  England.  More- 
over, the  Government,  besides  dealing 
with  the  Irish  Party,  would  have  to  deal 
with  the  vast  mqorify  of  the  masses  of 
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the  Eo^lish  people.  There  was  a  curious 
old  ho^  which  he  came  across  the  other 
day,  and  the  writer  foand  fault  with  the 
CromweUiana  because  they  were  not 
"Thorough"  enough.  He  said — "  If  they 
hare  a  dram  of  rebeUious  blood  in  them, 
yoa  cannot  believe  that  the  Irish  will  be 
dTiren  like  geese  by  the  mere  wa^ng  of 
a  hat  upon  a  stick."  Therefore  he  was 
eonfident  that  they  bad  now  happily  come 
to  a  time  when  the  policy  of  "Thorough  " 
oouldno  longer,by  any  possibility, be  car- 
ried into  effect.  In  the  Oromwellian  days 
the  Qovemment  went  to  the  extremity 
of  taking  away  the  disoontented  people 
from  Ireland  and  replacing  them  by 
people  of  an  English  race  ;  but  even  that 
extreme  and  detestable  policy  failed,  for 
the  sons  of  the  Englishmen  who  were 
sent  over  to  replace  the  banished  Irish 
people  became  the  strongest  opponents 
of  the  tyrannical  Teutonic  rule.  They 
had  now,  however,  come  to  a  time  when 
men  could  not  be  banished  and  others 
substituted,  althougb,  if  they  could,  past 
experience  did  not  encourage  a  trial  of 
the  experiment ;  and  he  believed  the  Go- 
vemraent  would  find  that  in  proposing 
this  Ooeroion  Bill  they  were  &i^ng 
a  weapon  which  would  break  in  their 
own  hands ;  it  would  prove  to  be  a  mere 
cardboard  weapon,  like  their  Paper 
Union.  Irish  Members  in  that  House 
had  been  sneered  at  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  representing,  not  their  con- 
stituents in  Ireland,  but  people  in  other 
countries;  but  if  he  were  an  Irishman, 
he  should  consider  it  one  of  the  most 
glorious  boasts  of  the  Irish  race  that, 
spread  over  the  world,  in  whatever  coun- 
try they  might  be,  they  changed  the  sky 
and  not  their  home,  and  that  the  pulse 
of  Irish  nationality  beat  as  hi^h  at  the 
extremities  as  at  the  heart  itself.  If 
the  Government  were  to  carry  tiiis 
measure  out  to  its  logical  consequenoes 
there  mast  be  no  parleying  with  their 
Genend  Boilers  or  Oaptain  Flanketts; 
there  must  be  no  County  Oourt  Judges 
exercising  discretionary  powers;  there 
must  be  no  prisoners  carried  to  gaol 
escorted  by  cheering  crowds  and  con- 
soled by  applauding  Archbishops.  The 
Government  must  pursue  the  policy  they 
had  begun  to  the  bitter  end .  They  must 
be  stern,  merciless,  pitiless.  What  a 
helpless,  hopeless  policy !  They  had  al- 
lowed the  landloras  to  mount  the  box, 
and  the  landlords  must  drive  the  coach 
of  the  Government  over  any  roads, 

Mr,  CoUridge 


through  any  mire.  When  all  was  done 
the  Government  would  find  Ireland  in  a 
state  of  ferment  and  exasperation.  That 
was  a  policy  which  he  should  oppoes 
with  all  his  energy,  because  it  was  the 
policy  of  an  impotent,  a  raeoazodaas, 
and  a  class-ridden  Gorenimmit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,** — (Jfr. 
Lahotuh^ref) — put,  and  agrted  to. 

Debate  furiktr   a^ourntd   tiU  A- 

morrow. 

MINING  ROYALTIES  BILL.— [Bxix  S».} 
(Mr.  Conyheare.Mr.  JTmor,  Jfr.  Buwi,  Mr. 
Abraham,  Mr.  Borlate,  Mr,  Sb^) 

SECOND  RSADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  j 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  eeoosd  I 
time.**— (Jfr.  C^Hphgart.) 

Debate  arising ; 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjooraed." 

— {Mr,  Tamlinton.) 

Mb.  OONYBEAHE  CComvall.  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  would  take  a  DivisioB 
against  the  Motion. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
SUKT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ^Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  the  only  ^ect 
of  a  Division  at  tl^t  hour  (nearly  5.45) 
would  be  to  prevent  the  House  from 
going  through  the  Orders  and  to  inter- 
fere irith  the  Bills  of  private  Hembus. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  ICotioa  wtmld 
be  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  and  agrtsd  to. 

Debate  a^'ounud  till  Woiimi^  27Ui 
April. 

HIGH  SHERIFF  DISQaALIFZOATIOK 

(IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Atderinan  John  Of  Connor,  Mr.  ferlwi, 
Mr.  Peter  McDonald^  Mr.  Cox, 

Mr.  John  O'Connor.) 
[bill  85.]    BECOHD  RBADIRQ, 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  eeotmd 
time,"— {Sfr.  John  O'Connor,) 

Debate  arising ; 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
tlie  Debate  be  nonr  adjourned," — (Jfr. 
J)»  Xt>itf,}— pot,  and  ogrud  to* 

Debate  aijminui  till  Wtimtiaif  20th 
April. 

Q UESTION. 


WAYS  AND  MBAKS— THB  FINANOIAL 
STATEMENT. 

In  answw  to  Mr.  Hbhby  H.  Fowisb, 
FIBST  LORD  of  thb  TBEA- 
8TJRT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  sorry  to  say  thai 
it  will  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
▼emmrait  to  proceed  with  the  Financial 
Statement  on  Uxmday ;  theOoranment 


feel  themselves  under  the  necessity  of 
going  on  with  the  Oriminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill. 

MOTION. 


NZWSPAPBB  LIBEL  LAW  AICINDJCBNT  BUL. 

On  Uotion  of  Mr.  Jeonings,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Civil  Actiona  for  News- 
paper  Libel,  and  to  reetraia  vflxatioiu  proceed- 
ings against  the  Froprietora  of  Newspapers, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jennings  and 
Mr.  Addison. 

BiUjVMmlM^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  212.] 

HoQse  a^jonmad  at  five  minates 
before  Six  o'dook. 


[INDEX. 
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ABERCORN,  Duke  of 
Irish  Land  Law,  1500 

Abbahiu,  Mr.  W.,  Olamorgan,  Rhonida 

Ednoation  Department — New  Code,  1887 — 
Questions 
Class  Subjeets— Welsh,  833 
Pupil  Tsaohers  as  Queen's  Seholirs,  883 
"Speoiflc  Subjeets,"  515 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Zinun'ok,  W. 
Ireland — Qneitioni 

Crime  and  Outrage— Saarilegioos  Injury  to 

Athea  Chnroh,  Co.  IJmeriok,  183 
Fisheriea—Bmirdi  or  fishery  Oonservators, 
50i 

Law  and  Jnstiee— Grand  Juries,  Co.  Down, 

leoi 

Aeemnnlatioiui  BOl 

{Mr.  CmntSarit/,  JA*.  Brtftg,  Mr.  Saldane) 
t.  Read  3"  Mat  34, 1418  [Bill  31] 

Addibov,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  AthtoH'Under- 
Zyne 

Admiraltj  —  Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration  ~ 
Naval  Review— Royal  Naval  Reserve  and 
Rotal  Naval  Artillery  Vtinnteere,  843  . 

TOL.  OOOXU.    [IHUD  8BBIE8.1 


ADoxsoKr  Mr.  J.  E.  W. — cant. 


Law  and  JusLlea  (England  and  Wales)— Pro- 
tnstUiD  of  Atiixee— Charter  SsisIodb,  1S3T 
FijIautRDi— BoilaeBs  of  the  Honte — Ori- 


Adhuulty— ^E^ni}J^tS|^l  (mtlSCtacaMSf 
ife.A.BO 

t 

AraOKALTY— A  Lord  of  (m  AflBKUP* 

B^TLEIT,  Mr.  E.) 

Adjubaitt — A  Lard  of  {t^a  BEAESFoaD, 
LordO.  W.  deUF.) 

Admirally—eM^ 

AbvooAXB,  Tka 


APR 


AT.T. 
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ABIC 


Africa  ( Etut  Coatt") 

The  King  JiAantta,  QoMtion,  Mr.  A.  E. 
Pease;  Answer,  The  Under  Seeretarjr  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergas- 
ton)  Sfar  2\,  851 
Zatuihttt—Boti^kirdment  of  Miaengani  &y 
the  Portuffutfe,  Qnestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Under  Seoretarr  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affidn(8irJaiiMFerfassoii}ir(ir  19, 
868 

J-Jf-iea  (South) 
ydlal—J%e  Chi«f  LttiufcaibaleU,  Qaeation, 
Mr.  Dillvryn ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seeretary  of 
State  for  tbe  Colonies  (Sir  Uenrj  Holland) 
Mar  II,  11 

Fondolattd,  Qaestion,  Sir  Lowis  Pelly ;  An- 
swer. The  Scoretarj  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Sir  aenry  Uolland)  Mar  21.84»:— 
Oerman  Octupation  of.  Question,  Dr.  Clark ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Sir  nenrjr  IloUand)  Mar  18,  370 

Swaritand,  Afairtof,  Question,  Observations, 
Visoonnt  Wdleton  :  Keplf,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Cotonlee(Tba  Earl 
of  Onilow)  Afar  2i,  1360 

Tk«  Zulua,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler; 
Answer,  Tbe  Seeretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Colonies  (Sir  Uenry  Uolland)  Mar  18,  7M 

Apioa  (  Wett  Coatt) 

The  Sttyal  Niger  Company,  Qaettion,  Mr. 
DiUwyn ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  ef 
State  for  Foreign  Afl^i  (Sir  Janei  Fercat- 
MD]  Mar  81. 831 

Aoo-Gabditeb,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheltenham 
Excise— Brewing  Licences— Cottnge  Brewers, 
iei8 

AgrieuUural  D^artment 

Committee  on  AgrisviUwe—  The  Hetrian  Fly, 
Qoestlon,  Mr.  II.  Gardner;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Trensory  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  17,  028 

Higher  Agriadtural  EdueaHon,  Question,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of 
tbe  Treasnry  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  Iff, 
378 

Report  for  1888,  QnestioB,  Ur.  0*Doberty  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary 

(Mr.  W.  H.  SmithJ  Mari\,  837 
Agrieultural  Stati$tiei — Comparative  Return, 
1881  to   1886,  Question,  Mr.  Uobbouse ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary 
(Mr,  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  21.  827 

AxxtsoN,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Cumberland,  EtkdaU 

rarliamont  —  Business  of  tbe  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
forUrgeaey,  llSff 

Alhlmtntt  Bill 

Question,  ObserTafciona,  Tbe  Earl  of  Jersey ; 
ttepliea,  Tlie  Lord  President  of  the  Coonoil 
(Visoonnt  Granbrook),  The  Prlmo  Minister 
and  Seeretuy  of  State  for  Foreiga  Aflklra 
(Tbe  Mnr^nea  orSaUabnry)  Jfiir  88^  IffOO 


Anderson,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Elgin  and  Nmim 
Ireland— Allesed  Illegal  Lotteriee.  717 
Post  Office  (Scotland)— Post  Offlee  Snviegi 

Bank  at  Arobiestown  and  DalUa,  Uosiy- 

sbire,  1779 
Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill,  1339 

Anglo- American    Fithtriet  ConventUn, 
1818 

Dominion  of  Canada  —  ParehoM  e^  Armii 
Cndeera,  Questions,  Mr,  Goortey.  Sfir  Georgs 
Campbell ;  Answers,  Tbe  Under  Seeretary  e( 
State  for  Foreign  Aflairs  (Sir  Jamoa  Fe^ 
gouon)  Mar  32.  1153  ;  QoMtiem.  Mr. 
Goarley;  Answer.  Tbe  Seeretary  of  Stab 
for  tbe  Oolenlei  (Sir  Henry  UollMid)  Jfs- 18^ 
1603 

Canada  and  the  United  Statee—Tkt  FUktriet 
DitptOe,  Qaestioit,  Mr,  Gowley ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei|a 
Affoir«  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  91,  8}3 

Anbtbutheb,  Oolonel  B.  H.  L.,  Suffolk^ 
Woodbriige 
Queen*!  JnUlee  Celebratioa— SpeMnl  Holiday, 
898 

AjtKT  ( QitMiiont) 

Mmorandumef  tko  Smttar^ af  StaU  rolati^ 
10  tie  Army  Admofw,  1887-8,  197 

Coast  D^enoet—MarteUo  TViWrf.  Qnetioa, 
Mr.  Norris  :  Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe 

Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Jfiir  17. 

530 

[See  title  C^et  Defenoeiand  Coaling  Statitul 

Contraeta,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbary  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northcote)  Mar  31,  1313 

Oovernneut  Workehopt and  Artenait—Inepe^ 
Han  by  Repratentativea  «f  Foreign  Powrt, 
Question,  Ur.  J.  Rowlands :  Answer,  Tbe 
First  Lord  of  tbe  Treaiury  (Mr.  VT.  H. 
Smith)  Mir2\,  856 

Uerte  Artillery  liaUeriet,  Question.  Geneml 
Frasor ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stata  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mtr  31.  813 

Uoreea.  Suppift  ofi/or  An^  Purpoiet.  Qaee> 
tions.  Sir  William  Crouman  ;  Answer*.  Tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Jfar  U,  196;  i/or  31.  633 
[See  title  Foreign  HorMe- Breeding  Deptte] 

Moiilitation  of  Fint  and  Second  Army  C«m, 
Question,  General  Fraser  ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Staa. 
hope)  Mar2\,  1311 

Mutkelry — EMeieney  of  the  Infantry,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  lloward  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
SeereUry  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Mar  It,  18 

Senuneei  by  Cowrtt  Martial^Tht  Reeemt  RuUe 
and  RegulaUeni,  Qneatioo,  Mr.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Staabope)  Mar  14, 181 

Pertonnel 

Amhulaiue  Sjfttem,  The — Surgeon  M<:^  Sand- 
ford  Moore,  Question,  Dr.  Tindal  Boberteon : 
Answer,  Tbo  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  98. 1610 
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■Pertoniul — coat. 

\idaie$  for  Commiationt,  Sight  Teit  far* 
estion,  Sir  Guyer  Munler:  Answer,  The 
creUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUn- 
iw}  Mat  Iff,  556 

maul  Colonels,  Compuliory  Relireaunt  «/ 
Tkt  Royal  JFarrant,  1887,  <lueitioii,  Mr. 
nrf  H.  Fowler :  Answer,  The  Seerttarjr 
9ute  fiir  War  (Hr.  E.  Sunhope)  Mkt  17, 

r 

ft— The  Royal  Warrant,  Qaestion,  Sir 
Dry  1>Ier ;  Answer,  The  Seeretarjr  of 
ite  for  War  (Ur.  E-  Stanhope)  Mar  17, 

L 

tut  OfflMr$—ReffimenUU  Sergeant  Stajor I, 
eitioas,Hr.SnIe-H«7ne,  Coionet  DDghes; 
swere,  The  SeeretM?  of  State  for  War 
r.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  14, 187 
in  C<Uholie  Army  Chaplaina,  Question, 
'.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarr 
State  for  War(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Jforl?, 
i 

wiA  C!fi4tfr— 7%«  JaHU§  BMiew  ai 
ienKot,  <iae*iioD,  Hr.  E.  R.  Ramll; 
swer,  The  Seorelarj  of  State  for  .War 
r.  B.SteDhope)K«r  I7,fi27       '  ~ 

atom  DmBTHMT 

■aet  for  Oirtridgei—Mettrt.  Kyiutch  and 
.,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  James  Stuart;  Answer, 
e  Sorvejror  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
rthcote)  Uar  11,  31 ;  <taestion.  Sir 
aderick  Mappia  ;  Anawer,  The  Surve/or 
neral  of  Onlnanoa  (Hr.  Northoote) 
ir  14. 187 

n.  LaHaw  Clark,  Mitu^ead,  and  Co^ 
leatioQ,  Mr.  Hanbnry  ;  Answer,  The  Sur- 
iror  General  of  OrdoADoe(Mr.  Northoote) 
If  24, 1313 

ini-Btnry  RiJUt,  Question,  Mr.  Cbanoe ; 
iswer.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
r.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  14, 175 
al  Statemmt  —  Alleged  Defieitncy  of 
135,780 — Ifaval  Ordnance,  Queitioo.  Mr. 
F.  Peasp  ;  Answer,  The  SurTsyor  Gene- 
l  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northoote)  Mar  23, 
88  (See  Si^^  (Questions)] 

iUXILURT  FOBCBS 

\ett  for  tke  Militia  Regimentt,  Qaestion, 
servntions,  Lord  FitigL-rald  ;  Itepl/,  The 
ider  Seeretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
irris)  Mir  94,  1284 

(Anniul)  Bill 

■ffvtary  Siemhefie^  Lord  Qeerge  Samilion, 

The  Judge  Advocate  Oemral) 

lotions  in  Comquittee  ifar  17 
lutiOQs   reported,   and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
lered  ;  read  1<>  •  Mar  19        [Bill  303j 
2»»  ifar21 

nittee  *  ;  Report  ifjr  20 
I  3»  •  Mar  38 

1«  •  (  The  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Earl  Cadogan) 
tr  80  (No.  06) 

>uBarB,  hord  (Lord  Ohanoellor  of 
reland) 

nd  (City  of  Llmeriek)— The  Aiylnni  Rate, 
otioo  ftir  l*apm,  000 
I  .^bowoe  lal  Hon*  Rale,  001 


Ashubad-Babtlett,  Mr.  E.  (A  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Sheffield,  Eceletall  ' 
AnstralisQ  Colonies — Application  for  Qorern- 
ment  Loans — Greenwich  Hospital  Funds,  007 
Greenwich  Hospital — Questions 
Age  Pensions,  31 

OreeRwioh  Uoapitat  Funds — Investments, 
1460 

Their  Northern  Estates,  857,  803 

lirngn  Omi^tuM  of  Fort  Mamil- 
ton 

Moved,  "  That  an  hamble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  oopy  of  any 
written  pledges,  should  saoh  pledges  exist, 
on  tlie  part  of  the  Emjures  of  Russia  and 
China  with  the  Gorernmeot  of  this  country 
in  reference  to  the  occupation  for  military 
or  naval  purposes  of  the  harbour  of  TorC 
Hamilton  or  any  portion  of  the  territory  of 
Corea"  {The  Vtaeount  Sidtn<mth)  Mar  34, 
1980 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

AsftuiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  K 

Parliament  —  Busineu  of  the  Iloase  —  Crl- 
minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  MoUon 
for  Urgeooy,  Res.  1898 

A-tkhtsob,  Ur.  H.  J.,  Bo»Um 
Copper  Currency— Frenob  Bronie  Coins,  170 

Atxobhet  Qsitbbal  {u$  Wxbstes,  Sir 
B.E.) 

AtTOKNBT  0EITXBAL  POB  IbXLAKD  (m# 

Houixs,  Sight  Hon.  H.) 

Austin,  Mr.  J.,  Fori  W.  R.,  Oigoldcroea 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Irtiland),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1833 

AuitraUan  ColoniM — Application  for  Qe- 
varnmmt  Loan* — 6r$mwieh  Marital 
Fund* 

Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson;  Answer,  Mr. 
Ashmoad-Bartlett  (A  l^rd  of  the  Ad- 
miralty) ifor  17,  546   [See  title  Coloniee] 

BAoaALUY,  Mr.  E.,  Zamietkf  Brixton 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice — Delay  of  Oanset— 

Insufficiency  of  Courta,  505 

Balfoub,  Lord 

Gteotrie  Lighting  Aet  (1883)  Ameadnuot, 
Comm.  cf.  1, 807 

Balfottb,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  Maneheiter,  S. 
Bi-Metallism,  Royal  Commission  on,  856 
ContaglODs  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Importn- 
tiOQ  of  Cattle  from  Ireland  into  Scotland,  532 
Criminal   Law    Amendment  (Ireland),  857  : 
Motion  for  Leave,  1634,  1638,  1620.  1682, 
1683,  1684,  1630,  lOSS,  1630,  1641.  1644, 
1646,  1647,  1648,  1053,  1604,  1650, 1607, 
.     1600,  1797,  1798.  I80«,  1904 
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Baltoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.—eont. 
Inlniid— Qontions 

Coart  of  Baakriiptojr — Report  of  the  Com- 

mUtee,  173 
Crimioal  Law  AmendmeDt,  1780 ; — ^Tbe 

Debate— The  Ohiaf  Seoreterj's  Speech, 

1780 

Development  of  the  Resoarcci  of  Ireland — 

The  Royal  Commistion,  83S 
Dublin  Hoapitall  — The  Oommiuion  on 

Grantt,  leiS 
Fiiheriea— Boardi  of  Fiaherjr  GonKrvaton, 

605 

Harbours,  &o.  on  Weat  Coast— Fort  of 
Sligo,  7U 

Inland  Revenue— 'Withdrawal  of  tbo  Ool- 

lector  from  SUgo,  861 
Jurora— Retarn,  700 

Land  Aet,  1870— Tenant  Purohaaci  a,  845 
Landed  Proprietors,  1886— Return,  1608 
Land  Furohase  Act — Applications  for  Ad- 
vances, 173 
Loeal  Qovarnment — Election  In  Monnt- 

melliek  Union,  848.  1333 
Orange  Organization — Union  OflScials,  851 
ParliamenUry  Eleotioni — North  Antrim 
Election — ^Malioioae  iDjurj  to  Property, 
181, 183 

Prisons— CoQviot  Prison  at  Galway,  831 ; 

—Honrs  of  Officials,  ld3 
Proclaimed  Meetings  —  National  League 

Meeting  at  Ashgrove,  Co.  Corlt,  17i  ;— 

Distoiefc  lospeetor  Smith,  of  Uaeroom, 

m.  IM^-Rfltuns,  180 

PtiUIo  Worki— Report  of  the  Rojal  Com. 

migaloa,  1604 
Qaeea'a  College,  Galway,  1830 
Royal  Commie^  on  Land  Law  Act,  1881, 

and  the  Furohase  of  Land  Act,  1860, 

1616  ^-Shorthand  Writeri'  Notes,  176, 

531 

Seed  Supply  Act— Issne  of  Seed,  1770;— 
Repayment  of  Loans,  173,  1S36,  1337 

SUte  of  Ireland— North  Riding  of  Tip- 
|mry,  873  .-—Constabulary  Force  for, 

Trials  by  J1U7— The  Return,  1176 
Veteiinary   D^artment   of    the  Privy 
Oononl- Cattle  from  America  and  Ire< 
JaDd,8l8 

IreU&d— Crime  and  Ontnge— (^esUons 
Hr,  Junes  SlmmSt  Dramlan^  Co.  Derrr. 
850  " 

Mrs,  Lncas,  Convtoted  of  Arson,  1166 

Returns— Criminal  I<aw  Amendment  Bill. 
1850 

Riotsat  Belhst— Chargesof  JndgeO'Srien 
to  the  Grand  Juriea,  710 Reprmion 
of  Disturbanoe.  1167 

RioU  at  Toughal,  868,  531,  839,  580. 
637,  638,  738; -Coroner's  wirrant 
1337,  1338.  1170  ;-Di«trict  Inapecto; 
Somemlle  and  Constable  Ward  J  339 
1310,  1776  ;— Letter  of  Dr.  C.  Ronavne' 
L—  Telegram  from  .Captain 
Plunkett,  Division^  Magiitrate,  363 
864,865.886 

Saeril^iona  Injur;  to  Athoa  Ghnrob,  Co 
14n«riek|  183 


BiLTorB.  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — eotU. 
Ireland — Evictions—  Questions 

Estote  of  Mr.  S.  E.  Shirley.  Co.  Honaghu, 
611,  815 

Eviction  at  Enniscortby — Employmoat  ef 

the  Constabulary,  190,  tOl 
Lifford  Assises- TrtalofHaoDabO'DoniwD, 

1887,  1609 

Marquess  of  Downdiire'a   Eatatea,  Ce. 

Down.  1171 
Uarquess  of  Lanadowne^i  Eatato,  QMaa'a 

Co.,  1600 

Relations  of  Landlords  and  Tenaati— 
Alleged  Circular  to  the  Police,  825 
Ireland— Labourers'  Aet— (^estione 

Labonrere*  Acta,  1886-6— Ratura,  1333 

Labouran'  DwelUngs — Notieao  on  tbo  Geek 
Uaion,  198 

Mr.  John  Roe,  DonaghBioro  U^a,  845 

Working  of  the  Acts,  1774 
Ireland — Land  Act — Questions 

A  Commission  Court,  Co.  Wexford,  IMS 

Mr.  Wrench,  a  Land  CommiaeiODer,  1509 

Wicklow  Tenants,  177 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Qoeatioas 

Father  Keller.  Toqghal.  186 

Grand  Juries,  Co.  Down,  1601 

Maamtrasoa  Trials— Pat  Joyoe,  71^  71S 

Mr.  E.  Ryan.  Committed  for  Contempt,  171 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — Questions 

Affray  at  Dromsna,  Co.  Leltrim,  103 

Mr.  Ferriter,  of  Dingle,  1607 

Police  at  Tobermore,  South  Dnry,  7^ 

*•  Stormy  EvioUons  in  Mayo,"  738,  848 

Sab-Inspector  Milling,  1776 
Ireland — Magistracy — Questions 

Jeremiah  flegarty.  Millstreet,  366,  367, 
S51,  1781,  1786 

Queen's  Coroner — Powers  of  Committsl. 
797 

Vacant  Coronerdiip  of  Donegal,  1773 
Toughal  —  Ooanty  Inapeotor  BrowBrigg, 

1781 

Ireland — National  Education— QuesUoaa 

Monitors  in  National  Schools,  707 

National  School  Teachers,  369 

Pupil  Teachers,  838 
Ireland — National  Eduoation,  OommiaKonwra  ti 
— Questioni 

Attendaoee  of  Members,  844 

Examinations  for  Work-Mistresass,  1698 

Mr.  James  A,  Irwin,  Natkmal  Sebod 
Teacher,  811 
Ireland — Poor  Ijjw — Questions 

Donegal  Workboose — The  Board  of  Goar- 
dians,  1775 

Guardians — County  Court  Judges,  1603 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Election  of  QaMrdiana— 
Questions 

Bantry  Union,  1771 

CUlms  to  Vote,  719 

Gootehill— The  Returning  Officer,  1608 

Mallow  Union.  513, 611 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary- Qoeetions 

Barrack  in  Cookstown,  Co.  Tyrone,  1606 

Co.  Tipperary,  535 

Detective  Oonatable  P.  Mooobaa,  349, 85t 
Discrepanoy  In  Amounts  of  EBpoBditare. 

1838 

Force  in  Milltown,  1893.  1773 
Head  OonstaUe  O'H^loian,  of  Eaaii^ 
1834 
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Balvous,  Riebt  Hon.  A.  J.—eotO. 

Mr.  J.  M'Nultr.  of  Looghglynn,  1323 
Polioe  Sapervision,  733 
Riots  at  Lurgan,  195 
Sergeants  Johnston  and  Brady,  853 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  HI,  713, 
703,  709 

Parliament— BosineH  of  the   lloase— Cri- 
'    inioal  Lew  A.mfliidment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgeooj.  Res.  1174,  1178,  1207,  1311, 
1868 

Supply— CitII  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1098.  1090,  1100,1101,  1102,  1104, 
1100,  HIS,  HIS 

Snpreme  Coart  of  Jadieatnre  (Ireland),  Comm. 
141S 

Bauoub,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B.,  Claek- 
mannan,  S^e. 
ConTejancing  (Sootland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 1149 

Balfottb,  General  Sir  G.,  Kincardine- 
shire 

Admiralty  Eipenditure — Cost  of  Constmction, 
823 

Defoneea  of  the  Empire— Coast  Defenoea  of 

Gnat  BriUin.  977 
tttfj  EsUmatei — Viotoals  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marioes.  618, 014 

Bankruptcy  Offices  (Sites)  Bill 

(Kr.  David  Plunket,  Mr,  Jachim) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  X"*  Mar  15  [Bill  197] 

Read  3°,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Five  Uemberf,  Three  to  bo  nominated  by 
the  IIoDSO  and  Two  by  the  Committee  of 
Selectioo  ifay  31, 1133 


SvkknipUy  OJteet  {^Ui)  ICoimUSaitd 


0,  Order  forT^mittea  read ;  Moved, "  That  Mr . 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair"  {2fi>. 
Plunket)  Mar  36, 1587  ;  after  ihort  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agrMd  to;  Ibtter  cod- 
sidered  in  Committee 
Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
grant,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  a  sum  to  meet  any 
deBcienoy  whieh  may  arise  in  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings  in- 
curred nnder  tho  provisions  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  for  the  acquisition  of 
property  and  the  provision  of  new  buildings 
for  the  Bankruptcy  Department 
Resolution  reported  Mar  38 

Babout,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarthire 
Contagions  Diseases  (Aoiroals)  Act— Impor- 
tation  of   CaUle  affected    with  Plenro- 
Pneomoaia  from  Ireland,  888 

Basban,  Mr.  J.,  York,  W.R.,  Othy 
Local  Ooverament  Hoard — lUUey  Local  Board 
— ReiosUoB  of  the  QnoU  of  Uemben,  878 


Bastlxt,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Itlington,  N. 
Education  Department— Science  and  Art  De« 
partment  —  Loans  of  Works  of  Art,  A«. 
178 

Supply- Civil  Serrleei  and  Berenne  Depart- 
ments, 1077 

Battkakit,    Mr.   A.  A.,  CamUrw^ 

Peekham 

Metropolis— Roadways  and  8 Creets —  Canter- 
bury  Road,  Camberwell,  1141 

BsAUOHAMP,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 
Church  Patronage,  Report,  cl,  3,  1128 
Land  Law  (Ireland)   Acts — Report  of  the 

Royal  Commission,  1567 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Court 

ElOQSes  —  Aceommodation   for  rriaoners 

awaiting  TrUI,  385 

Beckett,  Mr.  W.,  NotU^  Jttuwtlaw 
Parliament— PsIaee  of  Westminster  —  PaliM 
Yard— A  Glass  Shelter,  1781 

Belfast  Main  Drainage  BtU 

e.  Moved,  "  That  ^the  Lords  Amendts.  bo  now 
considered  "  (Jfr.  Doddt)  Mar  29,  1767  : 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  bo  adjourned  till 
Thursday  next "  {Mr.  Sexton)  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Beluobe,  Earl  of 
Probation  of  First  Oflbndert,  3R.  Order  dis- 
oharged,  1450 

Bemtiitck,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  0.,  WTiite- 
haven 

Post  OfiSce— Saoday  Delivery  of  Letter*— 
Postmen's  Wages,  1473 

Bektinck,  Mr.  W.  G.  0.,  Ptmyn  and 

Falmouth 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedare)— Rale  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  59 

Bebesfobd,  Lord  0.  W.  De  La  F.  (A 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Maryle- 
hone,  E. 

Admiralty  Expenditure— Cost  of  Construction, 

653,  656,  601 
Navy  Estimates — Viotuals  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  035,  028,  830,  831, 

846 

Bbthbll,  Commander  G.  B.,  YwJt^  E.R.^ 
Soldemets 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Proeedure)- Rnla  1  (Olosnro  of  Debate), 
Res.  478 

BxoQAjft,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cav/Mt  W. 

Ireland — Poor  Law  Elections  in  Gootehill— 
Tho  Returning  Officer.  1608 
Post  Office— District  Surveyors,  874 
KonsiDgtoa  Vostiy.  Oonsid.  1808 
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£i-Matalli9m,  The  Royal  Commiuion  on 
■  Quntiom,  Mr.  Howortb,  Mr.  Childerg ;  Aq< 
■wen.  The  Chief  SeonUrjr  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Btlfirar)  MUr  lff»  356 

BiiiAZB,  ICr.  T.,  OhuettUr,  Forett  e/Doan 
Marriag*  Aet— NoneonfonnM  Uarmgei — 
Leominiter,  5,  831,  633 

Blaite,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland  —  National  Education  —  Hoattm  In 

National  Sohoola.  707 
Law  and  Police  —  Alleged  Aiaanlt  on  Mr. 

Francis  Coonollr,  731 
FarliameDt—Bnainua  of  tbe  HouM  ^alea  of 

Proeednre)— Role  I  (Closnre  of  Debate), 

Rei.  94 

PoatOffioe— Telogrami— Rosiitered  AddrOMM, 
708 

BLinmEix,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lan- 
cashire, S,  W.,  Inet 
Armj  Eititnatea,  1887-S— Land  Forces.  331 
Ireland — Law  and  J  aatioe--Arre8t  of  t'ather 

Keller,  Motioa  for  Adjonrnment,  780 
Parliament  —  Bueineas  of  Ibe  Uonao  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  {Ireland},  Motion 
for  Vrgmr,  Rm.  1194, 119« 

Board  of  Trace — President  (<m  Stav- 
LET  of  Fbeston,  Lord) 

Board  op  Trade  —  Secretaiy  to  («m 
Db  Works,  Baron  H.) 

Board  op  Works  —  Chairman  {»m 
M'Garel-Hoqo,  Sir  J.  M.) 

BoRTHWiOE,  Sir  A.,  Kensington,  S. 

Crime  (England   and  Wales) —  Return  of 

Mnrders  by  Armed  Burslars,  Ao.  819 
Kouington  Ttstrj,  Consid.  1307 

Bbabournx,  Lord 
Cboreh  Patronage,  Comm.  el.  17,  943 
Railwajr  and  Canal  Traffic.  3R.  189  :  Comm. 
c/.  3,  1748 :  cl.  6,  Amende.  1793  ;  eL  7, 
Amondt.  1708,  1754;  et.  10,  1755  ;d:  11, 
1758 :  et.  19,  Amendt.  it. :  ol.  14,  Ameodt. 
1757 :  W.  17, 17S9 ;  d.  31, 1780 

Bradlauoh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Ireland — Law  and  Jnstice  —  The  Riots  at 
Yougbal — Coroner's  Warrant,  1333 

Parliament — Bosineaa  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Lav  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgoney,  Koa.  1339 

Bbauwbli.,  Lord 

Electrio  Lighting  Aot  (1883)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  1,  808,  810,  816 
Railway  and  Oanal  TratBo,  9R.  155 ;  Comm. 

el  3,  1740,  1751 ;  cl.  4,  1758  ;  rf.  7,  1764 ; 

«i.  17,  1758 

Bailwaj  and  Canal  TnfBo— PaUtion  of  the 
South  EMtm  Railway  OaoBMur*  1591, 
1594 


BEiDaEHAir,  Colcm^  Hon.  F.,  BoU«n 
Criminal  Law  Amendmeofe  (IraUnd),  Motiaa 
for  Lean,  1841 

Brioht,  Mr.  J.,  Hanehettary  S.  W, 
^Ireland — Law  and  Jnstioe — Arreat  of  Falkr 
Kdler,  Motion  for  Adjoanunent,  783 
Parliament  —  Bssineas  of  th«  Hooae — Cri- 
minal Law  Anwndroonft  (IreUnd),  MstSea 
for  Urganoy,  Res.  1538 

BaiaTOWE,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Zamleth,  JVorweW 
I^Parliament — DiTiaions  of  the  Ilonse  (Pairiai) 
— DiTisiona  on  tbe  31t(  of  Mareb,  1788 

Broadhvrst,  Mr.  H.,  NetHnghnn,  W. 
Criminal  L«w  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motioa 

for  Leare.  1901, 1904 
Employers'  Liability,  1148 
Parliament— DiTisiona  of  tlie  Hoqm  (Pairing) 

— Divisions  on  tbo  31st  of  March,  1T88 
Post  OfBoe— Tbe  Telegraph  Braneh  and  Ibe 

Postal  Branch,  7 15 
Telegra^  Aet,  1808— Pro-Trmoafer  Tde- 

graph  Clorks.  716 

Brodrxoe,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financitl 
Secretacy,  War  Department),  8mr- 
toy,  Ouildford 
Egypt — Army  of  Oooapation — ^Deooratioas  Jar 

the  Troops  at  Assouan,  608 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Burton'*  Court, 
Chelsea,  83 

Parliament  —  Business  of  Ibe  Hooae — Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motwn 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1355,  1357,  1358,  1369, 
1261.  1909 

Brooepield,  Mr.^A.  M.,  Suatex,  Rj/t 
Capital  runiabmaut  —  Report  of  tbo  Royal 
Commission,  1348 

Bhoww,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Hawick,  ^e. 
Salmon  Fishing  (Scotland),  1475 

Brtoe,  Mr.  3.f  Ahorietn,  8. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (IreUod),  Motioa 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1363, 1369 

Soottisb  Uniroraitiea— Endowments,  1768 

Bttohanas,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Minhwrgh,  TT. 

India— (^aestiooa 

Force  of  Observation  on  the  Piabin  Fron- 

tier,  730 

Madras— The  Covenanted  Civil  Servlos— 
Land  Speonlationi — Mr.  Snllivnn,  03> 

Railways— Piabin  Valley  Une,  848;— 
Railway  to  QnetU.  368, 361 

Buosn^GHAM  Ain>  (Dhandos,  Bake  of 
(Chairman  of  Committees) 
Incambents  of  Beneflees  Loans  Eiteosion-  Aot 
(1886)  Amendment,  3R.  168 
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JSuJfaria — ^lecuttona  of  Imur^mta 

QoflstioDi,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  AaswerR,  Ths  Under 
Seoretftrf  of  State  Tor  Foreign  AAtin  (Sir 
Jimct  FergBflMo)  Mar  11,  19 

BuriaU — Burial  Ground  at  Llanfrothen, 
Mirionethshirg 
QueationB,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis;  Anawert,  Tbe 
Secretory  of  State  Tor  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Hr.  Matthevs)  Mar  21, 836 ;  iUar  28, 
1610 

BtTRT,  Viscount 

Eleotrio  Lighting  Aot  (188S)  Amendment, 
Comm.  el.  1, 807 

BuxTOK,  Mr.  S.  0.,   Tower  Bamhta, 
Poplar 

Edneation  Department— Outbreak  at  Eseter 

Training  OoUaga.  081, 1010 
Law  and   PoUoa  —  Sentenee  on  Franoii 

M'LowraB  at  Sonthwark  PoUoe  Court,  li69 
]7aT7  Eatimatee— VietaalB  and  Glothlng  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  966 

Oadogak,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Ireland — Law  and  Jnitios— Arreit  of  Father 

Keller,  1186 
Iriah  Land  Uw,  1090 

Oazhx,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrotc-in-Fumm 

Admintltjr  Ezpenditore — Cost  of  Gonstmetion, 
e«S,690 

Oau>wbzx,  Mr.  J.,  Olaagow,  St.  BoHox 
Finanoe— Treasar;  Billa,  1 149 
Parliament— Bnsineas  of  tbe  Xlooie  {Rulei  of 

Procedure)— Rale  1  (Oloiore  of  Debate), 

Res.  74,  73 

Pablio  Offlalali  ~  Dookjardi  —  Betrayal  of 
TraBt.se 

Scotland  —  Edoeation  Department  —  Senior 
laspeaton  of  Schools,  1816 
Kaglstiney — Mr.  Stipendiary  Oemnwif  179 
Small  Debt!  (SootUnd),  SR.  1134 

Oambbom,  Dr.  0.,  Glatgow,  ColUgt 

Oontagiont  IKaeaaes  (Animala)  Acts- Oot- 
breaks  of  Anthrax,  1468 

NaTj  Estimates— Vtotaali  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marine^  068 ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 987 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Bouse,  784 

Knsaia — Imprisonment  of  3,  W.  Robimon,  a 
British  Sul^t,  006 

Sootland— Law  and  Juatiee— IlerbttStm  Crof- 
ters—Mm.  H'Hill.-tn,  180 
Imprisonment  of  William  Gaasels,  13,708 

ZanxilMr— Bombardment  of  Minengani  bjr  the 
Portaguese,  808 

Oahpbxll,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  Sfc. 

Anglo-American  Fisheries  Convention,  1818— 

Parohase  of  Armed  Cruisers,  1153 
Army  Estimates- Discussion  of  Vote  1,  877 
Parliament— Adionrnment  and  Sittings  of  the 

House— The  Easter  Recess,  1688 
PRTUameBt-^^BwaM  «/ tb*  Hanse— Ori- 

'  I  ilriiildnf  f^'-"'  v^un 


Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh^  8. 
IrelantT— Post  Office— Postal  Arrangements  at 
Enniskillen.  Ao.  1 1 

Campbell-BannebicaiT}  Bight  Hon.  H.^ 
Stirling,  SfC. 
Army  Estimates- The  Select  Committee,  580 
Defenoea  of  the  Empire— Coast  Defeneea  of 
Groat  Britain,  880 

OAUPZBDOinr,  Earl  of 

Eleetrio  Lighting  Aet  (1883)  Amendmeat, 
Comm.  Amendt.  800 ;  ti.  X,  Amendt.  806, 
810 

Ireland— Law  and  Justioo-^mst  of  Esther 

Keller.  1138 
Ireland  (City  of  Limeribk)— The  Asylum  Rate, 

Motion  for  Papers,  600,  501 
Railway  and  Canal  TrafBo,  SR.  163;  Comm. 

«/.  13, 1706 

CmMia  a»d  ih»  Ukitod  SiaiM—Tko 
Fuhmw  BiaptO* 
Question,  Hr.  Oourley ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affitirs  (Sir 
James  Fergnsson)  Mar  31,  833 
[See  title  Angla-AfMrican  Fitkeriet  Con- 
vmtion,  1818] 

Oanteebttkt,  Archbishop  of 
Church  Patronage,  Comm.  el.  3.  840  ;  d.  23, 
348;  Report,  cI.  3,  Amendt.  U37.  1139: 
aOd.  el,  Amendt.  1180 

Capital  Puniahmtnt— Export  of  tht  Royal 

Commiaiion 
Question,  Hr.  Brookfleld ;  Answer,  The  Socre 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  D^artmcnt  (Mr 
Matthews)  Mar  2i,  1348 

CeyloH'-Tha  Colombo  and  Kandy  Railway 
Queation,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge ;  Anawer,  Tho 
SeoreUry  of  :itate  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Hsary  Holland)  Mar  10,  870 

OHAUBEBLAnr,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Bwrnv^- 

ham,  W. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Honso  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Hotion 
for  Ui^ency,  Kes.  1400,  1411,  1416,  1417. 
1438,  1431,  1483 

Ohahbkblaut,  Mr.  B.,  lalit^Um,  W. 

Kentington  Vestry,  Oonsid.  1399 

Obanob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkmny,  S. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  1786 
Ireland— QuestioDB 

Crime  and  Outrage-RioU  at  Belfast- 
Charges  of  Judge  O'Brien  to  the  Grand 
Juries,  710 
Illegal  HeeUn^— Street  Bands,  857 
Jnnn— Etatnrn,  709 

LtiV  ud  JoaUce- Arrest  of  Father  Keller 
^V^lfcjrofthe  Warrant,  1392,  1838 
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Ckamob,  Mr.  P.  A.-~eont. 

Iaw  ftnd  PtAiet  —  Police  at  Tobermore, 

Sonth  Deny.  706     Sal>-IntpMtor  Uill- 

ing,  175. 1776 
MagistrMf— Mr.  Jeremiah  Hegarty,  J.P., 

Co.  Cork,  1784  ;  —  Qaeen'a  Coroner— 

Powers  of  CommitUl,  737 
Orange  Organisation —Union  OffleialStSfiS 
Poor  Law  —  Donegal  WorkbonM  —  The 

Board  of  Goardiani,  1775 
Proelaimod  Heetinga  —  National  Leagne 

Meeting  at  Aahgrore,  Co.  Cork.  174 
Royal  ComnisBion  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Aot,  1881,  and  the  Pnrchue  of 

Land  (Irelantl)  Act.  1885—"  Anonjrooaa 

Witnesaca,"  87S  i  —  Sbortbaod  Writer'a 

Motea,  176 
Rojral  Iriah  CoRatabnlary— Alleged  Illagal 

Arreata  —  Charge   against  Sergeant 

Whartoo,  818 
Ireland— Crime  and  Oatnige — Riots  at  Toii|hal 

— (loeitlona 
863 

Committal  of  ConaUble  Balmer,  861,  855 
Coroner's  Warrant.  1331,  1333. 1330.  U70 
Diatriet  Inspector  Somerrille  and  Constable 

Ward,  1810,  1775 
Telegram  from  Captain  Plnokett,  OiTi- 
aional  Magistrate.  361 
Zrelaod — Law  and  Jastice — Arreat  of  Fatbar 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  761 
Kensington  Vcslrj,  Consid.  add.  eL  HoUod 

for  Adjonroment,  1310 
Parliament  — Bosineas  of  the  Iloaae — Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  UrgoDOj,  Kea.  1373 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llooae  (Rnlei  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  102  ;  Amendt.  133, 137 
Pauper  Lnnatio  Aajlnms  (Ireland)  (Super- 

annoation}.  9B.  1190 
Registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters,  1633 
Snpplf— Civil  Servioes  and  Revenue  Depat^- 

ments,  1068 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland).  Con  m. 
1116 

War  Offloe  (Ordnance  Department)— SirjOl 
Arms— MarUni-Henrr  Rifles,  175 

Ohanobixob,  The  Lobd  (us  Halsbvbt, 
Lord) 

Obahcxllob  of  iBXLiHD,  The  LOBB 

(<M  ASHBOUBHB,  Loxd) 

Ohasokllob  of  the  Duohy  of  Lanoastbe 
(ms  Hahhbbs,  Bight  Hon.  Loxd 
J.J.E.) 

Ohanobllob  of  the  EzonEQDBB  (wtf 
GosoKiir,  Bight  Hon.  0.  J.) 

Chanhino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Kducatton  Department— Corporal  Punithmeot 
in  Elementary  Schools  —  Newport-Pagnell, 
1317 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Eiten- 
sion.  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  1780;  eJ.  3* 
Ammdt.  \1U 


CHunrara,  Hr.F.  A.- 
ParliaoMQt -  Boslness  of  the  Homo- Cri- 

minal  Law  Amendment  (Irdsuad),  Mstisa 

for  Urgencj,  Res.  1513 
Railways  (England  and  Wales)— Totoa  SMiisi 

on  tbe  Midland  Bulway,  1891 

Chapliw,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincdnikin, 

Shaford 

Kensington  Veetry,  Cooaid.  1393.  1303,  13l{ 
Farliament"  Busioeaa  of  the  Hooae — Cii- 

minal  Law  Amendsunt  (Ireland),  Melias 

for  Urgenej),  Res.  1407 
Parliament— BosloeM  of  the  Hon*  (Balessf 

Prooednre)— Rale  I  (Ctosnre  of  D^ta), 

Res.  US 

Ohiohesteb,  Bishop  of 

Chnrcb  Patronago.  Comm.  e/.  17.  313 

Childebs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  G.  E.^  Eik- 
burgh,  S. 

Admiralty  Expenditnre — Cost  of  Conalnwtias, 
657,  661 

Bi-Metallism,  Royal  Commission  on,  358 
Law  and  Jnslioe— -Court  Hoasea —  Aeoomnuda* 

tion  for  Prisoners  awaiting  Trial,  6 
Parliament— Bosineas  of  the  House,  876 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  Iloiise  (Ralasof 

Procedure)- Role  1  (Closure  of  Debat<>], 

Res.  19,  51.  73,  08 ;  Amendt.  105,  107,  10*. 

110,119,130,138, 134.  S80 

China—  Oerman  Profeelorale  over  Itlsndi 

of  ChtUM 
Questions,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stefenaon :  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  Stale  for  Foraiga 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Feigosaon)  Mar  18, 

736 

Chriatchnrch   (Sonthampton)  Cbartci 
(Correction  of  Error)  Bill 

<t.  Read  1*  •  Mar  38  [Bill  909] 

OHUBCEn.!.,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  8., 
Paddinjfton,  8. 
Parliament — ^DiTisions  of  tbe  Bouae  (Pairing)— 
Divisions  on  tbe  9lBt  March,  1787 

Church  Patronage  Bill  [h-i^] 

( Th«  Lord  AreMitAop  tf  Gsntfrtunr) 

I.  Committee  Mar  15, 886  (No.  96) 

(No. 


Report  MKT  93, 1197 


Church  Sites  (Compidaory  Powers  Bapeal) 

Bill  [n.L.1     ( 7^  Lard  BMop  ofUek/UUi 

L  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Mar  14, 168 
Moved,  ■•  That  tbe  House  do  now  resolve  itsdf 

into  Committee  on  the  aald  Hill "  Mar  93, 
1131  ;  aftpr  short  debate,  on  Question  f  re- 
■olTcd  in  the  negatUo  (No.  93) 
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Cwil  Stniee  Writtrt 
Fixity  of  Tnaire,  Qneitiont,  Mr.  Cochnne- 

Baillie,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Auwen, 

The  Chancellor  of  th«  Ezaheqaer  (Mr. 

GoMbcD)  Jfor  18,  730 
Boy  Clerki,  (^estion,  Mr.  Conybearo ;  An- 

aww.  The  Seoretiirf  to  the  TnMnrj  (Mr. 

JaokMD)  Mar  Sff,  14T0 

O1.ANOY,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  JV. 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Riottat  Tooglial 

— AtUok  on  tlie  Polioe.  S88 
MagiatrMr(£nfl;Un(l  and  Valea)— Vfnebeatcr 

Ueoob— "  A  Job  Lot."  ff08 
NaTT  EttiniAtM— Royal  Marinoa,  700 
Parliament— BuBinesi  of  tbe  Bonae  (Rules *of 

Frooedure)— Rule  1   (Cloaor*  of  Debate), 

Rm.  80,  897,  156,  483 

OxABK,  Dr.  Q.  B.,  CaithH0t$ 

AMcn  (SoDtb)— German  Oeeapation  of  Pondo- 
land,  370 

Defonees  of  the  Empire— OoMk  DefiHMOS  of 

Great  BriUin,8IS 
Merohant   Sbippinc   (FiaUng  Boati)  Aett 

Ani«idmmt»  Oomm.      13,  701 :  AmsndU 

70s 

NaTy  EaUmatu— Sea  aod  Oout  Guard  Ser- 
vice*, Ao.  697 

Victuals  and   Clothing  for  SeameD  and 
Mariooa,  967,  997.  998 
SeoUand— QoeBtioua 

Oroftera'  Commiuloo— Valners  and  Aeaei- 
•on — Applioationa,  1I&8 

Law  aod  Justice— OfDoe  of  Crown  Agent — 
Mr.  Anldjo  Jamiewn,  837 

SMTrtaryfiir  Sootlaad,  1333  , 

Coal  Min«i  Regulation  Bill 

C.  (^ettion,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Aoawer,  Tho 

SecretAry  of  Sute  for  the  Iloaw  Dupartment 

(Mr.  MaUbewa)  Mar  31,  837 

Coast  BofmuM  and  Coaling  Staliont—The 
Protootod  BarMU  System  of  Fortiji- 

AmoDdt  on  Comnlttee  of  Supply  U,  to 
lean  oat  from  "  That "  add  <*  a  Seleet  Com- 
mittee  bo  appirinted  to  inqnlre  into  tbo  boat 
way  of  utillaing  the  protected  barbette  or 
diaappearing  aystem  in  eoaat  defences  and 
coaling  stationa  "  {Csloiul  DuneoH)  v.,  233  ; 
Qaettion  propoeed.  "  Tliot  tbe  words,  &o. ; " 
after  abort  debate,  ttoeatioD  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Coast  Dsfenees  of  Orsat  Britain 
ObeerratioDB,  Sir  Edward  Hamley ;  long  de- 
bate thereon  Mar  14,  SS8 
[See  title  Imperial  and  CMonial  De/otues] 

OoBB,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwiekt  S.S.,  Rfsghy 
Criminal  Law  Amradawnt  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1645 
Irelaad— Crime  and  OotragB—RioliatToughal 
— Tel^iram  of  Captain  Flnnkett,  830 
Irlah  Land  <tiMatiom  SO 


CoOHBANB-BAtLLTE,  HoD.  0.  W.  A.  N., 

8t.  Panorat, 
CiYil  Serrico  Writors— Fixity  of  Tennre,  720 

(DoHBH,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Paddtngionj  If. 
Eocleaiaatioal  Commiuionera  and  tbo  PaddiDg< 
too  Tnuteei— Sale  of  Land,  307 

(>>LERii>aB,  Hod.  B.,  Sh^Md,  Mior^ijo 

Criminal  Law  Amendmeat  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  UftTe,  1926 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aet.  1881,  and  Purohaao 
of  Land  (Ireland)  Act.  1880— The  Royal 
CommiBilwi— Mr.  Knlpa*!  Raport,  1100 

OoLouB,  Oaptain  J.  O.E.,  Tower  Samlets, 

Bote,  Sf-e, 

Defenees  of  the  Empire— Ooaat  Dofimeai  of 

Great  Britain,  240 
Emigration  and   Inmigration  —  Statiaticnl 

Tables.  1777 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Ooniti^HiUry— Couti* 

tntion  of  tbe  Force.  4 
Hetropolis,  Distress  in— Coofbrenetf,  5SS 
Nary  Estimates— Victuals  and  Clothing  for 

Seaman  and  Marines,  880 

Colonial  Conference,  The 

Question.  ObBemttions,  Tbo  Earl  of  Bar- 
rowby  ;  Reply.  Tbe  Under  Seeretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Tbo  Eaii  of  Onalow) 
Mar  18,  703 

Imperial  Federation,  Question,  Sir  Samuel 
Wilson;  Answer,  The  Soeretary  of  State 
for  tbe  Colonies  (Sir  Uenrr  Uollaod)  Jfitr  88, 
1601 

UepreieiUation  of  Malta,  Question,  Earl  Do 
La  Warr  ;  Answer,  The  Uuder  ScoreUry  of 
Stato  for  the  Colonies  (The  Earl  of  Ooalow) 
Mar  22,  1126 

^iM(ra/tan  Opinion,  Question,  Sir  Samuel 
Wilson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
Mar  23,  1473 

The  Royal  Commission  on  imperii  Dsfente, 
Qaeation,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Uenry  Holland)  Mar  25.  1474 

OoLOHiBS— Secretary  of  State  for  (too 
Hoj-LAND,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

O0LONIB&— Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
[see  Onslow,  Earl  of) 

Colonies  {Naval  and  MUUary  Setvien) 
Moved  for,  "  Address  for  Report  of  the  Com. 
mittee  appointed  last  year  to  consider  the 
position  of  officers  in  receipt  of  pensions  and 
desirous  of  entering  upon  military  or  naral 
serrioe  in  the  Colonies  ;  also  the  Correspond- 
ence reaulttng  from  tbat  Report  between 
the  Committee  and  tbe  Lords  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury" {The  Vitcount  Sidmoa^)  Mar  38, 
1393 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
[See  title  Avetralian  Colonies} 
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OovifEiUELL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  E.>  South- 
Marion 

Greenwioli  HospiUl— Age  Pcnrioni,  SI 
NsTjr— Sbipi  of  War  (Deaigns),  Motion  for  s 

SolMt  CommittM.  616 

Eatinfttt»— Viotral*  and  Clotbiof  for 

Seunn  aod  UuiHti  8S1 

OoiaoTTES  OP  CouwoiL  ON  Eduoatiow — 
Vice  Fresident  («m  Byjcb,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Consolidated  Fond  (No- 1)  Bill 

{Mr.  GmrtM^,  Mr.  ChtmtfUw  tf  tkt  S*ch0qv»r, 

Mr.  /Mtwn) 
0.  RuolatioDS  fn  Committee  Mar  81 

Beeolations  reported,  aad  agreed  to  i  BDl 

ordered;  read  1"*  MarM 
Read  3**  MarU 
Committee  *  :  Report  Mar  25 
Re«d80*if»r28 
L  Read  1**;  read  S*;  Committee  Begatived ; 
raid  a*  if«r  98 

Coniegioiu  Di»tam  {AnimaU)  AH* 
Dutch  Caify,  <lueitloa,  Hr.  Montaga :  An. 
■war,  Tbo  ChaDOollor  of  tbe  Doohjr  of  Lan- 
outer  (Lord  Joba  Uaunen)  JfiirSS,  1013 

(hUirtidt  ttf  Antimut  i»  CAmM^  (^aeattone, 
Sir  John  SviabnrDe;  Anewen,  The  Flret 
Lord  of  the  Treainry  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Mar  SI,  841;  (^aeetione,  Mr.  Tollenoohe, 
Sir  John  Swinburne;  Anawere,  The  Firit 
Lord  of  the  Treaenrr  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Mar  32,  1 191 

Oiitbrtttki  ofAiOkrait,  Qnettloiia,  Dr.  Ouaeron  ; 
Anewere,  Tbe  Chaneellor  of  tba  Dnob;  of 
Laneiater  (Lord  John  lianBere).  The  Preai- 
dent  of  (he  Looal  GoTcnineDt  Board  (Mr. 
Ritobie)  Afar  36,  1408 

InondaHon  for  AntiiraM,  Qneation,  Mr.  II. 
Gardner  ;  Anawerf  The  Chaneellor  of  tlie 
Dnoh/  of  Laooaeter  (Lord  John  Maanere) 
Mar  39.  1781 

Btmoval  ef  CalfU  from  Ireland  —  Ptturo' 
Pntumonia,  <titeation.  Colonel  Gunter ; 
Anewer.  Tbo  Obanoellor  of  the  Daoby  of 
Laooaater  (Lord  John  Maonere)  Mar  11, 
18;  Qnoetion,  Ooionel  Oonter;  Anawer.Tbe 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmca), 
17 ;  Qneation,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barolay  ;  Aa- 
awer,  The  Firat  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  31,  838  ;  OaeettoD,  Sir 
John  Swinbnme ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Swre- 
Ury  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr).  847 

Tkt  CattU  Trad*  wUk  htland,  Qneation,  Mr. 
UHJkrtaB  J  Anawor,  Tbo  Soeretafy  to  tbe 
Board  of  Trado  (Baroa  Henry  Do  Womu) 
JUiirS8,161S 

ImMTtatim  of  Cata*  from  htlani  i-to  Seol- 
land,  Qoeatlooi.  Hr.  0*Doberty  ;  Aaawera, 
The  Chief  SeoreUry  far  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  15, 8«8 ;  Mar  17, 881 

SVantit  of  InftOed  Caltte  from  Ireland  to 
Liverpool,  Qaeation,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart ; 
Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretary  lor  Ireland 

•  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr);  QueaUon,  Mr.  T.  H. 
licnl.T  [No  roplj j  Mer  24,  1949 


Convention  of  Fttrio,  IBIA— J^fJuK 
Mtoinm  to  F^muo 
QoeatioD,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Anawer,  Tbo  UaJw 
Seoretary  of  State  for  Foroign  Aftin  (Sir 
Jimea  ForgoiaoD)  Mar  17, 814 

Ctmvoyaneing    (8eotlani)    Act  (1874: 

Amendmoni  BiU 
e,  Qoeatioo,  Hr.  J.  B.  Balfow;  Aaaw,  Tia 

Lord  AdTOMOo  (Hr.  i.  D.  A.  Miiliiiiq 

JfortS,  U49 

OonwAT,  Kr.  M.,  LoiUim,  Jf. 
Parlianent— Baalnoao  of  tbo  Beaw  fRdiirf 
Prooednre}— Ralo  1  (Cloaw*  of  MM*], 
Baa.  46S.  488 

OoMTBEARB,  Mr.  0.  A.  V.,  CtnwoB, 
Can^orno 
Army  Katimatae,  1897-8-rjud  Fer««,M 
Civil  SerTiea  Writora— Boy  Olorba,  1471 
Inland  —  Crime  and  Oatrafo  —  Bim  il 
Toeghal- Committal  of  Ouaililli  Bu- 
rner, 888 

Law  and  Polleo— Hr.  Fantar.ef  Dta|K 

1607 

Ireland— Law  and  Joatlee— Arml  ttt  fitm 

Keller,  Motion  for  Ad}oiimmeat.7t7 
Local  Taxation — Aaaeument  of  Ctmfok  mi 

Schoola  at  Hayle,  Cornwall.  1474 
MetropoliUn  Open  Spaeee  Ael  (1881)  EM> 

aion,  Comm.  et.  ],  1731 
Mining  Royaltlea,  tR.  1983 
Nary  Eatimatea— Tiataala  asd  ClelUH  ^ 

Seamen  and  Uarineo,  988,  964, 96«,  IMl. 

1013, 1018 

Parliament— Adjonmraent  and  Sittiafa  af  iha 
Honee— Tbe  Eaater  Reeaaa,  lUt 
Order— Baalneoa  ef  tba  Uooee— Oidare 
the  Day  for  Comnolttaa  ef  Saffly- 
Eiolnaion  of  Motiona,  880 
Poet  Oflloa-Tbo  Regleiared  Uttar  Bmah, 
1808 

Supply— Civil  SwtloBa  aad  RaraM*  Difari* 
moBta.  1038.  1010.  1887,  1088,  tMi 
Ameadt.  1081. 1088 

Sapreme  Court  ef  JadlaatHo(Inlaad),  Cmm. 

eJ.  1, 1448 

Cosyright  (Xosieal  Compoiltiou)  SU 

( JTr.  Addtaon,  Mr.  JomUnft,  Mr,  BmmeO. 
Mr.  FoweU) 
«.0rdertd:raadl**Jftrl4         [BOl  lU] 

OoBBiT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Witklo»,  X. 

Ireland— Qneationa 

Board  of  Worfce— Foitbar  Bipwfti" 
reqaired  for  Completiaa  of  AiUew  0^ 
boor  —  StatoBMM  of  the  Town 
mlaalooora  of  Arhlow,  889,  ITTS 
Uboaren^  Aeta— Working  af  tba  IM 
1774 

Land  Aei— Royal  OommiaBioo—  Ktmm* 
aa  to  ETietlona,  198  ;— WfoUew  Te 

177 

Motrapolii'Ony'a  Uoepilal,  889 
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OftAHBROOK,  Ytsoonnt  (Lord  I^reaident 
of  tlie  Council) 

Allotmetita.  1061 


OoRBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.-~€<mt. 
Poor  Lftw— Death  of  Eliza  Ryan  in  St.  Panems 

WorkboDM,  517 
WarOOo*— Rrauui  CathoU*  Armj  Cbaplaina, 
8S6 


CoronerB*  Electiona  Bill 

{Mr.  Wootton  Jiataon) 
«.  Ordmd ;  nad  I"  •  Jfrr  11        [Bill  198} 

OoEBT,  Sir  J.  P.,  Armagh^  ISid 
Bel&at  ICain  Dniuge«  Lords  AoMndti.  Conaid. 
1767 

OosauAH,  Mr.  H.,  Britiolj  S. 

Ktmj  Eatimatea,  1887-8 — Land  Foreu,  S83 
Ireland— Law  and  J natice— Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Iklotion  for  AdjoarnmeDt,  757 
Narj  Eatinutei— Vietaala  and  Clothing  for 

Seainen  and  Itlarinea.  983 
Farliament  —  Buaineaa  of  the  Honie— Ori- 

minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Motion 

Tor  Urgenoj.  1190 
Parliament— Buainesi  or  the  Uonso  (Rulea  of 

Proeednre)— Rale  1  (Clonirv  of  Debate). 

Ret.  418 

Supply— Civil  Servieea  and  BoTflone  Depart- 
menta,  1988, 1968 

OoTTOK,  Capt.E.  T.  J>.,  Chahire,  Wirral 
Defences  of  the  Empire— Coast  Defences  of 

Gnat  Britain,  374 
SnpfriT — GItII  Scrrieas  and  BemDe  Depart- 

meata,  1037 

County  Conrti  (E^penies)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jiuitm,  Mr.  AUom«y  Otiurtt,  Sir  Strhr* 
Matewttt) 

e.  Committee* ;  Report  Mar  14      [Bill  177] 

B«ad8°*  Jfor  17 
I,  RMd  V{Eeurl  BtauelUMp)  Mar  18  (No.  48} 

CouBTNKY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 
Kensington  Tostrj,  Conaid.  1808;  add.  a, 
1811,  181S 

MetropoliUn  Open  Spaeea  Aet  (1881)  Exten- 

sloo.  Comm.  add,  cL  1787,  1743,  1748 
Nafj  Eitimates— TietoaU  and  Clothing  fbr 

Seamen  and  Marines,  971.  973,  998,  099, 

1007, 1008,  1009,  1010, 1016 
Supply — Civil  Serrioes  and  Rereane  Depart* 

nents,  1037.  1028,  1070,  1077,  1110.  1111, 

1113, 1113, 1118. 1130 
Sapmae  Gout  of  Jndieatiiro  (Inland),  Comm. 

el.  1. 1448 

CowFEB,  Earl 

Church  Patronage,  Comm.cI.  33,848  :  Report, 
a(U.eJ.  1188, 1180 

CozBin-HABfiT,  Mr.  H.  H,  NvrfoUc,  N. 

AacannUtions,  3R,  1148 
India  (Bombaj)— Hindoo  Marriage  Lawi— 
Cam  of  Rnkmabal,  717 


Asia  (North  Eastern)— The  Oorea— Foreign 
Oooupation  of  Port  HunUtoa,  Hotien  mr 
an  Address,  1280, 1287 
Cfanroh  Patronage,  Comm.  d,  6, 841  j  «I.  37, 

Amend:.  848 
Eicotrie  Lighting  Aot  (1888)  Amendmrat. 
Comm.  tl,  1,814 

Cbawpobd,  Earl  of 
Eleatrle  Ughttng  Aet  (1883)  Amendment, 

Oomm.«;.  1,814 
Railway  and  Can.1l  Trafllo.  Comm.  el.  3, 

AmenJt.  1703  ;  c/.  7,  Amendt.  1703;  «I.  II, 

1706;  ef.31,  Amendl.  1760 

Criminal  Zaw  Amendment  {Ireland) 
The  Debate— The  Chief  Seeretaiy't  Spteeh, 
Qnestion,  Mr  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Chler  Seereurj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoor)  Ifor  39,  1780 
Qnestions,  Mr.  T.  H.  Ilcaly,  Mr.  Chance  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasnry  (Mr, 
W.  H.  Smith]  Mt  39,  1785 

Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

BiU 

c.  Notice  of  Motion,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr) ;  Observations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith)  :  Notice,  Mr.  John  Morley  Mar  31, 
808 

Moved, "  That  leaTe  ha  given  to  bring  In  a 
Bill  to  make  better  provision  for  the  pre- 
vention and  Puoishntent  ofCrime  in  Ireland  ; 
and  for  other  purposea  relnttng  thereto" 
{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour)  Mar  38,  1634 ;  after 
long  debate,  Debate  aiidjourned 

Debate  rMnmed  [Second  Night]  Jfor  38, 1790  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  Tnrther  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Nij;ht]  Mar  80,  1877  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

[See  title  Farliamtnt-'Bueiiute  ef  the  Ueuie\ 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Katthewe,  Mr.  Secretary  Baffour, 
rif  Lord  Advoeabt  Mir.  Setieitor  Oenerat 
for  Scotland) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  Jfiu-  II  [Bill  131  j 

Criminal  Lav   (Scotland)  Frocednre 

(No-  8)  Bill  {The  Lord  Advoeate, 

Mr.  Smetary  Matthew*,  Mr.  Solieitar 
General  for  Seotland) 
e.  Ordered;  nad  1**  Har  14         [BiU  196] 

Cbosb.  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 

Glebe  Lands,  Report, 8, 497  :  Amendt.  498  : 
el.  5,  Amsndt.  ti.;  el.  6,  Amendt.  499  ;  add. 
ei.ib. 

India— Queen's  Jabilee  Celebration— RoImm 
of  Prlaonan,  804 
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Obossiot,  Sir  S.,  Si^oli,  LowMtoft 
North  S«k  FiBberi«H-DepnditIoiii  by  Foreign 
on  English  FltbomieD— Roport  of  the  Oom- 
mlttee,  1768 

0B0SSUA17,  Ifajor  General  SirW.,  Pert»' 
mouih 

'  Adminltj— The  Indwn  Troopabip  "  Jnmaa/' 
1S8S 

'  Army  Eatimttei,  L«od  Forcfli.  830 

Ilonefl— Supply  for  Hilitftry  Furpoiei,  106, 

823 

Nary  Estimatei— Victuals  and  Clothtog  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  924 

Cwrmeif,  The 

Ths  Boyal  Oommittion  on  Bi-Metalliim,  Qam- 
tions,  Mr.  Howorlb,  Mr.  Cbildera;  An* 
■wers,  The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Hr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  15,  366 

Oold  caid  Silver  {Royal  Commttion),  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  MoDtagn  :  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchcqaer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  11, 11 

The  Copper  Currency — Freruk  ormMt  Cuint, 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Atkinson ;  Anawer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqnor  (Mr.  Owehen) 
Mar  14,  no 

OiFfizoi7,  Hod.  G.  N.,  Lancaaihire^  South- 
port 

Parliament  —  Baiiness  of  the  Hoose  —  Cri- 
minal Lav  AmendmeDt  (Irdand),  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1503 

Cmtomt  ffotut — Foreign  Qoodt  hearing 
British  Trade  Marks 
QoestioRS,  Mr.  Howard  Vinccot,  Mr.  Miin- 
delU;  AnswerB,  The  Secretary  to  tlie  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  18,  718 

Dai^ktuple,  Mr.  0.,  Ipstoieh 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Hotlon 
for  Loare,  1897, 1689 

Dawiut,  Colonel  Hon.  L.F.,  York, 

BlTor  Thames  PoUotloa— Bye-Uws  of  the 
Thames  CouerratorR,  011, 013, 1779 

DsASY,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  W. 

Amj  EttlmatM,  1887— Land  Forees,  833 
Itaw  and  Jnstleo  (Ireland)— Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjoommeot,  775 
Nary  Ettlmatea— Sea  and  Coast  Onard  Ser- 
Ttoea,  699 

Vietnals  and  Clothing  for  Seunea  and 
Marines,  1003 
PariiamenC—  Busuwas  of  the  Honae  (  Rules  of 
Prooed are)— Rale  1  (Closure  of  Debate) 
Res.  91,  93,  «17,  461 

Dk  La  Wabk,  Earl 

Colonial  Conference— RepresentatiOD  of  Unita, 
1186 

TUha  Bont-Oharge,  la.  US8 


Db  Lislk,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  H.  P.,  Z*iVm- 
ienhir;  Mii 

Admiralty— Nnral  Offleers— Ueateutnt*  and 

Snb-Lieotenants,  851 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (IreUnd),  Motioa 

for  Leave,  1883,  1889 
Dofiuoes  of  the  Empire — Coaling  Harbour  at 
Sinnpore,  732, 1341 
Coast  Oefonoes  of  Great  Britain,  819 
Navy — Lieutenants  and  Snh-Lfeutenanta,  033 
Navy  Estimatea — Victuals  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  949 
Supply — Civil  ServioM  and  RereoiM  Depart* 

manta,  1030 

Db  Wobub,  Baron  H.  (Beoretaiy  to  tiie 
Board  of  Trade),  Liesrpool,  £tui 
Toxteih 

Contagioas  Diseases  (Animals)  Aots— Cattle 

Trade  with  Inland,  1614 
Emigration  and   Immigration  —  Statistical 

Tables,  1777 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1614, 1610 
Ireland  —  Oommisaicnera  of  Irish  Lights — 
Cariiogford  Loogh  Lightkeepers'  Iiooscs, 
861 

UghtbooM  Keepers  and  Children,  IS31 
Merchant  Sblwing— Queations 

Acoidental  Loaa  of  Life — Inquiry.  731 
Boats  and  Life-Saving  Apparatus  on  Pas- 
senger Ships,  183 
rilot  CertiBoates  to  Foreign  Snbjeets 
1333 

Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  184 
Wreck  Commission — Return  of  Inquiries, 

1835,  1332 
Wreck  of  the  "  Flamingo,"  17 
Merobant   Shipping   (Fishing  Boats)  Acts 

Amondcnent,  Comm.  el.  11,  701,  702 
North  Sea  Fisheries— Depredations  by  Foreign 
on  Kngliah  Fishermen — Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 1766 
Railways  (England  and  Walos)-^Totoo  Sidings 

on  the  Midland  RaUway,  1331 
Wolgbts  and  Measures — Corn  Heas«res,t7Tl 

DXLLON,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 
Bulgaria- ExeeutioDs  of  Insnrgents,  110 
Criminal  Law  Amondment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1038.  16S8,  1609.  1686,  1600, 
1806, 1887 
Egj  pt —  Questions 

Detention  of  Zebebr  Pasha,  1783,  1784 
Finance,  Ac.— Refanding  the  Five  per 

Cent  Ooapon  Tax,  1334 
rolitical  Affairs— Sir  H.  Drommond  Wolff, 
10 

Ireland — Evictions— Marqaou  of  Lansdowno's 

Estate,  Queen's  Co.  1600 
Inland — Law  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  734,  730, 

743 

Navy  Estimates — Viotoals  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  860,  989 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House— Cri- 

minal  Law  Ameodmeot  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Urgency,  Res.  1357 
Parliament — Business  of  (he  House  (Rnlea  of 

I'rooednn)— Rule  1  (CkMura  of  Debate), 

Kes.  76,  790 
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>K,  Hr,  J.— «eiil. 

pply  —  Oiril  Senriow  and  RsTenne  Dc> 
wrtmenti,  1034.  1108.  1100,  1110.  IIU; 
Hmendt.  1113,1110,1130 

..vrn.  Hr.  L.  L.,  Swanata,  Town 

■ioa  (South)— Natal— The  Cbief  Lftogali- 
lalele,  II 

rica  (West  Coast) — The  Rojal  Niger  Com- 
}3Lnj,  831 

rliamcnt — Buatneu  of  the  Hodm  (Rules  of 
Proeedare)— Rule  1  (Olosure  of  Debate). 
Elea.  Amendt.  304 

tree  Sill* 

.ect  Comroittee  nominated  Ifiir  34 ;  List  of 
ihe  Committee,  1419 

311.  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham^  Edghaston 
rliameot — BusioesB  ot  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooednre)— Rale  1  (Cloanre  of  Debate), 
lies.  403 

dn-Habtlaito,  Mr.  F.  D.,  MiddUaex, 
Uxbridge 
al  mod  Wine  Dntiea  (Hetropolia],  lUS 
and  Rennne— Inoome  Tax  on  American 
Ploar  Hilla  Oompanlea.  S53 
at  OlBoe— Addreea  to  the  Poitnuuter  Gene- 
ral, 33 

ver  Thamea  —  The  Water  Oompaniea  — 
Sewage  S/atem,  304 

iNOTOR,  Sir  J.  E.,  GhuetsUr,  Tnvlui- 
hury 

Inatrial  Sebools — Combined  Department  for 
Bofi  and  Glrla,  180 

0LA8,  Ifr.  A.  Akbbs-  (Seoretary  to 
the  Treasary),  Kent,  8i.  AvgutUn$^t 
rliament— Adjoornment,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1080 

rliament — Diviaioos  of  the  House  (Pairing) 
— DivisloDS  on  the  2Ist  March,  178S,  1788 

Inaco  and  ImproTement  of  Lands 
IreUad]  ProTioional  Order  Bill 

( The  Earl  Beaachmp) 
ad  3"  *  Mar  11  (No.  39) 

\y  of  LaneatUr  —  The  XiddUman 

leation,  Mr.  J.  E.  Elite  ;  Aoewer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treaanr;  (Hr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Mar  93, 1140 

F,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Bmffthir* 

miraltjr  Expeoditore— Coat  of  Oonatme- 

tion,  085, 030,  696 

.vjr  Eetinatea— Sea  and  Coastguard  Ser- 
Tioea,  700 

Vietoata  and  Clothing  for  Seamen  and 

Marines,  944.  047.  068 
.rliament — Dirisious  of  the  Booae  (PairiDg) 
-DivUou  oa  Uw  SlrtUueb,  1789 


DuHCAw,  Colonel  F.,  Finghury,  Sialhorn 
Army  Estimates,  1887-8— Land  Foreea,  820 
Coast  Oefenoes  and  Coaling  Stationa— The 

Protected  Barbette  Sjitem  of  Fortification. 

Rea.  383 

Dyke,  Eight  Hon!  Sir  "W.  H.  (Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education),  Keni,  Dtui' 
ford 

Edacation  Department — (^estiona 

Building  of  Elemeotarjr  Seboola— Contolt- 

log  Arohiteot,  711 
Corporal  Punishment  in  Etementary  SohooU 

-Newport  Pagnell,  1317 
Exemption  from  Attendance — ^Tbe  Bjre- 

Lawa — Partial  Attendanoo,  714 
Greenwich  Hospital  School,  030 
Outbreak  at  Exeter  Training  CfOllege,  031, 

1616 

Seienee  and  Art  Departmmt — ^Loani  of 

Works  of  Art.  Ao.  178 
Scotland —  Bi-Lingual  InatraotioD—TlM 

Welab  Language,  1340 
Unireraity    Edaoation   (Wales)  —  'Welsh 

Training  Colleges,  1340 

Education  Dcpartmont — New  Code,  1887— 
Q,uestions 
Glass  Sobjeota— Welsh,  831 
Pupil  Teoehera  as  Queen's  Soholars,  833 
Welsh   and   Gaello  Languages  —  Poidl 

Teaohnra,  834 
Welih-Speaklng  IKstrlots,  833 

EccUtiMtical  Cemmistionera,  Th»,  and  ths 
Paddinffton  Thutea* — SaU  of  Zand 
Qneition,  Mr.  Lionel  Oohan ;  Answer,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  Mar  10, 807 

EDU0ATI017  DSFAKTUENT  (ENQLAin)  AXTD 

Waubs)  (Quaationa) 
Building  of  ElametUarg  SehooU — Tha  Cotu 
lulting  Architect,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  CounoU 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  Mar  18,  710 
Corporal  Puniahment  in  Elementary  Schoidi — 
Newport  Fagnell,  Queatlon,  Mr.  Channing ; 
A  newer.  The  Vice  President  of  the  OonnoU 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  Mar  34, 1317 
Exemption  from  AUendanee — The  Bya-hawa 
— Partial  Attendanea,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  ;  Anawer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Cooneil  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  Jfar  18, 
714 

Qreenmek  Hoepitai  School,  Qneation,  Gaptaia 
Price ;  Answer,  The  Vioe  President  of  the 
Counoil  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  Jfor  17. 
024 

Saienee  and  Art  Department— Loans  of  Worka 
of  Art,  ^0.,  Question,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answer, 
The  Vieo  President  of  the  Oounoil  (Sir 
William  Hart  Djke)  Mar  14, 178 

The  Exeter  Training  CoUage  —  The  Beeent 
Ovibreai,  Questions,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  ; 
Answers,  The  Vioe  Fresidoat  of  the  (Xtuneil 
(Sir  WiUUm  Hart  Dyke]  Mm.OmMLi 
JlorS^ieiS  "  9 
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Eduoatkut  DBFiBTxin  (Et^loHdand  Walet)~ 

— oont. 

The  New  Code.  1887 

"Speeifie  Subjeeti,"  Qaeations,  Mr.  T . 
E.  Etlii,  Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) ;  Answeri,  The  V[c8  Prssident 
of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke) 
Mar  17.  515 

Pupil  Teachers  as  Queea'i  Scholari,  <laeition, 
Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Glamorgau,  Rhondda)  ; 
Answflr,  The  Vies  President  of  the  Counoil 
(Sir  William  Hart  Djke)  Mar  21,  833 

C/a«  Subjtett  —  Weigh,  Question,  Mr.  W, 
Abrthan  (Glamorgan,  Rhondda) ;  Aniwer, 
Thfl  Vin  Prealdont  of  tho  Oounail  (Sir 
WiHiam  IlaH  Dyke)  Mar  SI,  883 

Welth-Speakit^  Ditlrictt,  Queatlon,  Mr.  T.  B. 
Ellia ;  Anawer,  The  Vioe  Pnaident  of  the 
Council  (Sir  WiUiam  Uart  Dyke)  Mar  81, 
833 

TAff  Welth  and  OaeHc  Languaatt—PimU 
TeaOtrt,  Queatioo,  Hr.  T.lB.Ellii;  An. 
■wer,  TIm  VJm  Preddent  oF  tho  Oonnoil 
(Sir  WUIiam  Hart  Dyka)  Mar  SI,  838 

EDWAaDs-Moss,  Mr.  T.  0.,  LtnuMhirt, 
8.W.,  Widnu 
Esypt— Armj  of  Oooopatlon— Health  of  the 
Troop*  at  Assouan,  1608 

EoERTON,  Hon.  A.  de  T.,  Che»h*r», 
Knutaford 

Unlioenoed  tlalls,  4o.^Pablio"  Baildinn. 
020 

Egypt 

Detention  of  Zeh^r  Paeha,  Qamtions,  Mr. 

Ubouebere,  Mr.  Dillon,  Hr.  (KKolIyi  An. 

Bwera.  The  Under  Searetary  of  Stato  Tor 

Foreign    Aflitirs  (Sir  James  Fergosson) 

a/ar2»,  1783 
Potitieal  Affaire— Sir  B.  Drummond  WoW, 

(Question,  Mr.  Dillon;  Answer,  The  Untier 

Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  ABiilrs  (Sir 

James  Fergnsioa)  Jtfiir  11,  IB 

Finance^  ^e. 

Refundiag  tin  Five  per  Cent  Coupon  Tax, 
Quoition,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answer,  The  Undor 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson}  Mar  34,  132i 

The  Land  Tax,  QuestiOD,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ; 
Answer.  The  Chaneeilor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  GoMiben}  Mar  33,  1U3 

Tm  "  Octroi  "  at  Cairo,  Question,  Mr.  Picton ; 
Answer,  The  Undor  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflaira  (Sir  Jamei  Fervntaon) 
Mar  17,  fi3S 

2%«  Armji  of  Oeet^lion 
DMorationtfor  the  Troopt  at  Aitouan,  Ques- 

tion,  Mr.  Shirloy  ;  Anawer.  The  Financial 

Secretory,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick) 

Mar  17,  503 
heal^  of  the  Troops  at  Aitouan,  Question, 

Mr.  Edwards-Uoss ;  Answer,  The  Score- 

tary  of  Bute  for  War  (Ur.  £.  Sunhope) 

Mar  28.  1809 
Major  ifacdonald,  Qaeation,  Dr.  Tanner; 

Anawer,  'I'he  Secretary  of  Stato  for  War 

(Mr.  E.  Stanbope)  Mitr  17^  008 


Egypt — oont. 
The  MiKtari/  Expedition 

Medal  to  the  SuoHn  R^menta,  (tiiMtio% 
Colonel  King-Uarman  :  Answer,  Tha  Scera- 
tary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUoliMe) 
Mari\.  830  . 

R.  A.  Cathie,',(htn«er  of  the  "  Sphinx,"  Qnec 
Hon,  Sir  ^Samuel  Wilson;  Answer.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  O«om 
Hamilton);afor  34,  1828^ 

Eloho,  Lo^,  Iptwieh 

Law  and  Jostiee— Conrt  Iloasei— Aoeomnoda. 
tion  of  Untried  Prisoners,  355 

Electric  laghtinsr  Act  (1883)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [O.L.]       [Tka  Zord  ntiiHov) 
I.  Committee  Mar  21,  804 

Report  •Maris  (Nfc  48) 

ELLKiTBOROiraH,  Lord 

Asia  (Korth.Eastern)  — Tbo  Coka— Foreign 
Occupation  of  Port  Hamilton,  Motion  ftr 
an  Address,  1389 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxhurgh 

Army— Sentences  by  Courts^artial— Reoent 

Rules  and  Regulations,  184 
Parliament— Bosinen  of  tbe  Hoom  (Batci  of 

Proeednre)  —  Rule  1  (Closnre  of  Debntel. 

Rm.  478. 1110 

Ellib.  Hr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  SiuAelifi 
Duchy  of  Lanoaster— The  Middleman  Srsten 
1145 

Edueation  Department  —  Building  of  Ele- 
mentary Schools — Consulting  Arohiteet,  710 
Irol'ind — Questions 

Criminal  Law  Amendment — Tho  Dabata  — 

Cliief  Secretary's  Speech,  1780 
Landed  Proprietors,  1886— Rotum,  1608 
Proelaimed  Meetings— Retomi,  185 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Allied  lU^al 
Arrests  —  Charge    against  Sergeant 
Whnrton.  816,  818;— Mr.  J.  M'Nutty. 
of  Loughglynn,  1323 
Trials  by  Jury— Return.  1476 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Aiyoarnment.fCS 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Irelaod),  Motioa 
for  Urgency,  1100 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Morioneththir* 

Burials— Borial  Ground  at  ItlanthtAen,  Meri- 
onethshire, 836,  leie 
Education  Department— New  Code,  1887— 
"  SpcoiBc  Subjects,"  015 
Welsh   and   Gaelic   Languages  —  Poi^ 

Teachers.  833 
Welsh-Speaking  Districts,  883 
EJucation  Uepartment  (Scotland) — Bi-Lingoal 

laatniotion— Tbe  Welsh  Langnage.  1344 
Education  Department— Unirersity  Bdoeatioo 

(Wales)— Weld  Training  Colleges,  1310 
Navy  EsUmatei— Vletnals  and  Olotbinr  fat 
Seamen  and  Marinei^  968 
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Emigration  and  Immigration — Staiittieai 

QuMtion,  C*pUin  Colomb ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
oratftry  to  the  Boanl  of  Trade  ( Baron  Ileiirr 
De  VonDB)  Mar  90,  177T 

JBmplo!f*r»^  Liahility  Bill 

JLegitlation,  Question,  Mr.  Brondhurit ;  An 
awer,  The  SocreUr;  of  Stnto  for  the  Home 
Dspartment  (Mr.  Mattbowa)  Mar  22,  11 18 

Sitiowod  SeKooU  Act,  1869,  and  Amend- 
ing Acit—8eh«mei  of  iht  Charity 
CommittiojMrt—  Wttt    Laving  ton — 
Wtltt  County  School 
Morad,  "  That  An  littmble  Addrenbe  protented 
to  Iler  UnjestT  prnylng  tbat  Her  .Uajeatj 
will  withhold  Her  uient  Trom  the  Bohomeg 
of  the  Charity  Oommiisionera  relating  to 
(1)  the  Fonndftlion  for  a  •ohool  and  alms* 
honMt,  ud  for  other  pnrpoaet,  in  the  pariah 
of  West  I Jivlngton,  otherwise  Bishop  Lnving- 
ton,  in  the  Coanty  of  Wilts,  founded  ander 
the  will  of  Alderman  Wtlliam  Datintaey, 
dated  10th  Maroh  10i2,  and  sines  farther 
endowed  :  and  (2)  for  dealing  with  the  En- 
dowment of  the  Wilts  CooRtr  Sohool,  in  the 
oonnty  of  Wilts"  {The  Lord  Stanley  o/ 
Prenlon)  Mar  30,  ITOl ;  llotion  agreed  to 

EsMONDB.  Sir  T.  H.  O.,  Dublin  Co.,  8. 
Orfmlnitl  Law  Ameodmant  (IrelftDd),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1634, 1839 

Exhihitiont  of  1B84,  1885,  1886  —  The 
Amountt  of  Roonptt  and  Es^enditttre 
<ineatioo,  Mr.  Watt :  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Tnuorr  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smitb]  Mar  11, 

Hutory  and  Worhhopi  Act 

Intpeetori  in  Ireland,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Johnston  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Afar  31, 
819 

Workiitg  Men  Intpeetori,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healf  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj  or  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Ur.  Mathews) 
Mar  28,  ie08 

Eenwiok,    Hr.    0.,  NotthimUrlanif 
Waniheek 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Honse  —  Cri- 
minal  Law  Amondment  (Irelud),  Motion 
for  Uiienejr,  Bos.  1191 

Ferqusoh',  Mr.  B.  (7.  Ifunro,  Leith,  S^e. 
Parliamant — Sittingt  and  Adjonroroent  of  the 
Hmue— Eiatar  Keoessj  788 

FxBOiTsaoir,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary   of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Manohotior,  N.E. 
Afrioa  (Bast  Coast)— King  of  Johanna,  859 
Africa  (West  Coast}— The  Roy^  Jffl|irfl0Si- 
pany,  831 


Fkmithov,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.— oonf. 
Annto-Amerioan  Fisheries  Oonvention,  1818— 

Purohasa  of  Armed  Oraisert,  1183, 1181 
Balgnria— Exeeations  of  Inssrgaols.  19 
Canada  and  the  United  Statat— The  Fishery 

Dispute,  82i 
China — German  Protaotorate  over  Iilaoda  of 

Chnsan,  730 
OoDTention  of  Paris,  181S— Engliah  Indabtad- 

nass  to  Franae,  0l8 
Egrpt — Qaestiona 

Detention  ofZebehr  Pashn,  1783,  1781 
Finance,  «ko. — Refandingthe  Fire  per  Cent 
Goopon  Tax,  1934 ;— Tha  "  Octroi "  at 
Cairo,  884 

Politiaal  ASaln-^r  H.  DmnHBoad  Wolff, 
19 

ifada^asoar-  aecall  of  Mr.  Piekerssill,  Uer 
Msjestr's  Vice  Consul  at  AntananariTo,  1 187 
Merohant  Shipping  Aet  (185()  Amendment 

(No.  2),  730 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1681)  Exten- 
sion, Comm.  add.  el.  1730,  1740,  1743 
Russia — Impriaoament  of  j.  W.  Robinson,  a 
British  Snbjeet,  808 
Rumonred  Attempt  on  ihe  Life  of  the  Ciar, 
198 

Zaosibar — Bombardment  of  Uloangani  by  Iht 
Portnguese,  358 

FxTXBSHAK,  Earl  of 
Olaba  Land*,  Baport,  d.  3,  Amondt.  408 

FizLD,  Admiral  E.,  Stutsr,  Eatthourno 
Admiralty — Admiralty  Espenditure— Cost  of 
Constraotion,  648,  694 
Dock  AeoommodatioD  at  Bombay  for  Uor 
Majesty'*  Navy,  503 
Navy  Estimatoa— Vietoals  and  Clothlog  for 
Seamea  and  HariDoa,  089,  058 

Fzhoh-Hatton,  Hon.  M.  E.  Q.,  lanooln- 
thire,  Spalding 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)  —  The  Arrest  of 
Fnther  Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  788 
Leeaoy  and   Succeasion  Duties — Copies  of 

Residuary  Accounts,  530 
MetropoliUD  Open  Spooea  Act  (1881)  Eiten- 
aion,  Comm.  add.  n.  1740 

f  JHUT,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Invenust,  ^e. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House — Cri- 
minal Law  Amandmaot  (Iralaod),  Motion 
for  Urgenoy,  Res.  1313 

Sootland— Post  Offloe— Afloalantion  of  Halts 
North  of  Partb,  818 

FunroAHE,  Mr.  J.,  Zimmek,  E. 

Ireland— Law  and  Juatioa— Hr.  E,  Ryan, 
Oommittfld  for  Contempt,  179 

FisHXB,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fuihai» 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Iraland),  Motion 
for  LaaTO,  1848,  1851,  1853 

FitzGebald,  Lord 

Arm^  (Auxiliary  Forces) — IlelmetB  for  the 

Militia  Ri'^iinfuts,  Vi^i 
EtallwMLIlA^llit  TraOli!,  Comm.  d.  3,  1733 
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FxtzWtoiuii,  Qtea&nl  Sir  F.  W.,  Manttt 
Fanham 

DeftnoH  of  th«  Em^n— Cout  DtfenoM  of 
Gnat  Britain,  S78 

Fltrit,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  IT. 

Land  L«w  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  ud  PareluM 

of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1865— The  Royal 

Commiuion — Mr,  Knipe'i  Report,  1100 
ttijj  EBtimatei— VifltanU  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marinei,  985 
Parliament— Buiinesa  of  the  Houm  (Rules  of 

Proeedtire)— Rnt*  1  (Cloutre  of  Debate), 

Eee.  50,  400, 141,  173 

FoBXiGN  Apfaibs — Socretary  of  State 
(tte  SAiasBiTRT,  Marquess  of) 

FoBBiair  AfFAiBB — ^Under  Seoretaxy  of 
State  (wt  Febousson,  Biffht  Hoa. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Boraa- Breeding  Depdta 

Address  for,  "  Copies  or  extraot  of  reports  of 
Her  Hajeoty'i  diplomalio  agents  at  Paris, 
Vienna,  and  Beriio,  on  the  subjeot  of  horse- 
breeding  dep&ti,  forwarded  to  tho  Foreign 
Offioe  in  the  jear  1884"  (The  Bart  of  Straf. 
/onQ  ifar  II,  1 ;  Address  agned  to 

tSeo^fMy] 

F0B8TER,  Sir  C,  TTaliall 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaoe^Aot  (1881)  Exten- 
sion), Comm.  add.  el.  1730 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway, 
SR.  1161 

Walton-On-ThaniH  and  Weybridge  Gu  BUL 
8R.  1465 

FoEvooD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  £aneaahire,  Ormtiirk 
Admiraltr — Conlraot  System  of  the  Admiralty 
— Koyal  Commission— Irregular  Pnbliea- 
tlon  of  Eridence,  Personal  Explanation, 
60 

Sir  William  Palliser  (Armonr  Bolts),  1460 
Narj— Ships  of  War  (Designs),  HoUon  for  a 

Seleot  Committee,  608 
Nary  Eitimatet— Bs-organltation,  Ac.  of  the 

Aoooantant  General's  Department,  1617 
Navy  Estimates— Vletnals  and  Clothiog  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  014, 1008 

FoTLEB,  Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,  Woher- 

Nary  Estimates— Vlotoala  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  906,  908,  067 

I'arl  lament— Busioesi  of  the  IIouw,  376 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)^  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1207,  1211 

Parliament — Bosineas  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procodare)— Rale  1  (Closnre  of  Debate), 
Res.  461,  473 

Fmrcution  of  Offi^nces  Aeti— The  RfgolaliOBS 
— lUsuIls,  A3S 


FowuB,  Right  Bon.  Henry  H.— eeni. 

Rifor  Thames  Pollution— Bye-Lawi  of  the 

Thames  Coneerrators,  612 
Supreme  Oonrtof  Jadieatare[Ireland).  Goma. 
1441 

War  OIB0»— Compnlsory  RetireDMnk  of  liea- 
tenaut-Cidoneli- The  RotsI  Warrant,  1887, 
517 

FowLXB,  Sir  B.  N.,  £onim 
Africa  (Soatb>— The  Zolus,  730 
London  Coal  and  Wtoe  Duties  Continoanee— 

Public  Park  in  Tottenham,  1148 
Parliament — Bnsiiteas  of  the  Honae  (Bnleaef 

Prooedare)- Rule  I  (ClMure  of  DoUte), 

Res.  117 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  ZingU  Co.,  TUOamor* 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Riots  at 
Yougbal — Telegram  from  Captain  Plnnkett, 
Diviaional  Ma^strate,  366 
Ireland— Lriw  and  Justice- Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  778,  774 

FoTnes  Hartwur  (TransCor)  Bill 

{Sir  Berberf  KaxueO,  Mr.  JaOettm) 
e.  Bill  withdtmwn  •  ifiir  14  [BiU  100] 

Fkabbb,  General  C.  0.,  Lambeth,  N. 

Defences  of  the  Empire— Coast  Defeoflea  ef 

Great  Britain,  207 
War  Office— Horse  Artillery  Batteries,  843 
Mobilisation  oF  First  and  Seoond  Army 
Corps,  1341 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Electrie  Ughting  Aet  (1883)  AnMndsseat. 
Comm.  of.  1,  810 

Gahe,  Ur.  J.  L.,  Leedt,  8. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Leare,  1838 

Gabdneb,  Mr.  H.,  Essex,  Saffron  WaltUn 
Agricultore,  Committee  on — The  Ueaaian  Fly, 

528 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)— Inooolation 
for  Anthrax,  1781 

Parliament  —  Bnunoss  of  the  Ilonne  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (IrilietfJ^  MoUoB 
for  Urgeney,  Rei.  1010 

Gebge,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Parliament- Business  of  the  Iloase  (Rolea  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  66, 100, 110,  803 ;  Motion  for  Adjoon- 
ment,  444  ;  Amendt.  416, 167 

QiisooLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cbrt.  W. 
India- Madras  Board  of  RereDoe— Statanent 

of  Mr.  Thomas,  803 
Ireland- Queatioos 

Evictions — Notlee  to  Relioriag  (NSeers, 
179 

Law  and  Jnitiee — Dnnmaoway  Petty  S«s- 
slont— Case  of  Felix  Sweeney,  7 
Robert  Ketly  and  Tbomai  Sonlly,  1770 
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OiutooLT,  Mr.  3.~ewi. 

Poor   Law  Eleotions  —  B»ntr]r  Union, 
1771 

Pott  Oflloe— Onugh  Poil  Office,  170 
_N«*7  —  Emplojnwiit  of  Marinot  on  Privste 
Sart  iM,  1 

Ozxj.,  Hr.  H.  J.»  Limerieh 

Ireland — Post  Offleo— 'Wagai,  Ao.  of  Umeriok 
Poatmes,  17T7. 177S 

Gut,  Mr.  T,  P.,  Louth,  8. 

Ireland — ConstabaUrj  Force  for  the  North 
Riding  of  Tipperary,  8fi0 
Rojal  Gommisiion  on  tho  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1881,  and  the  Parohaao  of 
Ijind  (Ireland)  Act,  18S5  —  Shorthand 
Writer'a  Notea,  S21 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjouroment,  761 
Partiament — Order — Buainesa  of  the  House— 
Order  of  the  Daj  for  Committee  of  Supplj — 
Eselusion  of  Motions,  858 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  ol 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  63, 114.  481,  768,  703.  794 

Qladstonx,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edin- 
burffh,  Mid  Lothian 
'Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1648.  16»7,  1700,  1797,  1708, 
-   1806.1813,1810.  1820,  1824 
KenslngtoD  Veatr7,Coadd,a(fd.  d.  1811 
iVUament — Bnsineae  of  the  House— Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgenoy,  Res.  1261,  1278,  1853,  1306, 
1868, 1369,  IMI,  1004,  lfi6S,  1676 

aiete  Lands  BiU  [h.i.]  (No.41] 

{Th$  Titeoant  Crou) 
I.  Report  Mar  17,  498 

Read3>*Jfara3  (No.  46) 

CK>DaoiT,  Mr.  A.  F.,  KiddwmintUr 

Law  and  Jaatico  (England  and  Wales) — EtI- 
denoe  in  Revenue  Cases,  10 

QoLDSwoBTHT,  Major-General  W.  T., 
Mammmrtmith 
Army  Estimates,  1887-8— Land  Forces,  833 
Kensington  Veetry,  Oonsid.  1806;  oM.  ol. 
1316 

GOBST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  ol 
State  for  India),  Chatham 
Admimltjr — Dock  AcoommodatiOD  at  Bombajr 

for  Her  Majesty's  Navy.  603 
India— Q,u(>Btions 

Army  Medical  Staff— Brigade  Surgeons,  Iff 
Bombay— Hindoo  Marriage  Laws— Case  of 

Rnkmabai,  717 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  1144 
Infant  Marriage  and  Enforced  Widowhood, 
824 

Pishln  Frontier,  835     Force  of  Obierva- 
tioa  on  tho,  730 

TOIL.  pOOXU.  [thzbd  sibizs.]  [tmt. 


OoBST,  Sir  J.  &.--eont> 

Railways— Railway  to  Quetta,  360, 361 

Pisliin  Valley  Line.  813 
Telegraph  Department,  6 
Vaccinntion  Laws  in  British  India— Psiial- 

ties,  362 
India — Madras — Questions 

Board  of  Revenue  —  Statement  of  Mr. 

Thomas,  353 
Cinchona  Plantations,  640 
Covenanted  Civil  Service— l^and  Speeula- 

tions— Mr.  Snlllvao,  623 
Discontent  in,  613,  631 
Frauds  on  the  Revenae,  1613 
Outbreak  in  the  Gudnn  District.  1613 
Sale  of  Municipal  Buildings  in  Ootaca- 

mund,  626 

Navy— H.R.II.  The  Duke  of  Connaught— In- 

apeotioQ  at  Aden.  1782 
PariiomeD^  Badness  of  the  Iloosa  (Rule*  of 

Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  487 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Reveoue  Depart- 
menta,  1069.  1081,  1087,  1070 

(}o80H£N,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Ghaacelloi  of 
the  Exchequer),  St,  Ooorgio,  Man^ 
over  Square 
Civil  Service  Writers— FUity  of  Tenure,  720. 
721 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motioo 
for  Leave,  1813^  1818,  1830,  1833,  1838. 
1824, 1826 

Cnrrenoy— Freneh  Bronse  Coins,  170 

Gold  and  Silver— Royal  Commission,  14 

Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes— The  Pea- 
body  Trustees— Property  Tax,  1604 

Egypt  (FiaaDoe,4G.)— Land  Tax,  1148 

Excise— Brewing  Uoenees— Cottage  Brewers, 
1618 

Finance— Treasury  Bills,  1140 
Inland  Rovenae — QuestioQS 

Income  Tax  on  Chambers  ttf  Commeroe, 
863 

Income  Tax  on  American  Flour  Mills 

Companies,  363 
Stamp  Duty  on  Toarly  Leases  in  Scotland, 

1146 

Navy  Estimates— Viotuals  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  OSO,  969.  901 

Parliament— Basinets  of  tho  Uoase  — Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1657.  1601.  1603,  1504, 
1666. 1666 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Houne  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  106,  107, 108,  403 

Supply- Civil  Servioei  and  Revenae  Depart- 
ments, 1060, 1061 

QouBLKY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Aoglo-Amerieaa  Fiaheries  Convention,  1818  — 

Faro  base  of  Armed  Cruisers,  1 158 
Canada  and  the  United  Sutos— The  Ftsberiet 

Dispute.  833 
Dominion  of  Canada— Armed  Cruisers,  1603 
Navy  —  Channel  Squadron  at  Lisbon  and 

Gthraltar,  171 
Navy— Ships  of  War  (Designs),  Motion  for  a 

Seleet  Coounittee,  689 
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Grakvizxb,  Earl 

Parliament— Boiioen  of  th*  Hoi 
Reoew,  Ui9 

Gbat,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Bum,  Malion 

Merohanfc  ShipplDg— Wreok  of  tho  "  Flamin- 
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HnoEES  -  Haxxett,   Oolonel  F.  0., 
Roth$*ttr 

Deftneea  of  the  Empire — Coaet  Defenoee  of 

GrMit  BriUin,  390 
India  — Ann;  Medical  Staff— Brigade  Sur- 


geona.  14 
Ddegraph  I 

Karj  Sitiuatee^Viotmle  and  Clothing  for 


Teten  mph  Department,  6 
iuatee— Viotmli  ■ 
ScanMB  and  Mariaei,  908, 9 1 9 


BiwKBa>HAu.tTT,  Colonel  P.  C—conL 

Parliament — Bosinen  of  the  Honee — Grt< 
minsl  Iaw  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgenej,  Ree.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1991,  1987,  1940 
Royal  CommletloB  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Aot,  1881,  and  the  Purohase  of  Land  (Ire- 
land)  Act,  1685— The  ETldenoe,  38 
War  Office— Warrant  OfBoera  —  R^meotal 
Sergeant  Majoft,  188 

Hthtt,  Mr.  F.  Seager,  MaryUloM,  W. 
Ireland— Rojal  Irieh  Conitabularr— RIpIi  at 
Touf[bal— Telegram  from  Captain  Plunkett, 
DiTiBional  Magiatrate,  363 

HuirrxB,  Sir  W.  Q.,  ffacktuy,  Ctntral 
War  Offlee-^Sight  Teiti  for  Candidate!  for 
Commiitione,  860 

HuHTBB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Ah0rit0ny  N. 

India— VaceinatiOQ  Lawa  in  British  India— 

Penaltiee,  869 
NaTj  Eitimatei— Tiotoale  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  998 
Parliament — Bueineee  of  the  Bouee  (Rnlee  of 

Prooedure)— Rule  1  (Oloenra  of  Debate}, 

Ree.  131,398 

Illiko WORTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradfortl,  W. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (IreUnd),  Motion 
for  toave.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1730, 
1809 

Defoncei  of  the  Empire— Coaat  Defonoet  of 

Qr»t  Britain,  30ft 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoea  Act  (1681)  Eiten- 

aion,  Comm.a(f(f. 1798,  1741.  1743 
Navj  Eatimatea— Vieluali  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marinea,  069.  963,  960,  995 
Parliament— Buaineu  of  the  Ilonae  (Rulot  of 

Procedure)- Rule  1  (CloMire  of  Debate), 

Res.  Ill 

Sappljr— Civil  Serrioei  and  Rerenne  Depart- 
menu,  1031.  1049 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Deftnew 

Coaling  Barbour  at  Singapore,  Qucations,  Mr. 
De  Lisle;  Answers,  The  Sorreyor  General 
of  Orduutoe  (Ur.  Northoote)  Mar  18, 789; 
Mar  94, 1841 
ffonff  Kong,  ideation,  Mr.  Webster;  Answer, 
The  Sarvejor  General  of  OrdoaDOO  (Ur. 
Nortbeote)  Jfor  94, 1887 

[8*0  title  Clwuf  IhfaiMt} 

Imperial  Inttitutt,  7^—TA$  8it«  at  SotOh 

Questions,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor :  Answers.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Tnaiurr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mat  16,  875 

Incnmbenta  of  Beneflooi  Loam  Exten- 
•ion  Act  (1886)  Amendment  Bill 
[H.L.]  ( Tht  J>ukt  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandot) 

I.  Read  2>  Mar  14, 108  (No.  80} 

Cooiniittee  *  Report  ifar  17 
Ucad  3>  •  Mar  18 
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Tndia— Secretary  of  State  («m  Obobs, 

Viscount) 

India — Under  Secnretary  of  State  (<«« 
Goer,  Sir  J.  E.) 

InDiA  (QiMtwm) 
Army  Madiiot  StaM — Brigade  Swrgeont, 
QnMtioD,  Colonel  TlagbM-llkllett ;  An«w«r, 
Tbe  Under  Secntar;  of  Slut*  Tor  Indim  (Sir 
John  Gorat}  Mar  11, 11 
Committtt  on  Indian  Affairi,  QaesUon,  Mr. 
King !  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
Stoto  for  India  (Sir  John  Oorat)  Mar  33, 
114« 

Force  of  GbtervaUon"  the  Pi$kin  FmUier, 
Qnestiona,  Hr.  Boflhanan ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Slate  for  Indie  (Sir 
John  Oorst)  ifor  18.  750 ;  Queation,  Dr. 
Tanner :  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretai?  of 
SUte  ftor  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  31. 6S1 

Telegraj^  Ptpartnmt,  QDeitfon,  Colonel 
Hogbes-Ilallett ;  Anewvr,  The  Under  Seore- 
turj  of  Sum  for  I&dift  (Sir  John  Gorat) 
JWir  ll.S 

BOHBAT 

The  Hindoo  MarHageLawi—  Cau  ofRukmahai, 
Qoeition,  Mr.  Coiens- Hardy ;  Anawer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Slate  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gortt)  Mar  18,  717 
Infant  Marriage  and  Enforced  Widowhood, 
Qiwition,  Mr.  £.  R.  Rnaaell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorat)  ifer  31,  821 

The  Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— ReUaee  of 
30,000  Pritonert,  Question,  Obserrations, 
Lord  Stanley  of  AUerley:  Reply,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Viecoant  Crosi) 
Jfar  81,  803 

Vaeci»ati<m2jauiiin  Britiihlndia — Penaltitt, 
Question,  Mr.  Hunter;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Oont) 
Mar  U,  86S 

Bazlvati 

S%§  BaUwmf  to  Quetta,  Qoeationi,  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan ;  Anawan,  The  Under  Seeretarj  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gont)  Mar  IS, 
860 

The  Fiehin  VaUey  Line,  Qoestion,  Mr,  Bu- 
obanao;  Anewet>  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorat)  Jf«r  31»  843 

UAsmu 

DiteonUnt  in  Madraa^  QaestloB,  Hr.  J.  F.  Z. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  GorstJ  Mar  17,612  ; 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Taito  i  Anawer,  The  Under 
SMretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gont) 

ifoAvM  Board  1^  Swnue— Statement  <^  Mr. 
Thomas,  Qaeitlon,  Mr.  Giibooly ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Joha  Gorst)  ifar  IS,  353 

Fravdi  on  the  Revenue,  Qoestion,  Mr.  J.  F. 
X.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Under  Seeretary 
of  Stata  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  28. 
1611 


Ikdu — J/arfraj— cont. 

Outbreak  in  ike  Oudm  Dietriet,  QaeaUon.  Mr. 
J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Dad«r  Setn- 
tarjr  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gent; 
Mar  38.  1613 

Plantalione  of  Cinchona,  Queation,  Mr.  £I«- 
niker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seer»- 
tsry  of  Stato  for  India  (Sir  Joha  Geni) 
Mar  21,  8S9 

Sale  of  Mmiidpal  Buildinge  in  Ootaeamaad, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Tuite;  Answer,  The  Uad» 
Secretary  of  Stale  for  India  (Sir  John  Gmtl 
ifor  17,  S2S 

The  Covenanted  Civil  Service — Land  SpeeaU- 
tione — Mr.  Sullivan,  QueotioD,  Mr.  Bs. 
obanan ;  Aniwer,  The  Under  Seeretaiy  af 
State  fbr  India  (Sir  John  Gont)  Mar  17.09 

Induetrial  SehooU — Combined  liapew^Miik 
for  Boyt  and  Girh 
Question,  Sir  John  Dorington  ;  Answer,  Tk« 
Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Oepartowsl 
(Ur.  Mattbewa}  Mar  14, 18S 

Ibblaxd  {QueHiem) 

AyrieidttmSdueational  Slatione,  Qaestioo. 
Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Attoraey  Gear* 
nl  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmea)  Mar  11,8 

Alleged  IlUgal  Lotteriee.  Question,  Mr.  Asder^ 
son ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  br 
Ireland  (Mr.  Uolmes)  Mar  18,  717 

Development  of  the  Reeoaree*  of  Ireland— The 
Royal  Oommiatien,  QneetlMi.  Hr.  T.  W. 
Russell ;  Answer.  Tho  Chief  Seoretary  tat 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  S 1 ,  668 

Harbours,  ^e.  on  the  West  Coast  —  Portsf 
Slige,  Qnestion,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald  ;  Answer. 
The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J. 
Balfoor)  Mar  18,  713 

Irish  Reproductive  itoan  Fund  Act — Co.  Berrf, 
Question,  Hr,  B.  Harrington  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasary  (Mr.  Jaoksoo) 
Mar  18,  7U 

Leeal  Oovernment  Board— The  Borough 
Nemry  and  the  Counties  of  Dotsn  and 
Armagh — Fiscal  Relations,  vluestion,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Heaty  ;  Answer.  The  Attorney  Gene 
ral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  II,  36 

Loeai  Qovemment  Eteetions — MountmeBidt 
Union,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  V.  X.  O'Brien: 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  ifor  21,  848;  MsrH, 
1333 

Parliamentary  Elections-North  Antrim  Elec- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  HoIoms) 
Mot  11. 16  i-~-M^ieioae  It^ury  to  Proftrtg, 
Qoostims,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Aniwen,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bak 
four)  Mar  14,  181 

Pruelaimed  Meetings — National  League  Meet- 
ing at  Ashgrove,  Co.  Cork,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  Chance ;  Answers,  The  OUef 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr) 
Mar  14,  178  iStftorat.  Qoestions.  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Mao  NeUli  Aaswan,  Ths 
Chief  Seeretaiy  for  IreUnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaU 
fonr).  186 

Jltegal  Meetings  -  Street  Bands,  Question,  Mr. 
Ohanoe ;  Answer.  The  Attorney  Qeaeral  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  IS,  867 
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InLAn>— MMf. 

A»man  ColAoIis  Belie/  Act,  1829  —  Aomon 
CatAoHe  MUtion  at  Pcplar,  QQehtiom,  Mr. 
JiAnton,  Mr.  M'OuUn ;  Aotwsrs,  Tbo 
Fint  Lord  of  tbo  Trtuaf;  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smttb)  JKor  Si,  1851 
Sted  8t^y  (irwtmd)  Act,  I8S0— RejuyniM^ 
0^  Loiuu,  <iMitioni,  CoIomI  Nolan,  Mr.  J. 
F.  X.  O'Brivo;  Answan,  The  Ohlef  Seors- 
inTj  for  IrtUod  (Hr.  A.J.  Bklfour)  Jfor  14, 
171;  Quettiona,  Colonel  Nolan;  Antwort, 
Tbo  Ctiiof  SeoreUrj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoor)  Mar  H,  1S36;— i«M  0/  deed. 
<lnettioD,  (MoDol  Nolan;  Antwor,  The 
Chief  Soor«Ur7  for  IreUod  (Mr.  A.  J.  B.iU 
four)  JTor  as,  1769 

7he  Orange  Org<mi§ation — Union  Oficialt, 
Qneatlona,  Mr.  Ghanoe,  Mr.  Jobnaten ;  Aa- 
nreri.  The  Chief  Soeretarj'  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfonr]  Jfor  10,  353 

T%§  Qkmu'i  ColUgef  Qalway,  QBeitlon,  Mr. 
PinltertOB ;  Aniwfr,  The  Chief  Seeretary 
for  Irdand  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Jfar  2i. 
IMO 

VeMrinoty  Department  of  th«  Privy  Cmneil — 
CattUmm  America  and  Ireland,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  O'Dohertj ;  Aniwer,  The  Chief  Seero- 
tary  for  Irotaod  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  Jlbr  31. 
847 

BoAHD  or  PcBLio  WouH  (Trilakd) 
Arkhw  Mar^—FuriAer  Eiipenditwre  Be- 
ftured— Statement  of  the  Town  Otmmie- 
rionert  ^  AriUfw,  Qaeatlon,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Seoretirr  to  tbe 
Treaaur;  (Mr.  Jaoiiion)  Mar  21,  8S9 
Arklom  Betrhour  Works,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Anewer,  The  Seeretary  to  the 
TrcMorr  {Mr.  Jaebaoii)  JTar  »,  1778 
Mtport  «f  IM  Bafol  C^mmierim,  l^aaatione, 
Mr.  r.  P.  Z.  O'Brien,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kennj  ; 
Aoiwore,  Tbo  Chief  Seoretory  for  Irelaod 
(Ur.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  Mar  38. 160i 

CocBT  or  BAMXBTirrcT  (Irblajnd) 
Report  of  the  Committee,  Qucation,  Mr.  Mae 
firili ;  Anawor.  Tbo  Chief  Seorelarr  for 
Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  14,  ITS 
Transfer  of  Undmimed  Dieidenda,  Qneation, 
Mr.  P.  H'Donald ;  Attiwer,  The  Attomer 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holme*)  Mar  17, 
IM 

L,  H.  Jamtt,  late  €jfioial  Auignee,  Qnee* 
tkw,  Mr.  P.  U'Donald ;  Anawer,  Tbo  At> 
tomej  Oonoral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmee) 
Mar  18,  718 

IxuKD  Bimnn  DiPABTMnn  (Ibblaitd) 
Appointmente,  QaeatlM,  Ur.  J.  E.  Redmond  : 

Anaver,  The  Seeretarf  to  tbe  Treaaoiy  (Ur. 

JaflkMn)  Mcar  17.  830 
Moftiak  OfidaU,  Oaertioni,  Mr.  J.  E.  Bed. 

nond,  Mr.  Artbnr  O'Connor ;  Aotwera,  Tbe 

Secretu7  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 

Mar  96,  1616 
Withdrawal  of  the  Cotleetor  from  SUgo,  Qaei- 

tioni,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.   P.  ftTDonald ; 

Anawon,  Tba  fleoreUvr  to  tbe  Trenaorj 

(Mr.  JaekMo)  Mar  11,  18;  Qnestiooa,  Mr. 

O'Kelly,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretarjr  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfonr),  Tbo  SeereUr;  to  tbe  Treaaury  (Mr. 

jMkaoa)  JTor  18. 801 

LoMf. 


Inujuni — eotU, 

Laboumrs*  (Irbund)  Acts  « 
Labomrere*  DwelUnge — Ifbtieei  on  the  Cork 

Union,  i^ueation.  Or.  Tanner :  Answer,  The 

Chief  8eerebU7  for  Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bnl> 

fenr)  Mar  14,  191 
Mr.  John  Roe,  Doncufhmore  Cnion,  Question, 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Tho  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  j.  Balfonr) 

ifor  31,815 
Return,  Queation,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer.  Tbo 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaU 

foor)i/dr34.  1333 
Working  ^  the  Aet$,  l^stion,  Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet:  Answer,  Tbo  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  39,  1771 

The  Irish  Land  Question— Legislatton,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  'fho  First  Lord 
of  tbo  Tnasory  (Ur.  W.  U.  Smith)  Jfiir  11, 
36 

Landed  I*roprietors  (Treland),  1886— iJ^ftirn, 
Qneation,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  :  Answer,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
fonr) Jfor  38, 1608 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)— Jfeereee  for 
Rent,  Co.  Donegal  ~WroiuiM  Action  of  a 
Ba^,  QneoUon,  Mr.  O'Ooherty ;  Answer, 
Tbo  Attorn^  Genwal  for  Irriand  (Mr. 
Holmes)  Mar  17, 818 

Land  Act  {Ireland),  1870 

Witilow  TenanU,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;  Answer,  Tbe  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  14,  177 

Tenant  Pnrehaeers,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Tlie  Chief  Seon-tary 
for  Ireland  (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  31,  846 

Mr.  }Frenek,  a  I  Mind  Commiitioatr,  Question. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Chief  Se> 
crelary  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr) 
Mar  28,  1898 

A  Commotion  Cmtri,  Co.  W^ord,  Queatimii 
Mr.  J.  E.  Rodmond;  Answer,  Tbo  Ghiof 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr) 
Jfiir  38.  1608 

Land  Purehase  {heUmd)  Aet^Ap/^ieationM 
for  Advanees,  QoesUons,  Mr.  Mao  Nelll; 
Anawors,  Tbe  Cliief  Seeretary  for  Ireland 
(Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  14, 173 

LiifD  Law  (Iobland)  Act,  1881,  ahd  thb 
Fdbohasb  or  Land  (Ibslakd)  Act,  1888 

— T&l  ROTAL  COUXIBSIOV 

Question,  Ur.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  Tbo 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  88, 1616 

7fM  Svidence,  Qoestioos,  Colonel  Hosbet- 
Hallett,  Mr.  Hanbnry ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  tbe  Treasury  (Ur.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Jfor  11,38 

Jfr.  Knip^s  Report,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy  :  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  tbo  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  11,  89;  Question.  Mr.  Cole- 
ridce ;  Answer,  Tbo  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jfttr  33,  1IA0 

Shorthand  Writers'  Notes,  Qnesliona,  Mr. 
Obaneo,  Mr.  £.  Harrington  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  S«er«fau7  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  S. 

^  (**•*■  I 
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InRLiND  -Zaiuf  /^dW  {Ireland)  Act,  1881,  ^c, — 
cont. 

Bairoar),  M»  14. 176  ;  (^uotion.  Hr.T.  P. 
Gill ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Seeretu-y  for  Ire- 
lud  (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  17.  SSI 

Evidence  at  to  Svietioni,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Aaswer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasurr  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  H,  19S 

"  Anonymotu  Witnei$e$"  Question,  Mr. 
Chance;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Trensnrj  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  10,  S7ff 

tand  Law  [Ireland)  Aett — Report  of  ih« 
Royal  Committion,  Question,  Observations, 
The  Earl  of  Milttown  ;  Rcpl.v,  The  Par- 
master  General  (Earl  Bcnnchamp)  Hear  38. 

im 

Jriek  Land  CmmUtUm—'SUtingt  at  Dundalh 
Question,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna ;  ADBwen 
The  AttMuejr  Geaenl  for  Ireland  (Hr 
Bolmei)  Mar  17, 0Oi 

CoKKiHionas  ov  Irish  Lishtb 
VarKngford  Lou^k  Lightkeepart'  Souiet,  Qaes- 
tion,nMr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Seeretaty 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henrj  De 
Worms]  Mar  15,  SSI 
LighUvmte  Keeper$  and  Children,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  JohBflton ;  Anawer,  The  Seoretar/  to 
the  Board  of  Trwie  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Mar  34,  1831 

EnvcATioN  (Isblaitd) 

CommiitUnere  of—Atte»datK«  nf  Members, 
(^estion,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfonr)  Ifar  21, 844 

Mr.  Jameu  A .  Irwin,  National  School  Teacher, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Anawer,  The 
Chief  Seoretarj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Afar  21,  843 

JVoKoHof  Board  of—Examinationt  for  Work- 
mittreue$.  Question,  Mr.  M,  J.  Kenny; 
Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Jfar  38,  15B8- 

Ifational  School  Teaeheri,  Questions,  Mr. 
TuiU  ;  Answari,  The  Chief  Seerotar;  for 
IrebQd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  The  First  Lord 
of  tlM  TrMsnry  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  16, 
369 

Monitori  m  National  Sehoolt,  Question,  Mr. 

Blane;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  18,  707 
Pupil  Teacheri,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfour)  i&r  31,  888 

FlSHBBIBS  (IbBUND) 

Board  of  liikery  CoMorvatort,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.)  ;  Anawer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireluid  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Batfonr)  Mar  17,  C04 

riSHBBT  PiBBB  AMD  H&BBOUBI  (IhbLAVD) 

Works  at  Qreystones,  Qnestion,  Hr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Tmraiy  (Mr. 
Jaekson)  Mar  34, 1331 

FiBHB  AMD  HaRSOVBS  (Ibblaitd) 

Arldow  Harbour  —  Further  Expenditwe  Re- 
quired—  Statement  of  the  Town  Commit- 
tioners  of  ArkUw,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackaon)  Mar  31,  82B 

[Mltf. 


Ireluid — Post  Q^-^conL 
Arklow  Barbour  Works,  Qnestion,  Mr.  ff.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj    to  the 
Treasnry  (Hr.  Jaekson)  Mar  39, 1779 

Poor  Lav  (Irbukd) 

Donegal  Workhoute — The  Board  of  Ouardimu, 
Questions,  Mr.  Hae  NeiU,  Mr.  Obaaw: 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seerotary  for  Iichsd 

(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  39,  1774 
EleeHons  —  Baniry  Onion,  Qaeetien,  Mr. 
Gilhooly  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  hr 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  39,  1771 
Elections  in  CoolehiU  — The  Returning  O/Uer, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The  Clrirf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoar) 
Mar  38,  1608 

ElteiieH  of  Poor  Law  Ouardiatu  to  the  MMm 
UnioH,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner :  Anawen. 
The  Chief  Sooretary  for  Ireland  (Hr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  17,  618 

Bleelion  of  Poor  Law  OuortKaits— Clonu  It 
Vote,  Question,  Mr.  Hooper;  Anawer,  Tte 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J, 
Balfour)  Mar  18,719 

Chiardian*— County  Court  JudyeOf  Qoeetiso, 
Mr.  Maurice  Uealy;  Answer,  Tho  Cbitf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bulbar) 
Mar  28,  1603 

Post  Omen  (Ibbuutd) 
QoesUon.  Mr.  O'Haolon ;  Answer,  Tbe  Peil- 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  29. 17M 

Delivery  of  LeUtrs  at  Newiovonards,  Qner 
tion,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer.  The  Pcst- 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  23,  IIM 

District  Surveyors,  Question,  Mr.  B'lggu; 
Answer,  Tbe  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Miur  16,  S74 

Extra  Duty  in  Travelling  Pott  0/ieet  at 
Chriitmas,  Question,  Mr.  Lane ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Mar  31,  826 

Improved  Pottal  Service  at  Kinoate,  Qmstioe, 
Mr.  Hooper:  AtMwer,  Tbe  Postmaster Geae- 
ral  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  18,  783 

PotteA  Arrangementt  at  Enniskitlen,  j-e.  Qnes- 
tion. Mr.  U.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Poet- 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  11,  U 

Manorhamilton  Dittriet,  Co.  Leitrim,  Qoesiioa, 
Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  I'ostmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  ifiir33,  1144 

Telegraph  EttaiUshmonts  at  Waierford,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
mastar  General  (Mr.  Raikea)  Mar  35,  1471 

Wages,  Sre.  of  Limerick  Postmen,  (Rations, 
Hr.  H.  J.  Gill ;  Answers,  Tho  PostmaHer 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  30,  1777 

Pott  O^ket 

Post  Office  at  Qrangegeith,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Haolon  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  24,  1349 

Mullingar  Pott  Ogiee,  Question,  Mr.  Taite; 
Answer,  The  Poshnastar  General  (Hr. 
Raikes)  Jfor  18,  724 

Omagh  Pott  Ojgice,  Question,  Mr.  GiIIiooLt; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  Oeoeial  (Uft 
Raikos)  Mar  14, 170 

[eMi. 
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I«AV  Aim  Jnsnoi  (Ibblahd) 
OaMjrA  IfTwiln-  Amsit,  QaeBtionv,  Mr.  T.  M. 
HmIj  ;  Aniwert,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  (or 
Inland  (Mr.  Uolmes)  Mar  2i,  1346 

Juron—Relmmt  <^eatioB,  1\t.  Chinoe  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Saorelary  fbr  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  3.  Balftrar)  Mar  18,  709 

TriaU  hn  Jury — The  Return,  Quettiont,  Mr. 
J.  E.  EUii.  Mr.  Seiton,  Mr.  John  Morley ; 
Antwera,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treaanry 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith).  The  Chief  SeereUry  for 
Ireland  (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  Mar  35,  1478 

Grand  Jurig* — Co.  Down,  Queationi,  Mr. 
M'Oartan,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  Vf.  Abra. 
ham  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Aniwera.  Tho  Chief 
Seeretaty  tor  IreUnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Mar  38,  1600 

The  Maamiratna  TrimU—Pat  Jot/e«,  Qaea- 
tiona,  Hr.  M'Cartan ;  Anawera,  Tho  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Mar  18.  713 
Arr*»t  of  Faiktr  KM^r,  YevgheU,  OnntionB. 
Viieonnt  LyninitoD,  Mr.  LaBe;  Anawen, 
The  Ciiiof  Seeretary  for  Irelaad  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BaUour) ;  Qaeition,  Ur.  Lane  [No  reply] 
MarH,  185  : .  Queation,  Obwrrationa,  The 
Earl  of  Camperdown ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Prlry  Seal  (Earl  Oadogan)  Mar  23, 1133 
—  Validity  of  tk«  Warrant,  Qaeitiona,  Mr. 
Chaoos  i  Anawen,  The  Attorney  Goooral 
f»r  IraUnd  (Mr.  Holmaa)  Mar  38.  1338 
[See  title  Fatiiavunt—The  Niw  Bmki  of 
Procedure  (1682)— Rule  9] 
-  Robert  K«Uy  and  Thomai  SeuUy,  Queationa, 
Hr.  Oilbooly,  Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Answeri,The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmei) 
Mar  29,  1770 

ProMCuKon  of  Dittriet  Inrpedor  MiUing, 
Royal  Iri$h  Cbmtabulary,  Qaeationi,  Mr. 
Chance ;  Answeri,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  H,  175 

Mr.  E.  Ryan,  Commitled for  CmtUmpt,  Quei- 
tioo,  Mr.  flnnoMie ;  Aniwer,  The  Chief 
ReereUry  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor) 
Mar  U,  ITO 
'  Duumanway  Petty  Set$xoni—Cau  of  Felix 
Sweeney,  Qnealion,  Mr.  GUhooly  ;  Aaawer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Uolmei)3fiirll.7 

Convietion  of          Walker  for  Mamlaughter, 

Queationa,  Mr.  T.  M.  Uenly.  Mr.  Johnaton  : 
Aoswera,  Tho  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Hr.  Uolooea)  ifar  38. 1619 

Tsa  Maoibtraot  (Irblamd) 

The  Queea'i  Coroner — Powert  of  Committal, 
Questional  Mr.  Lane,  Mr,  Cbanoe  ;  Anaireri, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
llolme*),  The  Chief  Secrotary  for  Ireland 
(Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  18,  7S« 

VaeoHt  Cormtrthip  of  Htmtgal,  Qneatloo,  Mr. 
Mae  Neill;  Answer,  The  Chief  SeereUry 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A  J.  Balfour)  Mar  83, 1773 

Youghal — County  Inipeclor  Brownrigg,  Ques- 
Uon,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se. 
eretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bftlfour) 
Har  89,  1781 


Ireuko— 7'A«  Magiitraey—conU 
Mr,  Jeremiah  Uegarty,  MilUtreet,  Co.  Cori, 
Questions,  Dr.  lAoner ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Irelnnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Mar  15,  360  ;  Mar  31,  853  :  Queslionp,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr,  Chance :  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seeretary  for  Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor) 
Mar  3D,  17S4 
Mr.  Cecil  Hoeke,  R.M.,  Soylo,  Co.  RoieomaWM, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly  ;  Anawar,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmea) 
ifar  21,  880 

Law  axd  Volkm  (Ibbland) 

Ajfray  at  Drum$na,  Co.  Leitrim,  Question, 
Mr.  Haydon ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.J.  Balfour)  Mar  H.  198 

Irregular  Conviction  at  Xew  Rou  Polit4 
Station,  Queatlona,  Mr.  J.  E.  BAdmond, 
Mr.  M'Cartan;  Ansvera,  The  Attornoy 
Oeooral  for  Inland  (Hr.  Holmea)  ifar  17, 
6 10  :  Questions,  Hr.  Sexton  ;  Answers  The 
Attorney  GoDaral  for  Inland  (Hr.  HoinHs) 
JVar  31,835 

Police  at  Toiermere,  Soulfi  Derry,  Qaestiona, 
Mr,  Chance,  Mr.  Lea ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Batfoar) 
Mar  18,  708 

Jlfr,  Ferriler,  of  DingU,  Question,  Mr.  Cony- 
bean  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  38,  1607 

Arrest  of  John  Malont  and  Richard  Maget, 
Qnaatlons,  Hr.  J,  E.  Kednond;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Inland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  Jfar  39.  1778 

Sui'Intpeetor  Milling,  Question,  Mr.  Chance ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  bff  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  89, 177ft 

Thb  Rotal  Irish  Constabvlaxt 

Alleged  Miaeonduct  at  Maeroom,  Qoestiooa,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seontary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoitr)  Mar  U,  103 

Barrack  in  Coott$town,  Co.  Tyrone,  Question, 
Mr.  M.  3.  Kenny;  Answvr,  The  Chief  Se- 
entary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BAlfour) 
Jf«r  88. 1808 

Comttitttiion  of  the  Faroe,  Qneation,  Captain 
Colorab ;  Aniwer,  The  Attorney  Qenoml 
for  Inland  (Mr.  Uolmes)  Mir  11,1 

Conttabutary  Force  for  the  North  Riding  of 
Tipperary,  Question,  Mr.  f.  J,  O'lBrlen; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seontary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  Mar  15,  373  ;  Ques- 
tions, Ur.  P.  J.  U'Brten.  Dr.  Tanner;  An* 
swen.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Inland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  Jfor  17,  584  ;  Questions, 
Ur.  P.  J.  O'Brien,  Hr.  T.  P.  Gill ;  An- 
iven.  The  Chiof  Seeretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor);  Question,  Hr.  J. 
O'Connor  [No  reply]  Mar  31,  849 

BxpendUure — Dieerepancy  in  Amoml$,  1880, 
1887,  Question,  Hr.  II.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer, 
The  Ihief  Secretary  for  Inland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Afar  34, 1338 

Force  in  Mitltotm,  Questions,  Colonel  Nolan  ; 
Anawen,  The  Chief  Seontary  for  Inland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  24.  1338 ;  Mar  89, 
1778 

Pofica  St^eroieioa,  Qneation,  Mr.  M'Cartan ; 
Anawar,  The  Chief  SoontAry  for  Inland 
(Hr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  JKor  18, 788 

[wnf. 

Digitized  by  Google 


ntE 


Sit. 


IBB 


1ut&Ni>~7'Atf  ffoyof  TrUh  Cotutabulary —eoai. 

The  RioUat  Z>ur^i»t,QnMtioni,  Mr.  H'Ctuiui ; 
Answen,  Th«  Chief  SeoreUry  for  Irelind 
(Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  14. 19i 

Town  Commiitioneri  of  Boyle,  Co.  Rotcommon 
—  Sub-Inrpector  Babiafi,  <^eition,  Mr. 
O'Kelly :  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeaeral 
for  Ireland  (Hr.  Uolmee)  Mar  91,  630 

SeryeanU  Jokntion  and  Brady,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  31,  883 

JA-.  J,  M*2fKUy,  of  Lot^hglyna,  Qnestioo,  Hr. 
J.  E.  Ellis  i  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  IraUnd  (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  24, 
1S3S 

Deit^ivo  Conttaile  Pettr  Monohan,  Qaestloos, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretarf 
for  Irvland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  Iff, 
S49 :  Mar  21,  853 

Bead  Constable  ffBalloran,  of  Etmii,  Qoea- 
tioos,  Mr.  Sexton;  Aniweri,  The  Chief 
Seeretorr  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr) 
Mar  34,  1333 

Proclaimed  JfatiomU  League  Meeting  at  A$k' 
grove,  Co.  Cork~~Dittrict  Impeetor  Smith, 
ef  Maeroom,  (^ueition,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeoreUrjr  for  Ireland  (Hr.  A.  J. 
Balfonr}  Mar  14.  ISl 

AU^/ed  lUegal  ArretU— Charge  agaimtt  Ser- 
geant Wharton,  Qnestion«.  Hr.  J.  E.  Ellis, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Hr,  Chance ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  Genenl  for  Irtbuid  (Ur.  Holmes) 
Mar  81.816 

Prisoms  (Irbland) 
Convict  Prison  at  Oatwojf,  Question,  Mr. 
Pinkerton :  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
IreUod  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  31. 834 
Sottrt  of  (HkaaU,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Uaydon  : 
Answer,  TlM  Chief  Seoretarj  for  Iraland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  11,  1«8 

Oan»  aud  Outbaoi  (Iekland) 

Mn.  LiMU,  Comvietod  of  ArMn,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  U.  llealy  ;  Answers,  The  Ohiof 
Seemtsfy  for  Irdand  (Ur.  A.  i.  Balfonr) 
Mar  30,  1405 

Mr.  Jmnea  Biama,  Dmmiam,  Cit.  Zhny, 
Qaestlons,  Hr.  M<CnrUn :  Aanrari^  The 
Chief  SeoreUrr  for  Inlud  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) Mar  15,  850 

R^mt— Criminal  Law  Amtadm/tnt  [Ireiand) 
Bill,  Question,  Hr.  T.  H.  Uealy  i  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeorataiT  for  IreUnd  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfonr)  Mar  84,  tMO 

SaerUegiatu  Ii^nry  fo  Atitoa  Ckmeh,  Co. 
Linurieliit  QneiUoiiSt  Ur.  Johnston,  Hr. 
Abrahan  (Llmorlek,  W.) ;  Antwon.  The 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Irofaud  (Ur.  A.  J. 
Balfosr)  Mar  14,  188 

The  Riota  at  Belfast 

Shorts  of  the  Commistionori  of  Inquiry, 
Qoestioo,  Mr.  Seiton;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney Geoeral  for  Iroland  (Mr.  Hdnm) 
Mar  11,  t 

JiMrvcsioii  itf  DititirbaMef  Qnestion,  Mr.  J. 
F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Cbier  SMre. 
tan  for  Irohnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mkt  85, 
1467 

[i«n<. 


luuiirs— CWm«  and  Ouhtgt^Tlu  Rtait  m  Bd' 

fast — oont. 

Ceiond  Forhee,  R.M.  and  Mr.  MtC^rikf,  tUL 
Qnestion,  Hr.  Ssston  ;  Answer,  TW  At- 
torney General  for  Intend  (Iftr.  Batan^ 

Mar  11,  9 

Mr.  Wallaea  MHardg,  Chief  CmaiM  ^ 
Lanarkahire  —  /Vinaao  hit  Sepaat,  Qnnn- 
tions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Ansven,  Thw  Irni 
AdTooate(Ur.J.  U.  A.  MaedoanU)  MmtM, 

1630 

Charges  of  Judge  CTBriom  to  the  Ormmd  Jmim, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Chaooe  ;  Answer,  Tlw  Chsrf 
Seemtnrr  for  Inland  (Nr.  A.  J.  Baifov] 
Mar  18,  710 

The  RioUat  Yotighal 

Qoestira.  Me.  Lano;  Answer,  TW  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaUsw*: 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Chanee  [No  nplyj  Jtmr  If, 
869 ;  Questions,  Mr.  hunt ;  AiMiwwnt  Tie 
Chief  Secretary  for  Mand  (Ur.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  17,  538,  539 ;  Mar  18.  TST 

Telegram  from  C^tain  PbmJtttU  DMaimat 
Magittralet  QuesUooe,  Mr.  Lane,  Ur.  Ssnfw 
ilunt,  Mr.  Chanee,  Hr.  P.  O'Brim.  Mr.T. 
P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  OUeT  Sseso- 
tary  for  InUnd  (Mr.  A.  3.  Bidfenr):  Qm- 
tion,  Mr.  Fox  [no  toply]  Mar  IB,  MS; 
Qnestion,  Hr.  CeM ;  Amwot.  Tto  ChW 
Seentary  for  Irotend  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr] 
Mar  81,  836 

Tia  Attaek  on  the  PoUae,  Qnsstiona,  Ur.  Lann: 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seenlary  for  Iffohad 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  :  Qnoatloa,  Mr.  Ommj 
[no  reply]  Mmr  17, 887 

LetUro/Dr.  V.  Renagne,  J. P.  Qwiw,  Mr. 
Una ;  Answer,  Tbe  CUef  Saerotarr  for  be- 
laud (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  ifor  IB,  788 

Committ^il  of  ConttahU  Bmlimrr^  Qnsstisan. 
Mr.  Chaoco,  Mr  Coayheara.  Sir  WIOm 
flaroonrt ;  Answers,  Tlie  Attoney  GeaMtal 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Uar  Si,  884 

Coroner f  Inquests,  Queetlons,  Sir  John  Swsa- 
burno,  Sir  William  Uareanrt,  Mr.  Saxtna  ; 
Answers,  Tbe  Attorney  Gaasrnl  for  Tfiland 
(Mr.  Holmes) ;  QuesUon.  Mr.  P.  O* 
[no  rapl7lJifor38,1146 

CSpreners*  n^arrant,  Qoeaclfas,  Mr. 

Mr.  Bradlangb ;  Answen.  The  Attai— | 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Jfor  SI, 
1331 ;  Question,  Sir  John  Swinbama;  An- 
swer. Tbe  Chief  Sseratary  for  IreUnd  (Mr. 
A.  3.  Balfonr):  Qaoetion,  Mr.  Mawtfoo 
Hoalj  [no  re^yl;  Qneallooa,  Mr.  E.  Bar- 
rtnstoo,  Sir  Wilfiam  Uareonrl,  Sir  Charlaa 
Russell,  Mr.  Cbaaoa,  Mr.  Lnna :  Aaawwa, 
Tbe  Attorney  QanornI  for  Intoad  i^. 
Holmes)  Mar  84,  1837  ;  Qaisiians.  Mr. 
Chanoe,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answen,  TW  CW 
Soeretary  for  Inland  (Mr.  A.  3.  Bntfov) 
Mar  35.  1430 

The  IitqveH  on  Bamhnt  Qaoatioaa,  Mr.  S«s- 
ten ;  Answers,  Tba  Aitoraay  Qsnsral  for 
Irdand  (Mr.  Holmae)  Jfor  88.  1S7« 

DoaA  of  BmU»t¥—Arrett  ^  Diatriat  Im^mtm 

SomerntU  amd  ConataMa  Ward.  Qsiii  

Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Mao  Neill.  Ur.  Ohanon; 
Answon,  Tbe  Chief  SagnUir  for  lr«la«d 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)L  TW  AOomor  Onoaval 
for  Ireland  (Ur.  Ilolwa)  Mm  t4,  tSW; 
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Itnm-CrbM  and  Outrage— n«  RMs  at 
Tsi^ial-caat. 

(iMilioo,  Mr.  CluinM  ;  Aonrer,  Ths  Chief 
Saentu?  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Baironr) 
Jfcr29,  1775 

Bncnmn  (Iriumd) 

Jtfr.  Join  Fntt,  Co.  Clare— TroMllinff  Ex- 
ptmei  of  the  Foliet  Force,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  M'DoDkld  :  AnBwer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral Tor  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmea)  Mar  11,  8 
ZAM  AtntiB—  IViat  of  Sanaah  (yDotmeU, 
QtmtioM,  Mr.  O'Dobertj  ;  Anawers,  The 
Chief  SeoreUrjr  Cor  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  ). 
Batfoor)  JTur  94.  1336  ;  Quettion,  Mr. 
M'Cartaa;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Seoretarj 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  3S,  1609 
Jfotiee  h  Relieving  Ofieeri,  (^ueation,  Mr. 
Gilboolfi  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Uolmea)  ifoi-  14,  179 
Relation  «/  Landlorde  and  TenoMtB—AlUged 
Cireular  to  the  Police,  Qaeation,  Mr.  O'Do- 
herty;  Aoawer,  The  Chief  Seeretarj  for 
Irriand  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  31,  835 

Evietiotuat  Snniieorthy — Employment  of  the 
ConttaMary—A  P^nt  of  Order— Altering 
QMftioM,  ObaerTationi,  Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond  ; 
Rep)/,  Mr.  Speaker,*  (^eationt,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Redmond ;  Anaven,  Tha  Chief  Seoreterj^ 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Jfiir  14. 188 
"StonuEvietioHe  in  Jfiiyo,"  Qtwatloo^  Mr. 
J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer.  Tha  Chief  Seore- 
tar;  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Mar  16, 
726;  Quostioni,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Dr. 
Tanoer ;  Anawera,  The  Chief  Seeretarj  lor 
Inland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  31.  S4« 

Evtetiom  on  the  Marqtuei  of  Downtkin'e 
XttaUe,  Ce.i>owi^<loe9tieo,Hr.M*Cartan ; 
Anawer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  35,  1470 

The  Marqueie  of  Lanedown^e  Ettate,  Queen't 
Co.,  Qoeationa,  Mr.  Lalor,  Ur.  Dillon;  An- 
awera.  The  Chief  Seoretery  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  38.  1599 

ITr.  S.  E.  Shxrley't  FatHey  Ettate,  Co.  Mona- 
chattf  i^eatiooa,  Mr,  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answers, 
The  Ghtaf  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  JAtr  91,  044;  ttoeation,  Mr.  P. 
O'BriM ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
TreMurjr  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  S9. 1163 

'and  (  Cit^  of  Limmok)—Th*  Aojfhm 
Itmt9 

OTed  for, "  Corraspondenee  between  the  Irish 
Oovvrnmeot  and  the  Mayor  of  Llmerlek  with 
referenM  to  the  rate  ordered  to  he  leried  upon 
the  Cltj  of  LimeriolE  for  the  maintenanee  of 
lonatioa  io  theoityandoonnty aaylam"  {The 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  Mar  17,  500  ;  after 
ihort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

t  Z^nd  Law  Bill 

eation,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The 
•'irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U, 
iiuith)  Mar  31,  660  ;  Question,  The  Duke 
f  Ab«roora;  Answer,  The  Lord  Prifj  Seal 
Earl  Cadogao)  JUor  98,  1690 


Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Nemngton,  Walworth 
Kensington  Vestry,  Goosid.  130S 

Ibiacsok,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Sam- 
leU,  Stepney 
Metropolis — .Magnitado  of  the  Debt.  58S 

Isle  of  Han  (CnstomB)  Bill 

(Mr.  Jaekeon,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer) 
e.  Resolution  agreed  to,  and  reported  Mar  17. 
702  [Bill  199] 

Read  3",  after  abort  debate  Mar  31, 1134 
Oommittee  *  ;  Report  Jfar  85 
Read  3"  •  Mar  38 
I.  Read  1*  •  Mar  99  (No.  00] 

Taouoit,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Seoretary  to  the 
TreasDTj),  leedi,  I^. 
CMl  Establiabments  —  The  Oonunis^Den, 

Soolland,  1818 
Civil  Serrioe  Writers— Boy  Clerks,  1478 
Cnatoma  House — Foreiga  Goods  bMring  Trade 

Marks,  718,  719 
Funds  in  Chancery,  1828  , 
Inland  EUrenue— Colleotorsblp  at  Sligo,  15, 
861 

Dublin— A ppointmeots.  539,  1817,  1818 
Ireland — <^c8lions 

Board  of  Works  —  Further  Kxpenditure 
required  for  Completion  of  Arklow  Har- 
bour— Statement  of  the  Town  Commia- 
aioners  of  Arklow.  629,  1773 
flahery  Piera  and  Uarboari— Works  at 

GroTstones,  1391 
Irish  Reprodaotive  I.oan  Fund  Aot— Co. 
Kerry,  712 
hie  of  Man  (Customs),  2R.  1134 
Nary  Estimates— Viotunls  and  Clothing  for 

Seamon  and  Marines,  988.  995,  1001 
Parilament— Private  Bill  Bnalness,  8SS 
Seotbuid— Salmon  FlsUog,  1475 

Saaine  Ofloe,  Edinburgh,  1319. 1820 
Supply— Civil  Servioes  and  Revenae  Dcpnrt- 
mants.  1013, 1047 

Jakes,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Jwy,  Zan- 
ea»htr$ 

Parliament •— Business  of  the  Uooat— Cri* 
minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1580, 15S8 

Jaues,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Oatothead 

Litwaturv.  Soieooe,  and  Art— National  Gallery 

— New  Rooms,  504 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Aot  (1S81)  Exten- 
sioD.Comm.cj.  1,1732;  Amendt.  1733  iff.  3, 
Amendl.  1734  {  aM.  et.  1785,  1736,  1737 
Parliament— Adjournment  and  SIttloga  of  tho 
House— The  Easter  Reoe.-S,  1633 
Palaoe  of  Westminster — Ventilation  of  this 
House— Cookson's  Wharf,  Millbank,  830 
Parliament — Busineu  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Bos.  475 

Jennutqs,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Navy  Estimates— Viotaab  and  Cfotbiag  for 
SeanMn  and  Marines,  916 
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Jebsbt,  Earl  of 

Allotments,  lfi90,  IffOl 

Railimy  luid  CRoal  Trafflo,  SR.  164  ;  Ootnna. 
d.  3,  AnwndL  1740 ;  el.  10,  Amcndt.  1750 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  B«lfa»t,  S. 

F«otoi7  and  Workihopi  Act — Inspcctorg  la 

Ireland,  810 
Inland — Qnealloni 

Commiisionert  of  Iriih  Lighta — LIghtbooM 

Keepers  and  Children,  1331 
Crime  and  Outrage — Sacrilegious  Injar^  to 
Atbea  Cbnrob,  Go.  Limerick,  183 

Ijiw  and   Justice  —  Conviotion  of   

Walker  for  Manslangbter,  1619 
Orange  OrganitatiOD— Union  OIBeiiils,  834 
Ireland — Law  and  Jasl  Ice —Arrest  of  Fntber 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  779 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Exten- 
sion, Comm.  el.  1,  1733 ;  add.  el.  1714 
Parliament  —  Bnainess  of  the  Uoaso  —  Grl* 
minal  Law  Amendment  (Irelandj,  Motion 
for  Urgenejr,  Res.  1631 
Parliament— Butlnen  of  tb«  Ilouae  (Rales  of 
Prooednre— Rate  1  (Oloiare  of  Uebale), 
Rea.  795 

.  Roman  Oatbolio  Relief  Aot,  1839—BoinaD 
Catbolic  Mission  at  Poplar,  1351 

JoiCBT,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  ChuUr-le-SfrMt 
Hhyj  Estimates — Vtotuals  and  Olothing  fbr 
Seamen  and  Marines,  956 

Justices*  Jarifidiction  Bill 

( The  Lord  Bnmimlt) 
I:  Committee  Mar  14  (No.  34) 

Report  *  Mar  15 

Bead  3*  Mar  17 
e.  Read  1«  •  {Mr.ZoektBocdi  Mar  18  [Bill  801] 

Kat-Shuttlsworth,  Kight  Hon.  Sir  "U. 
J.,  Zaneathire,  ClitMroe 
Parliament — Business  of  (he  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rale  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Bel.  78,  107, 108 

Kbhnbdt,  Mr.  E.  J.,  BUgo,  8. 

Inland  Rerenoe— Gollectorsliip  at  Sligo,  15 

Kbnnt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  TyroM^  Mid 
Kttay  Esiimatee,  1887-6— Land  Forces,  830, 

331 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1683, 1016 
Ireland — Question! 

Board  of  National  EdoMtfon— Enmlna- 

tions  for  Worit-Mistresses,  1598 
Publio  Works— Repwt  of  the  Royal  Com. 

miision,  1604 
Boynl  Irish  Constabalar/ —  Barniek  In 
Cookstown,  Co.  Tjrroiie,  1605 
Isle  of  Man  (Gostoma),  2R.  1 134 
ParliameDt— Business  of  the  Uonse  (Rules  of 
Frocednre)— Rale  1  (Closnre  of  Debate), 
Res.  73,  302,  405,  483  ;  Anwndt.  434,  489, 
458,  479,  484.  786,  791 
Suppir— Civil  Serfioee  «nd  Bevenue  Depart- 
ments, 1089 


K$nni^(on    Vettry    Bill  [Lordg]  {hy 
Order) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  new 
considered"  {Mr.  Doddi)  Mar  24,  1387 
Amendt,  to  leave  oot  "now,"  add  "this  da; 
six  months"  (Jfr.  AaftowAm);  Qoartioa 
proposed,  That  '  now,'  Ao. ; "  after  drtatr. 
Question  pat;  A.  190.  N.  170;  M.  39 
(D.  L.  81) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  eon- 

siderod,  1309 
New  Clause  (Consent  of  Vestry  to  erection  of 

destructors)  {Mr.  A'M-Z^nom);  bronghiiVb 

and  read  1*,  1810 
Moved,  "That  the  Clanse  be  rea<t  3<>;" 

Moved, "  That  the  Debate  be  now  .idjoarDed" 

(Mr.  Chance) ;  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  1310  ;  after 

short  debate.  Original  Question  pat,  and 

agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  the  Clanse  bo  added  to  the 
Bill ; "  QaestioB  put,  and  aegatlwd 

Ejlcoitbsib,    Big^t  Hon.  Yisoonni, 
Somereet,  8. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (ZnUod),  HotioB 
for  Leave,  1891, 1899 

EiHBSB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandtwortk 
Wandsworth  Common  —  Victoria  PatrioUo 
Asjlum  for  Girls,  837 

EiUBEBLET,  Earl  of 
Church  Sites  (Compalsor;  Powers  Repeal), 
Comm.  1181 

KniG,  Mr.  H.  8.,  ffuU,  Central 
Indian  Affairs,  Committee  on,  1141 

Ejnq-Habuav,  Oolonel  E.  B.,  Xtnt, 

liU  of  Tkanet 
Egypt  (Miliurjr  Expedition)— Medals  to  (he 

Snaktn  Regiments,  1885,  830 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  lloase  —  Cri- 

minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Urgenor,  Res.  1186 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenoe  Dcpart- 

ments,  1110,  HIT,  1118 

Khowles,  Mr.L.,  Sedftrit  W, 

Police  (Metropolis)  — Dajlight  Robbtries  la 
the  Surnts,  13 

IiABOuoHBU,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Criminal  Law  Amendnwat  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Leare,  1933 
Egjrpt— Detention  of  Zebebr  Pasha,  1783.  1783 
Kensington  Vestry,  Consid.  Amendt.  1287, 

1302,  131S 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjoarnment,  759 

Navy  —  II.R.H.  The  Dake  of  Connanght— 
Inspeotion  at  Aden,  1783 

Navy  EstiniaUs— VietnaU  and  Clothing  tor 
Soamen  and  Ibrinea,  979, 991, 1001 
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IcUOiroKnii,  Mr.  U.— «wt. 

I'vKanwfii— BniinMi  of  tbe  Iloaia  — Ori- 
minil  Lftw  Amondncnt  (IreUnd),  Motion 
for  UrgeiMjr,  R«i.  10M;  Amondt.  1(81, 
1387 

PftrlUment — BubIdcu  of  th«  Ilouto  (Ruica  of 
Prooednra)— Rale  1  (Cloture  of  Debate), 
Rn.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  110,  423,  707 

Supply— Civil  Servioeiand  ReTonoo  Depurt- 
menti,  Motion  for  reporting  ProgrcBn,  1033, 
1053;  Amendt.  1061.  1070,  1071, 

1073.  1073.  1070 

IjAoaita,  Mr.  0.  0.,  Dundu 

tSeoUnud— Law  and  Police— Arbroath  Poliee 
Court— Jamee  Boonett,  11S8 

KiiAXOB,  Mr.  B.,  Qiw«h'<  Co,,  Leix 

Irelaad— Eriotion*— Marqnm  of  LanidowDo'i 
EeUte,  (ittoeD'i  Co..  1000 

Lahi,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co.,  B. 

AdminHjr  Eipenditore- Coit  of  Cooitraolion, 

ess 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Queitioni 
Coroner's  Warrant,  1839 
District  Inspector  Somerrille  and  Constable 

Ward,  1839,  1340 
Letter  of  Dr.  C.  Rooajne,  J.P.,  738 
Biete  at  Tonglial,  MS,  539,  «34,  0S«.  090, 
097,  TS7.  738 ;— Tolegram  from  Captain 
Ploakett,  Divisional  Magistrate,  963 
Ireland — Law  and  Jastioo— Questions 
Father  Keller,  Toogbal,  186 
Hagittrae/— Queen's  Coroon— Po«en  of 

CommitUl,  736.  787 
Poet  Oflko— Extra  Datf  tn  TraTeUing  Pest 
OOeeo  at  Obrietmas,  SSfl 
Irelaod— Law  and  Jostioo— ArrWt  of  Father 
Keller.  MotloB  for  Adjoontment,  744,  746, 
747,  749 

NaT/  Estimates — Viotuala  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  973,  1004,  1000 

Snpplf— Civil  Sorrioei  and  fieveniM  Depart, 
meats,  1049 

Ifjcw  ASD  JvsTioB  (Ekoland  AUD  Wa£U) 
{Quottiomi) 

AB4ifed  Itl-TrMtuwU  of  CoHvicH,  Question, 
Major  Ratoh;  Answer,  The  SeoreUry  of 
SUte  for  the  Home  Departaneat  (Mr. 
Maltliews)ifar38,  leiO 
•  CotoMialJudffmMtt—ne  Colomat  Con/frtnet, 
Qneelion,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan ;  Answer, 
Tbo  SoereUvr  of  State  for  tbe  Colonies  (Sir 
Uenry  HolUnd)  Mar  29,  178U 

Cowt  HouteM—Aeeommodation  for  Pritonen 
awaititg  Trial,  Questions,  Mr.  Childers,Sir 
John  Kennawajr,  Mr.  Caleb  Wright,  Mr. 
Shirley,  Mr.  Channing:  Aniwers.  The  Se- 
oretarj  of  State  for  the  Uome  Department 
[Ur.  Matthews)  l&ir  11,6:  ^eation,  Ob- 
•ervations,  Tbe  Haiqneaa  of  Ripon  ;  Reply, 
Tbe  Paymaster  General  (Earl  Beaoobamp) 
Mar  10,  330;  Question,  Lord  Eleho:  An- 
Bwer,  The  Secretary  of  StaU  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Var  13,  300  ;— 
Seolhni  and  inland,  QaesUon,  Sir  Joseph 
Pease ;  Aoiwer,  The  Secretary  of  Stale  for 
tbe  noroe  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Jfiir  84, 1916 


Law  and  Joanoi  (^En^andand  ITotw)— eoat. 

Evidence  in  /tepenue  Catet,  Qoestien,  Hr. 
Godson ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richara  Webster)  Mar  11,  10 

Sigh  (jQurt  of  Jtutiee  [Ckaneery  Diviiion)— 
An  Addilionat  Judge,  Question,  Mr.  F.  W. 
Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Rlflhard  Webster)  Mar  14,  177 

Fundt  in  Ckaneerv,  Question,  Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury  (Mr.  Jaolison)  Mar  84,  1335 

Proeeeution  of  Offeneet  Aeti—The  Regala- 
tiom — ReiuUit  Question,  Mr.  Henry  U. 
Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Seovtary  of  Stale  for 
the  Uome  Department  (Mr.  Mattbowi) 
Jfor  IT.  030 

Prctraetion  ef  Aitisee — Quorln-  SffWioM, 
<taeation,  Mr.  Addison  ;  Answer,  The  8eero< 
tnry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  34.  1337 

Royal  Courti  of  JaMtiee^Delatf  of  Cautet^ 
lutuj^eteney  of  Courii,  Question,  Mr.  Bag- 
gallay  ;  Answer,  Tbe  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plnnliet)  Mar  17, 000 

!%«  Kentitk  Town  Murder,  Question,  Mr. 
Shirley ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of  Stat* 
for  itie  Ilome  Departmoot  (Mr.  Mattbewa) 
M.r  17,  630 

Tbb  MiouTBioT  (Enolakd  ahd  Walss) 
The  Wxncktiter  Bench      A  Job  Lot,"  Qnet. 
tioni,  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr,  Clancy;  Answers, 
Tbe  Seoretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  17,  007 

Oeimixal  Law 
Return  of  Murderi  hjf  Anned  Burglart,  ^e.. 
Question,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick  ;  Answer, 
The  Seoretary  of  Slate  for  the  Uome  De* 
partmeat  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  31, 819 

Law  akd  Pouob  {Qiieetiont) 
Alleged  Atiautt  on  Mr.  Fraueie  Connolly^ 
Question,  Mr.  Blane;  Annwer,  Tbe  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Uome  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Jfarl  8,  731 
Sentence  on  Franeie  MLowran,  at  SmOhnMrk 
PoHoe  Courtf  Qnoetlon,  Ur.  Sydney  Buxton  : 
Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  Slate  for  the  Uome 
Department  (Mr.  MaUbews)  Mar  30, 1469 

IiATRinroE,  Mr.  W,  P.,  Ziverpool,  Aher- 

eromhff 

Wreck  CommisuOD— RetarDof  laqulriee,  18S5, 
1331 

LAwiOK,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8l.  Paturat,  JF. 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  StU 

1761,  1703 

LxA,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  S, 
Ireland— I«w  and  Police— PoUeo  at  Tober< 
more.  South  Derry,  708 

LxEs,  Mr.  B.,  (^dkam 

Merobaat  Sbippiag— Aoeideatal  Lossof  Lifo 
Inquiry,  791 
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Lusv-Bi,  Bight  Hon.  Qt.  J.  Shav,  Brai- 
fard,  Cmtral 
Admlnlt^  Expenditure— Cott  of  Conttractton, 
696 

Edoeition  Department — Eiemption  from  At- 
tsndnnoe — Th«  B<r«-La«i— Partial  Attmd- 
anoe,  711 

NaTjr— Ships  of  War  (UeslnD*),  Uotloa  for  a 
Select  Committee,  083 
-  Navy  Eatimatei— Ttotnala  and  Olothinf  for 
Saameo  and  Marinea,         866,  870|  891, 
895,  903,  931,961 

Parliament  —  Bniineu  of  the  Honae— Cri- 
minal [jiw  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  \3rjfiooJ^  Res.  Motion  for  Adjoaramont, 
1488,  H77,  1S37, 1538 

Parliament— Boiinoat  of  the  Honae  (Rules  of 
Prooedare)— Ralo  1  (OlOfur*  of  Debate), 
Raa.  67,  105,  898 

Lbiohtoit,  Mr.  S.,  Skropthire,  Onoettry 
Local  Goreroment  Board — Loans,  851 
Parliamant^PriTate  Bill  Businau,  353 

LxTHBBiDOB,  8ir  B.,  Sjiiuifuton,  If. 
Ceylon — Tho  Ciriombo  and  Kandy  Eaflvaj, 
870 

EeniingtonVestr]r.ConUd.1S8Si  (kM.«I.13U 

Zicenting  Aet—Dogt 

Qaestion,  Hr.  Montaga ;  Anawer,  The  Seere- 
lATj  of  Stato  for  the  Ilome  Department  (Hr. 
Matthetrs)  Mar  34, 1335 

LicoBsisg  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Bouldiworth,  Colonel  Bridgeman,  M  : 
Samtul  Smith,  Mr.  Whilmort) 
e.  ConaidoreJ  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  a)[reed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  * 
Mar  85  [Bill  307] 

XdOHFULD,  Bishop  of 

Obureb  Patronage,  Comm.  «/.  3,  330;  ti.  6, 
Amendt.  S41  ;  c/.  33,  Amendt.  847  :  Report, 
a.  2,  Amendt.  1138, 1189;  add.  el.  1130 

Cbureh  Sitae  (Gompulaorr  Pevtn  Repeal),  3R. 
168:  Oomm.  1181 

Limited  Owners  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr.  BaUaiu,  Mr.  Atguith^  Mr.  Arthur  ElUot, 

Mr.  F$rgu$OH) 
e.  Read  3*,*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Comm. 
•    Mar  90  [Bill  8] 

LiKOEN,  Lord 
.  Eleotrio  Lighting  Aet  (1883)  AmeBdaoant, 
Conm.df.  1, 809 

Ziteratur$,  SoUnee,  and  J.rt—The  Na- 
tional OalUry~Tk»  Nm  Room 
QnestioQ,  Mr.  W.  H.  James;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plnn- 
kat)  Jftirl7,604 

Llvwblltn,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somtrtgtt  JIT. 

Ueteorolegieal  OOeial  Report— VTcatbor  Fere- 
outa,  1830 


Local  GovsRmcKirr  Boabd — 'Promdmi 
(jmBitohie,  Bight  Hon.  O.  T.) 

Local  Gotxrhheht  Boabd — Seorataiy 
to  (Mf  Lovo,  Ur.  W.  H.) 

Local  OevcmnutU  Board 

Leant  Authoriged  m  1886-7,  QAeatioa,  Mr. 
Stanle;  Leigbton  ;  Answer,  Tho  PrecidMt 
of  the  Local  GoTornment  Board  (Hr.  RitoUe) 
Mar  15,  361 

MultipU  AppaiiUauntt  ttt  Bampton  Distriil, 
0»fardMr€,  <liteation,  Hr.  K.  V.  Ifariaea; 
Answer.  The  Prealdeat  of  the  Loeal  Goven* 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  11.  13 

77ie  JUelejf  Local  Board —KadttetUm  a/  tU 
Quota  0/  Memiert,  (lacstion,  Mr.  Bami ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Gonra* 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  IB,  373 

fjoeal  TajcatioH — AMHumnt  of  Ck^apei*  amd 
SehooU  at  BayU,  ComwaU,  QoeatioD,  Ur. 
Confbeare ;  Answer,  The  Presideat  of  the 
Local  GoTcmmeDt  Board  (\far.  Rtt^ie} 
Mar  30,  U74 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  ProTisional 
Order  (Carrick-on-Snir)  ffill 
( Th4  Lord  Priwy  8Md\ 
I.  Committee*;  RepoHifiirl0       (No.  30} 

Itead  3**  Mar  17 
6.  Read  1°  •  Mar  18  [BiU  300] 

Read  8»  •  JAir  88 

Local  Ooremment  (Ireland)  Proricional 

Order  (LImeriok  Vater)  BUI  [u.] 

{Tho  Lord  Privg  $m/) 
(.  Presented  ;  nad  1- •  Jfer  U        (No.  43} 

LooKVooD,  Mr.  F.,  York 
Ireland — Law  nod  Justioe — Arreat  of  Fatbar 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjoarnment,  750 
Parliament —Bosiness  of  the  lloaae— <M« 

minat  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  MoUoo 

for  Urgeocjr,  Res.  1374 

Ix>HsoN,  Bishop  of 
Cbureh  Patronage,  Comm.  el,  3,  836,  SM; 
d.  17,  844 ;  Report,  add. «!.  1139, 1130 

London  Coal  and  WinoDtUiet  Continumut 
BiU 

c.  (^tteation,  Colooel  Ilamilton ;  Answer,  The 
Chairmaa  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Sir  JameaM'QareUUogg)  Mar  18. 

732 

PubUe  Park  in  Totttnkam,  Qoestioo,  Mr.  J. 
Howard :  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Fowler 
Mar  83,1147 

London  Corporation  {Charcot  of  Mt^wu' 
tion) 

Seleet  Committee  nomioatod;  Ual  of  the 
CoaunittM,  Mar  U,  4 
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lioiro,  Ur.  W.  H.  (SMretuj  to  fh« 
LomI  Gkrrernmait  Board),  WUUf 

SfctropoliUD  Open  Sp.ic«i  Act  (1881)  Ext«n- 
■ioD.  Comm.  ft*  S,  Aroendt.  1734 :  et.  i, 
Ammdt.  1TS5 ;  add.  eL  1787, 1748 

Tjoxd  Adtooatx,  The  (<«  Uaodohakd, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Zari  A»ib9tirru  and  Mm*  BmI« 

ObwrTattoiM,  The  Lord  Chuwdlor  of  Irtlud 
(l«rd  AahbonnM)  Mar  17. 501 

Ijobd  LnDTmrAHT  or  Ibslahd  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  (im  Bauovb,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

IjITBBOOX,  Sir  J.,  London  Uni9tr»ity 
SCeCropoltUB  Opto  SpaoM  Aot  (1881)  Extcn- 
•iob,  Oomm.  «!.  I,  1781 ;  «.  9,  Amendt. 
1781,1788;  add.tl\Ui 

Lnnaey  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [hx.j 

{Th€  Lord  ChanetUor) 
L  RMd  8>  Mar  17,  498 ;  Aftw  abort  dobato,  BUI 


liTUL,  ICr.  L.,  Orhuy  and  Shtland 
Motropolit— Co«l  and  Wine  Diwt—  Blaokwall 
mi  GroMvieh  Tnane),  SI 

liTKiNaTON,    Bight    Hon.  Yisoount, 
l)evon.  South  Molton 
Oriminiil  Law  Amtndmeot  (Irelaad),  Motion 
for  L«aT«,  1708,  170*.  1706,  1709,  1710, 
1711 

Ireland  —  Uw  and  JnttiM— FatlMr  KalUr, 
Toaibal,  165 

UoABTHfTB,  Mr.  A.,  Ltieetter 

Uadaaaaear— Raeall  of  Mr.  Piokeraxill.  Oer 
UaJartT*!  Vioe  Opnaid  at  AnUnaiiariTO, 
IMT 

Vaeoioation— lartriMUoM  lo  PaUto  VaeelM- 
tora,TS5 

MoOaucomt,  Captain  J.,  Autrm,  S. 
Adnlrally— Sluuik  PaUlaar  Seraw  Bolta,  640, 
1485 

McOabtah,  Mr.  M.,  8. 

Contaniooa  DiaeaMa  (Animala)  A«t»— Oattlo 

Trade  with  Ireland,  1813 
Indand— Queationa 

Agrianltare— Ednoational  Stationa,  8 
Commiaaioneraoririab  Lighu— Carliagford 

Loagb— Lightkcepera'  Hoaaea,  301 
Crime  and  Outrage— Mr.  Jamca  Simni, 

Dmmlane.  Co.  Derry,  858 
Erictiona— Tbe  Marqaeaa  of  II*WMbira*a 
Batataa,  Oow  Dm,  1178 Trial  of 
Uaraah  O'DoasoU  at  Uflbcd  Aaiiiaa, 
1808 

L«Mf. 


HoOamav,  Ifc^  tA.-'WM^ 

Parilamentary  Eleetiona— North  Antrim 
Eleetion— Halioioaa  Injury  to  Property, 
181. 183 

Poet  Oflloa--DetiTei7  of  Lettera  at  New* 

townardi,  Ao.  1153  ;  —  Hanorbamiltoii 

Dlatrlot,  Co.  Lritrim.  1111 
Rojal  IriebOonttabalH^— Rbitiat  Lurfan, 

101.  105  i  — Polio*  Snparriaioa,  7», 

738 

IreUnd — Law  and  Jnatiee— Qaeatioaa 
Grand  im\t%  Oo.  Down,  1600 
Irregnlar  OoBTietloa  at  Mew  Bom  PoUoa 

Station,  511 
Maamtraaaa  Trlali— Pat  Jojoo,  719,  718 
Poet  Offloe— DellTery  of  the  Iriab  Maila  in  th* 

Ilonae  nf  Oommona,  508 
Roman  Catfaolio  Relief  Aet,  1890— Soman 
CathoUo  Uiadoa  at  Poplar.  1851 

Maodohud,  Bight  Hoo.  J.  H.  A.  (ZiOid 
Advocate).  Edinburgh  and  8t.  An- 
irtuft  Unvmnim 

Ireland  —  Crime  and  Ontraga  —  Rioti  *t 
Belfaet— Mr.  Wallace  H'Uardy,  ObtefGon- 
atable  of  Lanarkabfra— Priattng  bU  Report. 

1020. 1621 

Royal  College  of  Veterinary  Sat:goont— Veaa 

for  Admiuion,  1769 

Seotland — Qaeationa 

Croflera'  Commiaaion— Valoera  and  Aaaea- 

aora— Applioationa,  1188 
Bditoation  Department— Senior  Inipoatori 

of  Sehoola.  1316 
Inland  Rerenae— Deed  Stampa.  885 
Sbootiog  Stray  Doga,  731 
Sootland— Uw  and  Jnatioe— Qneationa 

Arbroatb  Polioa  Coart— Jamca  Bennett. 
IIIO 

Conveyanoing  Act  (1871)  Amendment, 
1150 

General  Regtiter  Houie.  Edinburgb,  1330 
HerbusU  Croftera— Mra.  M'Millan,  180 
Imprlaonment  of  William  Gaa^li.  U.  709 
Ofliee  of  Crown  Agent — Mr.  Auldjo  Jamie- 
aoo,  887 

Priaona  Act,  1877— Lnnacy  District!,  1148 
Salmon  Fishing,  1475 
Uaiteraitiea— Eadowmenta.  1768 
Small  Debti  (SeoiUDd),  9  R.  1135 

IfoDoHAU),  Ur.  P.|  Bligo,  N, 

Ireland — Qoestlona 

Court  of  Baakruptey— Mr.  L.  H.  Jamea, 

late  OOoial  Asaignee.  718  :— Tranaflrof 

Uodalned  Dividenda.  500 
Evictiona— Mr.  i<Atn  Froat,  Co.  Clare— 

TiaTolUoK  Expaoiaa  of  the  Polieo  Foroa, 

8 

Uarbonrs,  Ac.  on  West  Ooaat— Port  of 
Sligo.  713 

Inland  Rofonne  —  Collectonbip  of  Sligo, 
15 

Ireland- Law  and  Justice -Arreat  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  774,  775 

FarliameDt— Bnaineai  of  the  llooae  (Rulea  of 
Proeedore)— Bile  1  (Cloaare  of  Debate), 
Bea.81 
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Maodoivald,  Mr.  W.  A.|  Qtutnft  Co., 
Ottort/ 

Parlinment — Boiineia  of  the  nonw  — Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motioa 
for  Urgencj.  Res.  1520,  1531 

Parliament— BuBineas  of  the  lloase  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Glosore  of  Debate). 
Res.  TflO 

MoGabbl-Hooo,  Sir  J.  M.  (Chairman 
of  the    Metropolitan   Board  of 
Works),  Middleitx,  Rormm/ 
Uetropolia— Coal  and  Wine  Duet,  739,  1145  ; 
—  Blaekwftll  and  Greenwloh  TQonel, 
88 

RoadwKjg  and  Streeti— Oantflrbury  Road, 
Camberwell,  lUI 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Sewage  Pre- 
cipitation Works  at  Barking,  25 
Natjt  EptimateB— Victuals  nod  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Uarioos,  09B 

MoKekna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  8. 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission,  504 

MAOKiirrosH,  Mr.  0.  Fbaseb-,  /nv«rn«t- 
ehire 
Scotland— Questions 

Civil  EstablisbiaeDts— TbeOommittlonen, 
1318 

General  Regiattr  IToDSO,  Edinburgh,  1810 
SaUue  OBBoe,  Edinburgh.  1819, 18S0 

HoLabbn,  Mr.  W.  S.  B., 

Parliament— BusinMt  of  the  Hoose  (Rulei  of 
Proeedure)— Rule  1  (Oloaara  of  Debate). 
Ros.  120 

Maclbajt,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Oxford,  JTooditoek 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1859,  1806 
lligh  Court  of  Justice  (Chanoerj  Dirision) — 

An  Additional  Judge.  177 
].oonl  Goremment  Board— Multiple  Appoint- 
ments in  Bampton  Dittriet,  Osfordsbire, 
13 

Maolkan,  Mr.  J.  M.,  (Httham 

Admiralty  Eipenditore— Cost  of  Construe- 

tion,  610. 

Navj— Ships  of  War  (Designs),  Motion  for  a 
Seleot  Committee,  008 

Mao  Nbill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Dtrntgrnl,  8. 
Admiratty —William  Roper,  an  Artisan  of 

Devonport  Dockyard,  515 
Criminal  Lav  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Leave,  Motion  for  AdjeummenI,  1875. 
1877. 1880,  1801 
Ireland— Qoestions 

Cost  of  fiankroptcj — Report  of  Ibo  Com. 

mittee.  173 
Crime  and  Outrage — Riots  at  Toughal — 
District  Inspector  Somcrville  aud  Con- 
stable Ward,  1340 
I^nd  Purohoso  Act— Appliealiona  Tor  Ad- 
vaneos,  173 


Mo  Naiw,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.— ceil*. 

Law  and   Jaatioe  —  Robert   SUBf  mmA 

Thomas  Soullf,  1771 
MagiitrMf — Vaeant  CoroMraUp  of  Dm»- 

gal,  1773 

'  I*oor  Law  —  Donegal  Workhooa»  —  n* 
Board  of  Guardians,  1774 
Proclaimed  Moetinga— Retanu,  IBS 

Magistrao]>  (England  and  Wales) — WiaohMtar 
Beneb— *'A  Job  Lot.*'  507 

Parliament  —  Business  of  tb»  Hoaw  —  Cri- 
minal Lav  AmandmeDt  (Irelaad),  Ms>ii 
forTJrgeney,  Res.  131B 

Parliament— Bnsiaesa  of  the  Homo  (Raisw  • 
Procedure)— Ralo  1  (Closara  of  DebaAn) 
Re*.  787 


Madoffiucar^RteaU  of  Mr.  Puikra^ 
JTer  Majetty't  Vie$  Contnl mt  Autmm 
n&rito 

Qneation,  Mr.  M'Arthar ;  Anmr,  Tho  Ua4v 
Seeretarr  of  Stato  for  r«eign  Aftdn  {Sm 
James  Feifutton)  JAir  S5. 146T 

Makinh,  Colonel  "W.  T.,  Aw,  SJT. 

Kensington  Vestry.  OontU.add.  d.  ISIS 
Post  Onoe—Leasehold  Insnrsoee,  114* 

MANifEBS,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R. 
(Cliancellor  of  the  Vwiij  of  Ln- 
caster),  LeicuUnhint  Jf. 
Contagious  Diseasee  (Animals)  A  ah  Qua 
tions 
Duteh  Cattle,  1613 

Inoculation  for  Anthrax.  1781  ;— OtfWoabs 

of  Anthrax.  1468 
RemoTal  of  Cattle  from  Ireland  Phow 

Pntnnumla,  16 

MAPPnr,  Sir  F.  T.,  Torh,  W.R^  Btl- 

lamhire 

War  OtBoe  (Ordnanoo  Department) — Cootrvatt 
for  Cartridges— Messre.  KjBoeh  and  Ctt.  18« 

Mabjobibanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Aar- 

tnokthin 

Parliament— Bnsineii  of  tbe  Ooaaa  (Rakaaf 
Proeednrt)— Rule  1  (OlMan  of 
R«a.471 


Uarrutg*  Act — NimeonformiM  Mmritgm 
— Leomintttr 
Question,  Mr.  T.  Blake  :  Answer.  Tbe  Seer*, 
urjr  of  Sute  for  tbe  Uome  Daportmoot  ( Mc 
Matthewa)  Jfarll^S 

Marriag$  Law  {Knglani  md  tFtdmy^ 
MarrUget  t»  Disuntit^  Cktfth — 
R§-wutrrutg» 
QoeatiaDa,  Mr.  T.  Bbko;  Aamr.  Tto  Sam- 
taiT  of  State  ftr  tbo  UoM  PifMtmaol  (Mr. 
Mattbtwa)  Mkt  SI,  8S1 
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UuoN,  Vr.  S.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Army  and  Nxry  Estinantea— A.  Select  Oom> 

miltee  of  Eiaminnlion,  178S 
Kavy  Ettimatet — ViotunU  and  ClothiDg  fbr 

Sflamen  and  MiiriQefl,  951 

ICatthsws,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  S. 
Burials  —  BuHaI   Ground   at  Llanrrothen, 

Hcrionetbaliire,  826,  1611 
Ca|Htnl  Ponishment— Report  of  the  Bojrnl 

Comnttuion,  1318 
Coal  Mines  Regulation,  857 
Crime  and  Outrage  {England  and  WuU-b) — 
Return  of  J4urder>     Armed  Bunglara,  Ac. 
819 

Employm*  Liability,  1148 
Faotory  and  Workshop!  Aet— Inspeetort  in 
Ireland,  830 
Working- Moo  InipecLori,  1003 
Indaatrial   Scboola — Combined  Departmeata 

for  Boys  and  Giria,  i8S 
Law  and  Jastios — Queationa 

Alleged  Ill-Treatment  of  ConTiots,  1610 
Co»rt  Ilousea— Aeoommodntion  for  Priio- 
ners  awaiting  Trial,  6,  396 ; — Scotland 
and  Ireland,  1316 
Kontiah  Town  Murder,  S85 
Protraction  of  AuiMC— Quarter  SeeaiODt, 
1328 

Zaw  and  Police — Alleged  Auault  on  Mr. 
Franeia  Oonnollr,  723 
SoDtenee  on  Fraoeia  M'Lownui  at  SoBth- 
wark  Police  Coort,  1169 

LieeDilng  Act — Dogs,  1335 

Magiatracy  (England  and  Wales)— WioebMler 

Bencb— "  A  Job  Lot."  £08 
Marriage  Act — Nonconformist  Marriages,  Leo- 
minster, 5,  823.  823 
Urtropolia— Guy's  Hospital,  828 

Pol  iioe— Dayligbt  Robberies  in  the  Streets, 
13 

Prosecution  ofUSenoes  Aeti— The  Regulations 

— Bcsalts,  635 
Rim  Thames  (Oxford  and  Cambridge  Boat 

Race)— Folioe,  1843 
Scotland — Maglatney— Mr,  Bllpeadiary  Gem- 

mel,  172 

t'n)iocnsed  Halls,  Ao^'Pnblic"  BDildioga, 
620 

Mfauritiuif  The — Constitution  of  th$  latt 
Commistion 
Qaeationa,  Mr.  O'Kclly,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Die 
Coloniea  (Sir  Ucory  Holland)  Mar  21, 1333 

Hatnb,  Admiral  B.  0.»  Pmiroh  and 
Samforiwnt 
Admiralty — ^estiena 

Coaling  at  Home  Ports,  723 

Dockyards  —  Constructioo  of  Shsors  at 

Pembroke,  T24 
Expenditure — Cost  of  Conatraction,  637 
'    narboare  of  Refnge,  1614,  lOIA 

h'avy  Estimates— Viciaali  and  Olothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marine^  030 

yOL.  OOOXn.   Irtako  8BaiE8.1 


Menztes,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Perthshire,  K 
Parliament  —  Busincaa  of  the  House  —  Cri< 
minal  I^w  Amendment  (IreUnd),  Motion 
fbr  Urgency,  Res.  1377 

Uerchandise  (Frandnlent  ICarlu)  Bill 

{3fr.  Mundella,  Mr.  AeUmtl,  Sir  Charles  Jtustell, 
Mr.  Bernard  Calorics,  Sir  Frtierteh  Mappin, 
Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler,  Mr.  Benry  Wilson) 
e.  Read  2",*  and  referred  to  Select  Comm.  on 
Mereliandiae  Marks  Act  [1803]  Amendment 
Billifitr  14  [Bill  179] 

merchandise  Harks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Baron  Henry  Be  IFormtf 
Mr,  Attorney  OeneraJ) 

e.  Rend  3",*  and  referred  to  a  Selcet  Comm. 
Mar  14  [Bill  143] 

Merchandise  Marht  Acts  Consolidation 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent :  Anawer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasory  (Mr.  W.  U, 

Smith)  Mar  11,  30 

Kerchandiae  IKarks  Law  Consolidation 
and  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  General,  Baron  Henry  Da  Worms, 

Mr.  Stuart-Wortley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  Mar  11  [Bill  194] 

Read  2°,*  and  rofvrred  to  Select  Comm.  on 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1803)  Amendment 
Bill  Mar  14 

Merchant  Shipping 

Boats  and  Lift-Saving  Appar<Utu  on  Passen- 
gtr  Ships,  Question,  Captain  Price;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  tlie  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  Do  Worms]  Mar  14, 183 

Aeeidenial  Loss  of  Life — Inquiry,  Qoeslion, 
Mr.  Lees ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary  to  tbo 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  llenry  Do  Worma) 
Mar  IS,  731 

Pilot  Certificates  to  Foreign  SvhjeCti,  Quea- 
tioD,  Mr.  C.  II.  WilaoD  ;  Answer,  The  So- 
ontnry  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (BaroD  Uenry 
De  Worma)  Mar  24, 1333 

Shipping— Report  of  Uie  Soyal  Commission, 
Question,  Mr.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Se> 
oratary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Jfar  14,  184 

Wreck  of  the  "  Flamiago."  Question,  Mr.  0. 
W.  Gray  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
3far  11,  17 

7  hi  Wreck  Commiition— Return  of  Inquiries, 
1885,  Question,  Mr.  W,  F.  Lawrence  ;  An- 
swer, Ttio  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trada 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  24,  1331 

Merchant  Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  2)  BiU 

(iff.  King,  Sir  Edward  Birkheel;  Mr.  Laeaita, 
Mr.  While,  Mr,  /"ulestoti.  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Admiral  Field,  Mr.  Bond) 

e.  Committee  •         Mar  17        [BiU  184] 
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Merchant  ShipptHg  Aet(\Ui)  Anuniamt  (lib.  3} 
Bill — cont. 

QueiUon,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morfnn ;  Aniwer,  The 
Un4er  Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  ASUrs 
(Sir  JuDH  FeifOMon)  Mar  18.  780 

Herchant  Shippins  (FiBhing  Boata)  Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

{Baron  Henry  Jk  Wormi,  Mr.  Jaekton,  Sir 
Stritrt  MKnnUi 
«.  Rmd  9"  •  Mar  U  [Bill  188} 

Committee  :  Report  Mar  17.  700 
Read  S"*  Mar  21 
I  Rnd  1**  {Lord  StauUjf  o/  PrMtO»)  Mar  33 

(No.  81} 

M9t0orological  OJteial  Sfport  —  Weaihtr 

Queation,  Mr.  Uewellyii ;  Antwer,  The  PMt- 
iDMtor  Gennal  (Mr.  Ualkea)  Mar  S4, 13SS 

Meteopolib  ( Quettiont) 

Coal  and  Wine  Ihut,  QaeBtion.  Mr.  Diioa- 
IlartlMidi  Adbwvt,  The  Obftirm«a  of  the 
Melropoliljin  Board  of  Workt  (Sir  Jamee 
M'Gat«l-IIogg)  Mar  39.1140  .—TUeBUek. 
wall  and  Qreenniek  Tumul,  ^ueatioDB,  Mr. 
Lyell,  Mr.  Webster ;  Aniwen,  The  Chwr- 
rnun  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
(Sir  Jamea  M*Gi>rel-Uogg)  Mar  11,  31 
Dittreu  in  the  Metropolit  —  The  Confertnee, 
(iliiettioo.  Captain  Colomb ;'  Aniwer,  The 
Preaideot  of  tlie  Local  GOTcrament  Board 
(Mr.Ritobie)  J/arl7.  83S 
Ghj^i  Soipitat,  QiMttioa,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Anawer,  The  Seoretary  oF  State  for  the 
Homo  Department  (Mr.  Sbttbowa)  Mar  31, 
838 

MdynUnde  <if  the  MetropeUtan  Debt,  QneBtlon, 
Mr.  Wootton  luuieton  ;  Aoever,  The  Pint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Vf.  U.  Smith) 
Mar  17, 836 

Open  Spaeee  —  Burton'i  Cuwt,  CkelMta, 
4neation,  Mr.  Whitmore:  Answer,  The 
Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodriok)l/arl],2a 

Potice  —  ^vUffht  ReUeriee  in  the  Streeti, 
Qneatioa,  Mr.  Knowles;  Aniwer,  The  Se- 
eretary  State  for  the  Uome  Department 
(Mr.  Mattbewa)  Mar  11, 19 

Soadieaye  and  Slrtett  —  (^mtet^wy  Rotd, 
Camheruell,  Queition,  Mr.  Baumnnn ;  An- 
swer, The  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Worki  (Sir  Jamea  M'Garel-Hogg) 
Afar  33,  lUl 

Wemdemorth  Common  —  Victoria  I'atriolie 
Aivlum  for  Oirti,  Qneation,  Mr.  Kiml>er; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stale  for  War 
(B£r.  E.  Stuhope)  Mar  31. 887 

Metropolis  ICuuigement  Aoti  Amend- 
ment (Weetminster)  Bill 

{Mr.  Burdett-Oeutte,  Mr.  /ehn  Talbot,  Mr. 
Tomliiieon,  Mr.  Seagtr  BmUi 
A  OWnwl ;  raad  1*  •  ifor  S8        HBUI  SOS] 


MoiropoliUm  Board  of  Works — Ssmtg* 
Preeipitation  Worle  Mt  Btrkim^ 
Qneition,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer^  Tbe  Chwis 
the  Mntropolitao  Boardof  Worka  (Sir  ' 
U'Garel-ilocg)  Jfi»-ll,3« 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (im* 

Extension  Bill  £*> 

Mr.  DalrympU,  Sir  CharU*  Fertt^, 
BouUUworth,  Mr.  Reid,  Sir  Atiart 
Mr.  Salt) 

e.  Committee  •  :-a.p.  Mar  U         [Bffl  171] 
Committee— K.F.  Mar  88, 1780 


KetropoUtaa  Police  Frovisionnl 

Bill  (i/r.  StmmrUWmrlt^, 

Mr.  Beereterjf  Mattievi) 
0.  Ordered ;  road  1>  •  ifor  85  [BIO  S«] 

MetropoliUn  RaiUcay  Bill 
«.aR.  defemd  JTorSO,  IM4 

UxsLVTOV,  ViBcount 

Afrloa  (South)— A&iri  of  SwMilMd,  UM 

UnxTOVH,  Earl  of 

Land  Uw^lreland)  AeU— Report •rikslif^ 

Comminion,  ISSO 
Pharaaey  AeU  Amendment,  9R.  401 
Railway  and  Canal  Traflte,  Comoa.  eC  7.  IW 

MiLTAiiT,  Mr.  T.,  BurhMm 
Parliament  —  Dnsioeai  of  tbo  Umm  —  (M- 
minal  Law  Amendment  (IrdMd),  Matia 
far  Urgency,  Boi.  1944,  1948 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Oom]  BiH 

(Jfr.  Aeland,  Sir  Jekn  St.  ^tflym  Mr,  Oemu 
fwy,   ViieauHt   Eiringtom^  Mr, 
Smith,  Mr.  SeaU-Hojfn') 

0.  BiU  withdrawn*  Mar  95, 1589     CBBI  IVP. 


Mining  BoyaltieB  Bill  {Xr. 

Mr.  MaaoH,  Mr.  Bart,  Mr,  Atrmkam,  Mr, 
Bortati,  Mr,  Blake) 
«."Mofed,  "That  the  Bill  ho  now  rmU  r* 
Mar  30,  1039 ;  Uored,  -  Thai  the  IMeti 
be  now  adjonmed"  (Jfr.  TeaUimem)  :  aftw 
abort  debate,  Qneition  pat,  and  mpami  ta  ; 
Debate  adjoarned  £801 1^ 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  0.,  Xims'e  C:,  Birr 
Navy  Ealimatet— Vietnals  and  CletUm  Ar 

Seamen  and  Harioea,  1007. 1009 
rarliament— Buinaaaof  the  Umio  (teta  af 

Pmedara)— Rut*  1  (Oleiara  af  Ohfeato . 

Rea.  66,  70.  388,  389 
Sopply— CiTUServieeaaad  Sanm  Dafut- 

menta,  1045,  1065 


MoKTAoiT,  Mr.  8.,  TbiMT  iTsaiMi^ 

CoBtagiea*  Dieeam  (AnUHb)  AaH  Pwlii 
Qatlle,  1011 
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XfOtTAOD,  Mr.  8.— Mflf. 

Curreoor  (Gold  nod  Silver)— Ro^al  Commii- 

don,  14 
UMiiMng  AoU— Dogi,  188S 

SCoBOAH,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  !)«»• 
hiffhthirtf  S, 

Law  mid  JuUm— Colonial  Jadgmenti— Tho 

Colonial  Conroronoe,  1760 
Parliament  —  Butinow  of  tho  ITonM — Crt- 

minnl  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Kloiion 

for  UrgcncT,  Rea.  1381 
Parliament — Busioeia  of  the  llouie  (Uulea  of 

Proecdare)— Rule  1  (Cloanro  of  DeUate), 

Bes.  56 

aioBQAS,  Mr.  0.  v.,  BaiUrua 
Admiralty — Vaeaneiea— Oireulara,  1300 
Coleniid  Gonrureoee — Rojal  Commiuioa  on 

Imperial  Dofenea,  1474 
IdcrGhaDt  Shipp'of  Aot  (1854)  Amendment 

(No.  2),  730 
Tost  Offiofl— Sale  of  Stamps  to  Railway  Tole- 

grapb  Clerki,  170 

VoKLvr,  Bigbt  Hon.  J.,  Ktweattle-upon- 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  838 
Irelaa^Triala  bf  Jury— The  Kotum,  1470 
I'ariiament  —  BuHness  of  the  Ilouae  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  firoland),  Uotion 
lor  Urgeney,  lies.  Amendt.   1158,  1178, 
H15, 1417 

MoBLVT,  Mr.  A.,  Nottingham,  E. 

rarliament— Divisiona  of  tho  Iloase  (P.-(irin^] 
— Diviaioua  on  tbe  21st  Marob,  1787,  1700 

MoEBiaoN,  Mr.  W.,  York,  W.R.,  Skipion 
Dwelling*  for  tlie  Working  Clnaaes— The  Pea- 
body  Traiteei— The  Property  Tax,  1003 

UoTBUT,Big1itHon.8ir  Ox/crd 
Vmverntjf 
tondon  Corporation  (C<bui»*of  MalremlionX 
8 

MuLnoLLUfD,   Mr.   H.  L.,  Zondou- 
dtrrjf,  N. 

-  I'ftrliamont  —  nntlnen  of  the  Ilonao  —  Cri- 
minal Lav  Amendment  (Ireland}.  Motion 
for  Urgeney,  Uca.  13d0 

UvircELLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Shajield, 
BrighUids 
Criminal  Law  Amon'dmont  (Ireland);  HoUon 

for  Leare,  1823 
Qnstomt  Uouao — Foroign  Gooda  bearing  Brillali 

Trade  Marks,  719 
f  oor  Law  (England  and  Wales)  —"  Boarding- 
ont "  of  Paoper  Children,  900 

Xnntcipal  Eleetiqns  (Scotlaqd)  (CQrmpt 

Practices)  Bill  {Mr.  LaeaUa,  Mr. 

Simund  JSoierttm,  Mr.  Shirtii  WW) 
0^  m  withdrawn  •       89  [BUI  77] 


Uniiicipal  Franchise  (Belfiast)  Bill 

( Colonel  Smmdtraon,  Colonel  XtngSannatt, 
Cohnet  Worinfft  Mr.  T,  W.  Mauell,  Mr. 

Lea) 

e.  ^Aoi^o'a?QT^J6B,■vo  {Colonel S'tunderion)  J^8I>, 
1876;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Rill 
ordered  :  read  1**  [Bill  211] 

Morcd,  "  That  tho  Bill  be  read  2»  upon  VciU 
neaday  tSth  May"  (CV/oneJ  Saunderun)  ; 
Qoefltion  pat,  and  agreed  to 

MuBFHT,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Dahlin,  St.  PalrieV* 
Parliament— Bnainesa  of  the  Iloaae  (llnhH  of 
Proeodarel— Bale  1  (Oloanro  of  Debate), 
Refl.0S 

Navy  ( Qiuatiom) 

Statement  ExflancUory  of  the  Ifuvi/  Etti- 
PuUett  1887-88.  and  «/  the  Potieif  SmAodied 
l^erfin,  699 

Admiralty  Expenditure— Cott  of  Comtruetion, 
Observations,  lit.  S.  M.  Mnelean ;  long 
debate  thereon  Mar  17,  610 

Coaling  at  SotM  Portw,  Question,  Admiral 
Ilayne ;  Answer,  The  First  Ixird  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  [lamiUon)  Mar  18, 
728 

Coniraet  Syttem  of  llie  Admiralty—  The  Ropal 
Committion — Irregular  Pullieation  of  Evi- 
dence, Personal  Explanation,  Sir  Wiltlam 
t'lowden  ;  Rpply,  The  Secretary  to  tho  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Korwood)  Mar  11,  27 

Dock  Aeeommodaiion  at  Boiidmy  for  Her  3Ia- 
jeitt/'t  Navy,  Questions,  Admiral  Field ; 
Answers,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  'iho  Under  S ee re- 
in ry  of  St-ile  for  India  (Sir  John  Oont) 
Mar  17,  503 

Drawiitft  tupplted  to  Foreign  Pduert,  Quee- 
lion.  Sir  Uenry  Tyler;  Answer.  The  Firat 
Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  (Loid  Uoorgo  Hamil- 
ton) Jfar2l,83t 

Pulflie  0^cit$~7'hg  Dockyards— Betrayal  of 
TrutI,  Quostiont,  Mr.  llanbury  ;  Answera, 
Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
Gcorgo  Hamilton]  Mar  11,  20;  Queithins. 
Hr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor:  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Uamillon).  30 

The  Channel  Squadron  at  Liihon  and  Qibraitar, 
QueatioD,  Mr.  Gourloy;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admirait;  (Lord  Georgo  Hamil- 
ton) Afar  14.  171 

The  Indian  Tro^hip  "  Jumna,"  Qaestion,  Sir 
William  CroHman  ;  Answer, The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
JIfar  24,  1335 

Vacanciei—Vireularg.  Qupslioo,  Mr.  O.  V. 
Morgan ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treuury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  24,  ISffO 

PBHBoninitr  ' 
B.R.ff.  the  DaU  of  ConnaugU—Inepeetim  at 
Aden,  (Question,  Mr.  Lnbouchere;  Answer, 
Tlie  Under  Sccrctiiry  of  Statofor  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst]  Mar  20,  1783 
Sir  Witliam  PaUiicr  {Annow  Bolti),  Qne»- 
tiona.  Captain  M<OiiImoril ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  Of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georgs 
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HaniiltoD]  Xar  21,  840  ;  Qaeation,  Oaptaln 
M'Calmont ;  Answer,  The  Seoretst?  to  the 
Admiraltf  (Mr.  Forwood)  Jtfor  25, 14M 

EmploymtU  of  Mariw  m  PrivaU  Strvieg, 
QucBtion,  Mr.  Gilhool/;  Aoiwer,  The  Firtt 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltr  (Lord  George  IlKmU- 
ton)i/(Trll,7 

Lieulenanti  and  Sub-Lieutenanti,  Queitiont, 
Mr.  De Lisle:  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
(he  AdmiraUy  (Lord  George  llamilton) 
Mar  17,  523  ;  Mar  81,  851 

Prmotion  of  Chief  Ouwurt  and  tOher  A'w- 
Coamiutimed  OJleen,  Qnestion,  Mr.  E. 
Robertson  ;  Answer.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Adtnindt;  (Lord  George  Hamilton]  Mar  17, 
519 

WtiUam  Roper,  an  ArHxan  of  Devonport  Dock- 
yard, Question,  Mr.  Mto  Nelll  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admlrftltjr  (Lord 
Gewf*  Hamilton)  ifiir  17. 51S 

Withm  of  Seamen  and  ifarinet,  Question, 
Captain  Price ;  Answer.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiraltr  (Lord  George  Uamllton) 
Sfar  17. 521 

Celebration  of  l*«  Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Ma- 
jeitj^M  Retfftt^lhe  JViinii  Review— Rirj/ai 
JVomI  Bemve  and  Ami  Napid  JrtUurf 
Volm*teer$,  <^stIoM,  Sir  Samuel  WUioo. 
Mr.  Addison  ;  Adswwi,  Tbo  Flrrt  Lord  of 
the  Admimltr  (Lord  Georgo  Huniltou) 
Mar  21, 811 

Thb  Docxtabdb 

Chalham  Dockyard— Mr.  Totmg  Terrv,  Qom- 
tlon,  Mr.  Piekersgill;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  28, 1614 

ffatdbowKne,  Dockyard  Works  at—Diicharge 
of  WorknuM,  Questioo,  Mr.  Hooper;  An- 
■wer.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Mar  IT,  636  :  Qnestioni, 
Hr.  J.  O'Connor.  Dr.Tanocr;  Answers,  The 
Ftrrt  Lord  of  the  AdrntrnUy  (Lord  George 
HamiUon)  JforSS,  1149 

PenUmie,  Conitruetion  of  Sheers  at.  Qaestion. 
Admiral  Majrne ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admirattr  (Lord  George  HaniUon) 
Mar  18, 79« 

:Doet]ftDrd  Ofieial$~Lord  BrasseyU  "  Naval 
Anmud,"  Quettioo,  Mr.  Dwjrw  Gmj  ;  An  ■ 
awer,  Tbo  Fine  Lord  of  the  Adninlijr  (Lord 
George  HuoUtoa)  Mar  98, 16M 

jSA^p*  of  War  {Detigm) 
Amendt.  od  Committee  of  Sopply  Mar  17,  To 
leare  oat  fWtm  "  That."  add  "  a  Select  Com< 
mittee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  tbo 
designs  upon  wbiob  lUpe  of  war  are  bow 
being  bnilt,  mod  how  hr  tbeyare  In  bannony 
with  the  tnut^tion  in  Naval  oonstrnotion 
and  taoUea,  and  also  the  neeessity  for  an 
oifanised  ^*t«m  of  harbour  and  ooast  de- 
fenee"  (Mr.  OourUj/)  v.,  589;  Question 
propoMd,  "That  the  words,  Ao.;"  after 
deute»  QsntioD  pat,  and  agtited  to 

'NzTiLLE,  Kr.  B.,  Ziwrpool,  Bxo\an§9 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ixetaad),  XetioD 
li)r  teav^-lSSi 


Newspaper  Libel  Law 

iMr.  Jenmimge,  Mr.  AiMwm') 
«.  Ordered:  road  l«»Jr«r 90  [BOiaUl 


NoBLB,  Mr.  W.,  ffiuhng* 
Sapply— Civil  Services  and  BtvMM 
menta,  1097 


NoLAK,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galmmg,  If. 

Army  Estimatei,  1887-8— Land  PeecM,  SIL 
330 

Defeneoi  of  tbo  Em^rt— CoMt  DofcaMrf 

Great  Britain,  319 
Ireland — Qaesi  ions 

Royal  Irish  ConaUbalary— Umtewm.  IXO, 
1779 

Seed  Sopply  Aet— laaoeef  Bead, 
Repayment  of  Loans,  171. 13M 
Parliament— BiHlness  of  the  IIom*  (KalBrf 
Proeednre)— Rule  1  (ClooBra   of  DakMik 
Res.  110,  410 ;  Amendt.  490, 194.  TW 
Kavy  Estimates— Sea  and  Coast  Gw4  Sm. 
vices,  699,  TOO 
Viotoals  and  Clothing  (or  Bnamn«  mti 
Marinea,  959,  961,  967. 909.  lOW 
Supply— Civil  Sorvioea  and  R«tmm  DifH»> 
nwnti,  1033, 1079 

Noun,  ICr.  J.,  Uutk,  N, 

Pariiameal— BndBen  of  the  HoMfUaif 
ProoHur*)— Rule  1  (Ctew*  Mde.. 
a«.09 


NoR&u,  Ur.  E.  8.,  2J*iMr  EamSttM^ 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Walee)— ' 
oot "  of  Pauper  ChiUini,  9M 

War  Offlce— Coast  Defeneaa— Maridto  T< 
AM 


NoBTHOon,   Hon.  H.  8.  (Siui*jui 
Omeral  of  Ordoinoe),  Extitr 

Army  Contracts,  13(3 

Coast  Defences  and  Coalinc  SUtiei  Pis- 
teeted  Barbette  Syatem  of  ForttfloaliiA,  ■» 

336 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Definin    fliwg  K«( 

1837 

Singapore,  1343 ;  —  OoaU«f  ITaibwi 
TS9 

War  Ofleo   Oflelal  fllal— eat— Bnigil  B» 
ficieney  of  £695,785— NaTal  OrisM^ 

1339 

Ordnaoee  Department— Contnot  fer  <W> 
tridges.  91 :  —  Mesvs.  Kyaeoh  *  Cm. 
187 :  —  Mcstra.  Latiatw  Clack,  Hv* 
head,  *  Go.  19U 

Ihrei^  on  Siuluh  FMu  mm  Jh 
S0pori  ofth*  CommittM 
QneatioB,  Sir  Savile  Crocaley ;  Aawwer.  Tie 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Tni4e  (Ivib 
Hent7  Do  Worms)  JUcr  39,  ITW 


I 


NoBTOH,  Lord 
Oloho  Ludi,  Report,  dL  fl^ 
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O'BRiBir,  Mr.  J.  P.  X.,  Mayo,  8, 

Egypt  (FiMDoe,  Ao.)— Lnnd  Tu,  1143 
India — Mtdnu — Qaeations 
DiHOoUnt  in  Mudraa,  613 
Fnudi  on  tbs  Barenne,  161 1 
Ontbreik  En  tbe  Goden  Diatriot,  1019 
Iretnnd — Qneations 

Crime  and  Outrage — Riota  at  Bcliaflt— 

BepKHion  of  Diftnrbanee,  HOT 
Laboamra  Aeti — Mr.  John  Boe,  Donagb- 

more  Union,  645 
Law  and  Police — "  Stwmy  Evlcttons  in 

Majo."  736,  840 
Loeal  GoTemment — Election  in  Honnt- 

melltek  Union,  848,  1339 
Poblio  Works— Report  of  tbe  Royal  Oom- 

miHion,  1604 
Seed  Supply  Act — Repajmcntof  Loana,  171 
Ireland — Law  and  Jaatiee — Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  AdjourameDt,  771 

0*B&i£v,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N. 
Ireland— <lueations 

Comminioners  of  National  Edocation— 
Attendance  of  Members,  844  ;  —  Mr. 
Jamei  A.  Irwin,  National  School  Teacher, 
843 

Crime  and  Ontrage — Riots  at  Toaghal — 
Coroner's  Warrant.  1147  i  —  Telegram 
from  Gaptaia  Plonkelt,  DlTlaional  Magis- 
trate, S64 

ETictioDs— Estate  of  Mr.  S.  E.  Shirley, 
Co.  Uonaghan,  844,  845,  1153 

Royal  Comminfoa  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Aet,  1881,  and  tbe  Furcbaee  of 
Land  (Ireland)  Aet,  1885— Mr.  Knipe'a 
Report,  39 

Royal  Irish  CoDstabnlary— Police  Super- 
Tlilon,  733 

O'Bbibn,  Ifr.  P.  J.,  Tipptriary,  iT. 

Jrcland^Qnestions 

Royal  Iriab  ConstabnUry— Co.  Tippentry, 
534 

State  of  Ireland'Nortb  Riding  of  Tip- 
perarr,  873 Coaatabnlary  Force  for, 
848 

O'OoinroB,  Mr.  A.,  Jhntgah  ^^ 

Admiralty  Exponditnre—Coit  of  CoBstnetioD, 
070 

Army  Eetimatef,  18S7-8— Land  Foroee,  330, 
880,  333 

Bankropicy  Offices  (Sites)  [Consolidatad  Fand], 

Comm.  1587,  1598 
Civil  Serrkw  Writart— Fixity  orTennra,  791 
Defineea  of  the  Em^re — Coast  I>efences  of 

Great  Britain,  398 
Imperial  InaUtate— Site  at  Sooth  Kenwngton, 

875 

Irelnnd— Qoestions 

Dublin  Hospitals— Commission  on  Grants, 
1618 

Inland  ReveuM— English  ODinals,  1618  ;— 
Withdrawal  of  the  Collector  from  Sligt^ 
801 

Land  Aet,  1870— Tenant  Purchasers,  8J5 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjoammeat,  784 
Keneiogton  VMtn,  Could.  1980 ;  atU.  d. 

1318 
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O'CoNxoB,  Mr.  A,—eont. 
Nary  Estimates — Victuals  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marioea,  057,  968,  971.  093 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse,  370 

Falaee  of  Westminster — Ventiktion  of  this 
nouee— Cooksoa's  Wharf.  Millbank,  881 
Parliament — Easiness  of  the  IIonBe  (Rnlea  ot 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (CloHre  of  Debate^ 
Res.  431,438 
Supply- Civil  Senrioei  and  ReTonne  Depart- 
ments, 1083 


O'CowNOR,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  8. 
Army  Estimates,  1887-8— Land  Forces,  339 
Ireland — Constabulary  Force  for  tbe  North 

Riding  of  Tipperary,  850 
Navy — Dockyards— Ditchargoa  from  Uanlbow- 
line,  1149 

Navy  Estimates— Viotaala  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  Marines,  993,  1008,  1009 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Uouse  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland],  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1205 

ParliameDt— Business  of  tbe  Hoose  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Role  1  (Cloanre  of  Debate), 
Res.  410,  430 

Supply— Civil  Serrioei  and  Revenat  Depart- 
ments, lOTO,  1077 


O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Riott  at  Youghal 
—-Telegram  from  Captain  Plunkett,  Divi- 
sional Magistrate,  365 
Parliament— Divisions  of  tb*  House  (Pairing) 
— Diviaions  on  the  3Ut  Harcb.  1788 
Order — Business  of  the  House — Order  of 
the  Day  for  Committee  of  Supply — Ez- 
olusion  of  Motions,  859 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  108,  109,  113, 114.  115,  124,  383.  391, 
438,  463 :  Amendt.  465,  474,  479,  488 
Pnblifl  Offlohila  —  Doekyards  —  Betrayal  of 
Trust,  37 

Supply- Civil  Services  and  Revenae  Depart- 
ments. 1041 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 
1060, 1070, 1071, 1118*  1117>  U18 

O'DoHEBTT,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Donegal,  N. 
Agricultural  Department— Report  for  1886, 
837 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Acta— Importa- 
tion of  Cattle  from  Ireland  into  Sootlandf 

360,867,  531 

Ireland — Questions 

Erictions,  Ac— 'Lifford  Auises — Hannah 

O'Donnell,  1336,   1337 ;— Relation  of 

Landlords  and  Tenants— Alleged  Ciroa- 

lar  to  tbe  Polioe,  885, 836 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Deoroei  Ibr  Rent. 

Co.  Donegal— Wrongful  Action  of  a 

Bailiff,  516 
Veterinary   Department   of    the  Privy 

Council— Cattle  from  America  nnd  Ire* 

land,  647 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjonrnment.  768 

Navy  Estimates— Vietoals  nnd  dothinf  for 
Swnien  and  Uarin«^^  08i 
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0'I>ontRTT.  Mr.  J.  E — conf. 

*  Pftrliame&t — Buiincu  of  iho  tlonao  (Rnles  of 
I'roeedore)— Rule  1  (ClMare  of  Debvte), 
lie*.  «e,  89,  429,  441 

O'Haioon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 
IreUod— Post  OfBo«— Gmngegeith,  1340, 1769 
rarliament— BuiineM  of  the  Uoaae  (Kulea  of 
rrocednre)— Rate  1  (Cloaura  of  Debate], 
BiU.  S0»  91 

0*Ksu.T,  Hr.  J.,  jBsammmoiij  N. 

Egypt— Detention  oTZi-bebr  Paaha,  1T83 
Ireland — Queationt 

Inland  Revenno— WitbdrawaloftbeOollee- 
tor  from  Slign,  361 
Magiatracy— Mr.  Cecil  Itocbe,  R.M.,  Boyle, 

Co,  Roscommon,  820 
Rojral  Irish  Conatabalarr — Tovn  CoromiB- 
alonera  of  Boyle,  Co,  Roacommon — Sub- 
Inapector  Babbage,  830 
Huritiua— Oonatitutioa  of  tbe  late  Commii- 
siOD,  1888.  183« 

Ohblow,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  CoIoDies) 
Africa  (Soiitb)—AniiraorSwasilnnd,  128? 
Coloniee — Naval  and  Military  Scnrioee ,  Motion 

for  ao  Addresa,  .1 595 
Imperial  and  Colonial  GoTernmeBt  Ceo- 
ierence  in  London,  704,  IIS8 

Obdkakcb  —  Surveyor    General  {tee 
NoRTHOOTB,  Hon.  H.  S.) 

Paoxt,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somertet.  WelU 

Parliament— Boaineu  of  the  Ilouae  (Roles  of 
rrocedure) — Rule  1  (Cloanro  of  Debate), 
Rc«.  114,  US 

Toat  Office  — Telcgrama  —  ShorteneJ  Tele- 
graphic Addressea  for  ibia  House,  1473 

Palmbr,  Sir  0.  M,,  Durham,  Jarrow 
1  Contagious  Diseaaca  (Animnls)  Act,  1886 — 
Pleuro- Pneumonia  (Scotland),  1148 
Kavy — Ships  of  W.ir  (Deaigns),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Cemmittco,  617 

parliament 

LORDS— 
•Butine$$  of  tite  Houte 
The  Eaiter  liteeit,  Queation,  Earl  Granville  ; 
Answer,  Tho  I'rime  Minister  and  Seoretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira  (Tbe  Harqncss 
of  Saliaburj)  Har  25,  1449 
.  Standing  Order  Mo.  XXXV.  to  be  considered 
on  Monday  next  in  Order  to  ita  being  eua- 
pended  Mar  39 

COMMONS— 

Ctwimoni— Select  Committee  appointed  J/or  14 ; 
List  of  Ibe  Oomnittee,  384 

Fairing— iHHtfiHU  cn  tk$  3Ut  March,  Qnea- 
Uona,  Hr.  Broadlinnt,  Mr.  Arnold  Merloy, 
Loi-d  Rati>'olili  CboKblll,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con. 

(eon/. 


PARuiyavT — CoMMOna—Divitiom  cf  Bnt 
— cent. 

nor,  Mr.  R.  W.Daff;  Answers,  Ur.  Br«- 
towe,  Mr.  Speaker,  Tho  ratrorage  Seentai 
I  o  t  ho  Treaaary  ( Mr.  Akera-  Douglas)  Afar  9, 

17S6 

ORDER 

HutintH  of  tAe  Btuae — Ondrr  •f  the  2>»ff^ 
Committee  of  Supply — Exchuunt  oj  JUttime, 
Question*,  ObsorTaiions,  Mr.  T.  P.  Gill,  Itr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor,  Hr.  Conybcars ;  Btpte. 
Mr.  Sneaker  Mar  81,  608 

The  Bat/.PaMt  Twehe  o'CUnk  RmU—BUOof, 
Question,  Mr.  lloirard  Viooeofc  ;  hmmw. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Tivasnry  (Ur.  W.O. 
Smith)  Mar  38, 1631 

Private  BiU  Buiineti,  Question,  Mr.  Slaalry 
Leighton ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  to  tta 
I'reasury  (Mr.  Jackaoo)  Mar  15,  353 

SITTINGS  AXD  AJ>J0URN11ENT  OF 
Tl/a  BOUSE 
The  ICoMter  Jteeeis,  Question,  Mr.  Uoie* 
Ferguson;  Answer,  The  Kirat  I^rd  of  ibe 
Treaeory  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  18,  733: 
Questions.  Mr.  riokersgill.  Mr.  T.  M.  lln^, 
Mr.  Conjbenre,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Nr. 
W.  li.  James;  Anavera,  Tbe  Firat  L<wd  of 
Ibe  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mkr  38, 
1633 

Morcd,  "  That  this  Uonae  do  now  adjoon " 
Uar  18,  603  ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

MoTed,  '*  That  this  Ilooae  do  now  adjoam " 
{Mr.  Aker$.Dougla$)  Mar  25.  1580  ;  afler 
abort  debate,  Queation  put.  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  this  Ilonae  do  now  adjoani " 
Mar  39,  1876 ;  aRcr  abort  debate,  Qoes. 
UoD  put,  and  agreed  to 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  UOVSEAJW  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
Qucstiona.SirWillirkm  Harcourt.Dr.  Cnmeron : 
Answois,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaary 
(Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  18,  733;— TA* 
Nary  Ettimatee,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treaaary 
(Hr.  W.  n.  Smith)  Max  11.  37  i~Tk«  Etti- 
mateti  Questions,  Mr.  Childcrs,  Hr.  Arlhtff 
O'Connor;  Answers,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith),  Ur.  Speaker 
Mar  15,  376 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 

Ventilation  of  the  Ihuu—Cookton't  Wharf, 
MH\ba»l;  Quealiona,  Ur.  W.  U.  i%wm, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  I'rev- 
dent  of  tho  Looal  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ititchie)  JI/arSl,8S0 
Palace  Yard-^A  Olau  SieJter,  Qoeatioa,  Ifr. 
W.  Beckett;  Anssrer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.Plnnket)  JTor  SO,  1781 

Parliament — Butineu  of  the  Houu — Oi- 
minal   Law   Ammdment  {Irelimd) 
BiU — Motion  for  Urgent)^ 
Moved,  "  That  the  iatroduetion  and  several 
stages  ol  tbeCrimiDsl  Law  AroeBdmeBt(lrs- 
land)  Dill  havo  prccodenee  of  all  Onlera  of 
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^art&meia—£iuiiuti  of  tkt  BwM—Criminttt 
Law  AmtnJmeta  {Irdamd)  BiU—ifclWH  fat 
Urgtne^ — eont. 

the  Da;  knd  Noticei  of  Motion,  inoludinff 
tbo  RuIm  of  Prowdare,  whenerer  th«  Dill 
ihnlt  bo  Mt  do*n  Tor  coniidernlion  by  the 
Gorernment  na  the  firit  botinesa  or  the  daj  " 
(Mr,  William  Henry  Smith)  Har  22,  1 1*3 
Amendt.  to  Ifave  out  Irom  "  That,"  add  "  thll 
IIohm  deolinee  to  Mt  wide  the  buiIneH  of 
tba  Nation  in  farourof  a  mcaaare  for  in- 
ereaglnf  tbe  atringcncy  of  tlio  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland,  wbilat  no  cffeotual  ireurity  hni 
boon  taken  against  the  aboao  of  the  Law  b; 
tbe  exaotion  of  oxeeaiiTe  renls"  {Mr.  John 
Morkpi,  1 171 :  Qneation  propoMd,  "  Tfaat 
tbo  wordii  Ae. ;"  after  Ions  debate,  DoIwIb 
luljoarMd 

Dvbate  rMunMd  [Second  Nljtbt]  ilferSS,  1933 ; 

after  leof  debate,  Debate  fnnlier  ailjourned 
IMale  on  th«  Motion  for  Urffenejf,  Obearva- 

tiona.  Tbe  Fir»t  Lord  of  the  Treanirjr  (Mr. 

Vf.  H.  Smith),  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
'     rarncll  Mar  23,  1277 
DilHile  returned  [Third  Nifht]  Mar  3«,  lSff2  : 

after  long  debate.  Debate  farther  adjourned 
Debate  retumed  [Fonrth  Night]  Mar  25, 1477  ; 

after  long  debate,  Mored.  "  Th.it  the  Debate 

be  BOW  adjonraed "  {Mr.  ParwU)  ;  after 
'    further  ab^fc  debate,  Hotioa  withdrawn ; 

Original  QnwUon  put;  A.  U9»  N.  260; 

DifisloB  LUt,  Ajeind  Noei,  1A79 
Uain  QneittoQ  again  proposed,  1981 
■  Amendt.  to  add,  at  end,  "  exorpt  on  Fridaj" 
(Mr.    Labouehere) ;    (Vacation  proposed, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  added  ; "  after 
short  debate,  A  mendt.  withdrawn ;  Main 
Question  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Tlic  Division,  Qncslion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Aoiwer, 
Ur.  Sprnher  Mar  93, 1828 

Patliammi — Bvanw  of  the  Uouw  {RuU* 
of  Proe$dure)~RuU  I  {C/uure  of 
IkbaU) 

Order  rend,  fbr  reaoming  Adjonmed  Di-bate  on 
Amendment  proposed  to  Main  (toeaion,  as 
Amended;  Qaeetion  again  proposed,  "That 
tlw  worda  '  and  also  if  a  Claaso  be  then 
tinder  eonaideratioa '  stand  part  of  ibe 
Qnestion  ;  "  Debate  resomed  [Eleventh 
Night]  Mar  11,  40  ;  after  debiUe,  Qoeaiion 
pnt ;  A.  104,  N.  95 :  M.  S9  (D.  L.  08) 
Amendt.  in  tine  10,  Itare  oat  "  with  tbe  con- 
•eat  of  tbe  Chair,  as  aforesaid,"  insert  "  the 
asaent  of  tbo  Chair,  as  aforesaid,  not  having 
been  withheld"  {Mr.  W.  U.  SmUh),  04; 
after  abort  debate,  Amendt.  agreed  to 

Amendt.  in  line  II,  after  the  first  word 
"  That,"  insert  "  ceruin  wordaof  tbe  Clanao 
defined  in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  tlie 
Clause,  or  That "  ( TAe  Marqnen  ^BarHng. 
ton),  09;  Qnestion  proposMi,  "Thu  those 
words  be  there  inserted  " 

Amendt.  to  propoeed  Amendt.  leare  oat  "  or 
That**  {Mr.  Stavetep  Bill)  I  Qoesiioa  pro- 
poeed, "  That  *  or  I'bat,*  Ae. ;  "  after  debate, 

.  QnesUoB  pat:  A.  S»7,      134;  M.  m 

I  (D.L.M) 


JPartiameia^Biurnett  o^  l&«  llouu  {Rutet  of 
Proe€<htrt)—Rtddl  {Clonirof^ Dobate)^90ht, 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  certain 
words  of  the  Clause  defined  in  the  Motion 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,  or  That,'  he  there 
inserted,"  96  :  after  short  debnte.  Question 
put !  A.  278,  N.  lOO  ;  M.  178  (D.  L.  60) 

Amendt,  in  lino  12,  after  "Debate,"  insert 
"Provided  that  whenever  the  Chair  does 
not  withhold  ila  asaent  to  a  Motion  of  Ciosnra 
whiehf  if  carried,  would  withdraw  from  eon- 
aidoration  any  Amendment  of  which  Notion 
has  been  given,  the  Cbair  shall  deolaro 
'  whether  sach  an  Amendment  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  lias  been  suf- 
fleiently  discussed  under  some  other  form " 
(ifr.  Ckildert%  108;  QueaUon  proposed. 
**  That  those  words  be  thera  inserted ; " 
after  short  debate.  Moved,  *•  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Labouehere) ;  after 
further  short  debate,  Question  pnt ;  A.  04, 
N.  223;  M.  139  (D.  L.  61) 

Qnestion  again  proposed. "  That  those  worda 
be  there  Inaerled;"  Mored,  "That  thU 
House  do  BOW  adjourn  "  {Mr.  Pictm%  131 ; 
after  abort  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Amendt.  {Mr.  VhUitr^  withdrawn 

Main  Qneation,  as  amended,  again  prapoiad  ; 
Debate  ftirther  nrijournod 

Debnio  resumed  [Twelfth  Night]  Mar  10,  379 

Amendt.  in  line  12,  aftor  "Debate,"  insert 
"  Provided,  That  whenever  the  Chair  docs 
not  withhold  its  assent  to  a  Motion  of 
Closure  which,  if  carried,  would  withdraw 
fVom  oondderation  any  Amendment  of  whioh 
Notioo  baa  been  given,  tbe  Cbair  shall  de- 
clare whether  such  an  Amendment  is  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  haa 
been  sufficiently  discussed  under  some  other 
form  "  {Mr.  K.  R.  Rnttell),  383  ;  Question 
proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted!" after  debate.  Question  pot;  A. 
146,  N.  818;  H.  69  (D.  L.  83) 

Amendt.  in  line  12,  at  end,  inssrt  **  Provided 
always,  That  in  Committee  of  Supply,  wlien 
a  Vote  is  under  eoRsldcralion,  and  to  tbo 
particular  Items  of  which  more  than  ono 
Notice  of  Amendment  baa  been  girco,  if, 
after  diacossion  en  one  of  such  items,  the 
Rule  for  closing  that  ditcuuion  is  put  in 
force,  the  fact  of  its  adoption  shall  not  ho 
held  to  apply  to  Amendments  to  the  ether 
rab-itemaof  that  Vot«"  {Mr.  Zh7fieyN),Se0 ; 
Qnoatioa  proposed,  "  That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted  " 

After  debate,  Amende,  (osaid  proposed  Amendt. 
to  leave  out  from  "  conaiaeration "  to  end 
add  "  it  shall  not  be  competent  for  a  Mem- 
ber to  make  any  Motion  to  bring  to  a 
decision  any  Qaesiion  already  proposed  from 
the  Cbair  for  tbe  granting  a  whole  Vole, 
in  case  any  Member  proposes  to  mote  the 
reduction  of  tbo  Vote  by  omitting  or  reducing 
a  sub  head  thereof,  the  omisrion  or  reduction 
of  whioh  has  not  been  previously  moved  * 
(Jfr.  C'ianee),  423:  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tbe  words,  Ae. ;  "  after  further  short 
debate,  Qucftion  put,  end  agreed  to 
Question  put. "  That  the  words  *  Provided  al- 
wavB,  Ae.  *  bo  tbero  inierted ;  A.  138,  K, 
918  j  U.M(D.li.«8} 
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Parliament  —  Siiiineii  of  the  IJctue  {Rules  of 
PioeeduTe)—Rule  1  {Cloture  of  DebaCe)-~cont. 

Amendt.  »t  end  of  line  12,  insert  "  Prorided, 
That  no  Motion  for  a  Olosaro  of  the  Debate 
may  be  made  on  »  TaewUj  or  a  Wedneada/  " 
(Cotonel  Ifolan),  482 ;  Qoeitioa  pro  pond, 
"  That  those  vorda  be  there  inserted ; " 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  13,  aftor  "  That,"  insert 
*'  Questions  that  the  Question  that  ocrtsin 
words  of  any  Clause  dcSaed  in  the  Motion 
stand  part  of  the  Glanso,  or  that  any  Clause 
stand  part  of  or  be  added  to  the  Bill  be  now 
pat,  shall  not  be  decided  in  tbo  afBrmatIro, 
if  s  Division  be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear 
by  the  numbers  declared  from  the  Chair  that 
such  Qneation  has  been  supported  by  a  nnm- 
ber  of  Members  at  least  twice  the  number 
of  the  Members  TOttng  against  it,  and  that 
other"  (Jfr.  ParneU),  4S9 1  Question  pro- 
posed, <*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted ;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put;  A.  iO,  N. 
19t  :  M.  143  (D.  L.  61) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed, 
441 ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Thirteenth  Nicbt]  Mar  IS, 
44a 

.  Amendt.  in  Rule  1 .  line  1 6,  leare  out  from  "  by," 
toend,  add  "  a  majority  which  consisted  of  not 
less  than  One  Uundred  Members,  and  which 
bor«  to  the  minority  ihfl  proportion  of  three 
or  more  to  two"  {Mr.  Qedge),  131;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  more  than/ 
*o.  y*  after  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Amendt.  in  line  16,  leave  out  "  Two  Ilandred," 
insert  "  Three  Uandrod  "  {Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor), 4(17  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That '  Two 
Hundred,'  dto. ;"  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  223,  N.  120  ;  M.  103 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  175 
Amendt.  at  end,  add  "  ProTlded  always.  That 
this  Rule  shall  be  put  in  foroe  only  when  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Mcons  is  in  tlio  Chair"  {Mr.  William  Benry 
Smith),  478;  Ciucstion  proposed,  "That 
those  words  be  there  added  ;  "  after  short 
debate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 
Amendt.  at  end,  add  "Provided  I  hat  the 
Member  who  shall  elaim  the  application  of 
this  Rule  shall  inform  the  Uouse  that  he  hns 
previously  had  no  coniniunioation  with  the 
Chair,  direct  or  indirect,  as  to  the  propriety 
of  making  such  Motion"  {Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor), 180  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  added  ;  "  after  short  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  65,  N.  304  ;  M.  210 
(1).  L.  66) 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Rate  1,  add  "  Provided 
also,  Th.itany  number  of  Members  exceed- 
ing Ten,  who  shall  be  dissatisfied  with  tooh 
dwision,  shall  be  entitled,  at  the  next  Sitting 
of  tbo  House,  to  make  a  collective  protest  in 
writing,  which  shall  be  recorded  In  the 
Journals  of  the  House  "  (Mr.Pametl),  487  j 
Question  proposed,  •*  That  those  words  be 
there  added;"  after  short  debate,  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourteenth  Night]  Mar  18, 
783  J  after  short  debate.  Question  put :  A. 
CO,  N,  3S1  i  M.  231  (D.  L.  M)  *^ 

[com. 


Parliament  —  Butineni  of  the  Hmte  (  Rulet  tf 
Procedure)  Rule  I  ( Cloture  of  Debate) — coot. 

Amendt.  at  end,  add  "  Provided  also.  That  ia 
any  such  Division  the  votes  shall  bo  take* 
by  secret  ballot"  {Mr.  M.J.  Kenap\  793; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  word*  he 
there  added  ;  *'  afier  short  debate,  QaestiM 
put,  and  negatived 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  propooed, 
797;  atter  short  debate.  Question  pat;  A. 
363,  N.  II  :  M.331 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes»  793 

Moved,  •*  That  this  Resolution  be  a  Sundia* 
Order  of  the  Oonse"  {Mr,  W.  B.  SmiA), 
800 ;  after  debate,  Qneatioa  pat,  and  tgnti 
to 

ParUament~Th$  New  RuIm  of  Prttimn 
(1882)— fi«/tf2  {Ai}o$irnmentofa» 
Sou*$)—MaiUrf  Arrest  of  FMtr 
Keller 

Moved,  "That  this  Ilonso  do  now  mdjean" 

{Mr.  Dillon)  Mar  18,  731;  afier  debate^ 
Question  put ;  A.  88,  N.  230 ;  M.  133 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  731 

Pabliakent— Hoim  of  Lobds 
Sat  fVr«< 

Mar  U— The  Eail  of  OhesterfioM,  after  tW 
death  of  bis  fiitber 

PABLIAHBira— HotrSH  OF  OoWICOKS 

New  Writ  Itnui 
Mar  U—For  Derby  (Illrostoa  Division),  f . 

Tbomu  Watson,  esquire,  dcemaed. 

yifw  Memler  Steom 

Mar  38^ir  Balthanr  Valter  Poster,  knight, 
Derbff  {Ilkeston  Divieim) 

Parliamentary  Voters,  SagisirafiM  of— 
Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Chaaeo  i  Annrer,  Tbe  Fitst 
Urd  of  the  Treaaary  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 

ifar3d,  1623 

Paenbll,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (IrolaDd),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1633.  I63t,  1823 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  770,  778, 

780 

Parliament— Adjoamment.  1580 

Parliament  — Business  of  the  tlonse— Cri- 
minal Law  Ameniimcnt  (Ireland),  Uotiot 
lor  Urgency,  lies.  1 178, 1379,  U?8 ;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1671,  1675,  lft79 

Parliament— Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debats)^ 
Res.  Amendt.  10. 10.  95,  103, 115.  119. 117, 
108 ;  Anuodt.  181,  481, 187,  707.  801 

Fanpsr   Lnnatio   Asylams  (Irolaiid) 
Superananatioii  Bill 

{Mr.  Ckanet,  Mr.  WilUam  C^riet) 
«.  Read  a*  Mar  81.  im  [8111*3] 
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AdroiraltT  Exptaditim— OmI  of  Coutrution. 
688 

PEABI,  Sir  J.  W.,  Duriem,  Bgmard 

Cattle 

Lftw  and  Jaatioe— AeeoiMiiodatloii  for  Pri- 
Bonera  Awaiting  Trial,  SooUand  and  Ireland, 
1316 

Regenl'a  Canal*  City,  and  Oooka  Bailwaj,  9R. 

1706 

FbA8X|  Ur.  A.  E.,  Tcri 

AMea  (Eait  Ooaat)— King  of  Johanna,  8S1 

Pease,  Mr.  H.F.,  Yerij  IT.R.,  CUcsUnd 

Var  OfBee— OOoial  StnlaiDent— Alleged  De* 
flcleuoy  of  £630,735— Naval  Ordnanee,  1188 

PiVL,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (im  Bpeaxbb, 
The) 

Pbllt,  Ifajor-Qeneral  Sir  L.,  Baehisy, 
Afrloa  (Sonth)-»Pondo1and,  84fl 

Fhumuf  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Sarlo/MiUtmcn) 
I.  Rend  S*  Sfar  17,  491  (No.  38) 

Coranittee  *  Mar  18 

lUport*  JMtr33 

Reads**  Jfor34 
e.  lUad  1*  •  (Pr.  Farqtikartm)  Mar  33  [DUl  310] 

FiCKEBSQiLL,  Ifr.  E.  H.,  Sethnai  Qr§tn, 

8. IF. 

AdmtnUjr— Ghitham  Dooknrd— Mr.  Tonng 

Terry,  1611 
pMrliament — Adjournment  and  Slltingi  of  Ibo 

lIoQM— Tho  Kaster  ReeeH,  1633 
rnblie  Patkt  and  Worlu  —  Vietoria  Park 

EtUte,33 

FioTOir,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Lnenter 

Defenees  of  the  Kmptro — Coatt  Dofoneei  of 

Great  BriUln,  253 
Eg;pt  (Finaooo,  Ao.)  —The  "  Ootroi  "  at  Cfliro, 

633 

Ireland— Law  and  Jostlee — Arrest  of  Falber 
Keliflr.  Motion  for  Adjournmont,  753 

rnrliament — Busioew  of  the  Boose  (Ruleiof 
Proeeduro)— Rule  1  (Olomro  of  JDobate), 
Ret.  Motion  for  Adjonrnment,  130, 134 

Rc-gcnt'fl  Canal,  Oitjr,  and  Dooka  Aailway,  3R. 
1761 

Supply— Ciril  Serrlcea  and  Rorentto  Depart- 
menta,  JOffl 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oalway 

Poland— Priioot—CoDTiot  Prison  at  Galway, 
831 

i^aeen's  CoIIogo,  Onlway,  1830 
Parliament  —  Busiaen  of  tho  llouae  —  Cri- 
ninal  Law  Amendmont  (Ireland)*  Motion 
lor  UrKaney,  B«k  1308 


Pitt-Lewis,  Mr.  G.,  Dwon,  Barmk^U 

Kensington  Vestry, Consld.  1338  ;  ad.d.cl.iW9, 
1313 

PlatfaiBi  I^ht  Hon.  Sir  I<^on, 
Leeit,  S. 

Parliament— Bniiness  of  the  HoQSe  (Rnles  of 
Prooedare)— Rule  1  fCloaore  of  DebateL 
Ret,  83 

Plowdek,  SirW.  C,  Woherhatnpton,  W. 
Contniet  System  of  the  Admtrnlty— Rojal 
Comnisaion— Irregnltr  PobUeation  of  Eri- 
deoco,  Personal  ExptanaUon,  37 

Plunket,  Eight  Hon.  D.  R.  (First 
Commissioner  of  Works),  BuhUn 
Univertity 
Bankruptcy  OfBoes  (Sites),  9R.  1 133 
Bankmptoy  Offloea  (Sites)  [Consolidated  Fnnd], 

Comm.  1588 
Literatare,  Soienoo.  and  Art— National  Gal- 
lery—New  ROMDS,  601 
Porllament — Palace  of  Westminster — Palaeo 

Tard— A  Glass  Shelter.  17S1 
Poblio  Parks  and  Works  —  Vietoria  Park 
Estate,  23 

Royal  Courts  of  JasUoe— Delay  of  Caneea— 

Insufficienoy  of  Courts,  fiOff 
Royal  Gardens,  Kow,  fi20 
Supply—Civil  Serrices  and  Rerenae  Depart- 

moDtfl,  1056,  1061,  1065,  1067,  1071,  1078 
Supreme  Court  of  Judioatoro  (Ireland)^  Comm. 

ti.  1,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1117, 

1418 

PooB.  Law  (Evoland  asd  Wales) 

"Boarding  Out'*  of  Pavpcr  Children,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Norria,  Mr.  Hundella  ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Goremmenb 
Board  (Mr.  Ritehie)  Mar  10,  359 

Dtath  of  Etisa  liyan  t»  St.  Panerat  Work- 
koate,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Looal  GoTentment 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  17,  517 

Post  Office  (England  and  Wai^s) 
(  Questiont) 

Addreti  to  the  Po$lmaiter  Qtneral,  Question, 
Mr,  Dizon-Hartland  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Katkes)  Mar  11,  33 

Annual  Bolidayi,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlanda  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr, 
Rnikes)  Mar  18,  730 

CAarga  at  Shanghai,  Qoettlon,  Mr,  Ilenniker 
lleaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikea)  Mar  21.  8S9 

Deliverp  of  the  Iriik  Mailt  in  the  Botut  of 
Commotit,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  An- 
swer, Tlie  Poatmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikea) 
Mar  17. 008 

Metric  CaU«  itttnm  OmnueyandAldM-mift 
Question,  Mr.  Uenniker  lleaton ;  Answer, 
Poatmaster   Geneml   (Ur.  Raikea) 
Maris,  1020 

Bampttead  Pott  Office,  Question,  Mr.  nen< 
nwer  Iloaton  t  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
GoMnl  (Mr,  Ralkw}J£u'  10,  373 
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Pon  0mm  {England  and  Jfaifi)— coal, 

Lfa$ehold  Jti$urance,  QontioD,  Colouol 
Makiiu ;  Answer,  The  I'ostmiater  GeDcrat 
(Mr.  Raikea)J/ar33. 1140 

Newtpaptr  Wrapper$  and  "  Vanity  ftiiV," 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Ilcnnikcr  Ileiton  ;  Answer, 
The  PoBtmaBtcr  GcDcrol  (Mr.  Raikfs] 
Mar  H,  IS3 

Pillar  BoxtM — Marking  with  the  Poiftti  of  ihe 
Cmpa$t,  QnettioDt  Colonel  Waring ;  An- 
swer, The  Poatmntter  G^Deral  (Mr.  Katkea) 
Mar  IS,  878 

Foliage  to  Australia  and  Nevi  Caledonia, 
Quoation,  Mr.  llenniker  Ilealon ;  Anawer, 
The  Poitmuter  General  (Mr.  Raikfa) 
Mar  16,  308 

Ftttal  Ordert,  Charget  for,  l^nostlon,  Mr. 
Henniker  Uenton  ;  Anawer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  15,  3C9 

Pvilal  Qrderi,  Commiitiou  on.  Question,  Mr. 
Henniker  Ilcaton  ;  Answer,  The  Posttnaster 
General  (Mr.  Rnikcs)  Mar  21,  838 

Potial  Union,  Tlie  —  Au$tralian  Colonies, 
Qacstion,  Mr.  Ilcnnikcr  lien  1  on  ;  Answer, 
The  Poatmaatcr  General  (Mr.  Knikei) 
Mar  34,  1930 

Rtntttred  Letter  Bran^,  (^nestion,  Mr. 
Conybeare  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaater  Oene> 
ral  (Mr.  Knikes)  Mar  38.  1606 
'  Sale  of  Stamps  to  Railway  Telegraph  CUrht, 
Question.  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  14, 
178 

SundajfDeHveiyofLettitrt — PoitmeH*$  Wages, 
Quration,  Mr.  Carendish  Bcniinek  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes] 
Mar  25,  1473 

Transit  Rates  from  England  to  Itulia,  <lv»- 
tlon,  Mr.  Henniker  ileaton;  Answer,  The 
PoatmBStrr  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Metr  34, 
1348 

TutouAra  Dbpaktiibrt 

Telfgrami—Rtgietered  Addretiet,  QaeiUon, 
Mr.  Biano :  Answer,  Tbo  Poattnnster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikoa)  Mar  18,  706 

Skortaned  Teiegrophie  Addresses  for  this 
Souse,  Question,  Sir  Kiehard  Paget;  An- 
swer, Tbo  I'oKtmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes} 
Mar  39,  1473 

TeUgrapfis  Act,  ISdB— Pre- Transfer  Tele- 
graph Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Broadharst ; 
Answer,  Tho  Attomrjr  General  (Sir  Ricbard 
Webster)  ifor  18,  716 

The  Telegraph  Branch  and  the  Poital  Branch, 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhnrst;  Answer,  The 
Fottmailer  Gcceral  (Mr.  Raikes]  Mar  IS, 

Test  Office —  Univertal  Penny  PotUigt 
Moved  for,  "  Tbe  fourth  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Henniker  HealoD,  M.P.,  to  the  Postmaster 
General  on  tbe  sabjeet  oF  ihe  nnWersnl 
penny  poitan"  {The  Earl  ef  Cratsford) 
Mar  II,  3 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

l?oVKfi,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E. 

Pariiament— Btttineuof  the  House  (Raleiof 
I'rooednrt]— Rule  1  (CloMre  of  Debate), 
Bn.70 


FaiOE,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devtnp^ri 

Admiralty  Expenditure— Ceetof  CoMtfvelaH. 

oso 

Education  De|HiKme6t— Groenwieh  llMfitsl 

School,  024 

Merchant  Shipping  Aota — Boats  aad  LUe- 

Saring  Apparatus  on  Passenger  Shipa,  I  S3 
Navjr — Widows  of  Seamen  and  Mariucs,  J34 
NaT/  Estimates— Victuals  and  Clotbinf 
Seamen  and  Marines,  943,  1008 

Fbi3ie  Uinisteb  {*e$  Salihbvet,  ICar- 

quess  of) 

Froluktion  of  First  Offender!  (Vo.  T 

BiU  [K.L.]  {The  Btrt  of  Ermi 

I.  Order  for  SR.  discharged  Jlar  35, 1450  (N*.  »\ 

Fablio  Librariei  Acta  AnuadsMat  Kl 

Fomterty— 

Free  Libraries  Acts  Amendnmt  sn 

{Sir  John  ZubMt,  Mr.  Arthur  OtJkem,  Mr, 
Collins,  Sir  Jekm  Keiimmpay,  Sir  Lfm 
Pkufair) 

e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  Mar  30  [BOI  Uf] 

PhBUo  Offieiah—Th§Ihekfwd*—B*trwfd 
of  trust 

Questions,  Mr.  Ilanbnry ;  Answers,  IW  FW^ 
Lord  of  the  Admirabj  (Lord  Gewm  OaaO- 
ton)Jfiir  11,  80;  Qocatlou.  Mr.  CalMU 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers.  Thw  pM 
Lord  of  the  Adminlty  (Lord  Gcoiio  flsn^ 
ton)  J/ar  11,30 

Puhlie  Paris  tmd  IForls  {Uknftlu)  BiU 
e.  Vie   Vieloria   Pmrt  Bsbtte,  Qiimiw,  lir. 
Piekcrsgill;  Answer,  Tbo  First  "-  ' 
siorer  of  Works  (Mr.  Plonhet)  JKir  11,  S3 


PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Jhfonpwt 
Adniiraltj  Bxpoiditnra— Cost  of  f 
638 

Army  Rstimatea^  1887  8— Land  Feroei.  sn 
Navy  Estimates —Viotnals  and  ClelUaqi;  far 

Seamen  and  Uarhwa,  880, 801 
Russia— RDmcoTOd  Attonpt  on  tlN  LUh  of  tba 

Ctar,  leo 

ananries  BiU  {Mr,  Themm,  ma. 

Mr.  Conyhean,  Mr,  Bmrt,  Mr.  CeMv  ». 
Airahatn  (OlamaymH) 
e.  Read  2°  *  ifor  23  [BiU  S8J 

QuxEH,  Ths  ^  C0Mrati9n  tfOt  /mUt» 
Year  of  Btr  Mtjetty'M  JUifm 
A  Speeial  BoHday,  Qocatten,  Colewd  la- 
stmther :  Answer,  1  be  First  Lecd  of  An 
Tressury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jfer  IT.fM 
The  Publie  Holiday.  Qocstiwi,  Mr.  Ilaebwj  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Ttwsmn 
(Mr.  W.  U.  SaMi)  Jliir  18^  IMl 
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BAI  BEE 


Baikbb,  Biffht  Hon.  H.  0.  (FostmaBter 

General),  Camhridg$  Unwertity 
■  Mcteorologiul  Ofieliil  ll^ort^Weatbw  Fon- 
t»»tt.  1815 

rartiamont— BniinoBS  of  the  noose  (Ralea  of 
Froccdnre)— Rule  1  (Oloniro  of  Debate), 
R«a.  50,  860 
Tost  Office — Qocstions 

Address  to  the  FostmiiBter  Gcoenl,  2i 
Annual  Holidnj,  7S1 
ChnrgM  at  Sbangbai,  SSO 
Cbargea  for  Postal  Orders,  369 
Comfflission  on  Postal  Orders,  6S9 
Dclirerr  of  the  Irish  Mulls  in  the  House  of 

Commons,  608 
Eleotrio  Cable  between  GaerOMf  and  AI- 

derney,  1030 
ILtmpstead  Post  Office,  379 
Leasehold  Insamnco,  1141 
Kewapaper  WR4>pcrs  and  "  YmUj  Fair," 
188 

Pillar  Boxes— MarkiBg  with  the  Fointi  of 

the  Compass,  878 
Fosmge  to  AutraliA  and  Kew  Oaledoobt 

868 

Postal  Union— The  Anstnliaa  Colonies^ 
1339 

Registered  Lettor  Braaeh,  1000 

Sale  of  Stnmpt  to  Railwa/  Telegraph 

Clerks,  177 
Snndnjr  Deliver/  of  Letters— Poitmea'e 

Wages,  1473 
Telegrams— Registered  Adtlrcsses,  707  ;— 

Shortened  Telegrapliio  Addresses  for  this 

House,  1473 
Tclesraph  Uranch  and  Postnl  Braneh,  71A 
Transit  Kates  from  England  to  India,  1318 
Post  Offleo  (Ireland)— Quest  ions 

Dclirei^  of  Letters  at  Ncwtownarda,  Ae. 

1133 

District  Sarreyors,  374 

Extra  Dutj  in  Tnirelltng  Font  Offlees  at 

Christmas.  830 
ImproTcd  Postal  Sertioo  at  Kinsnle,  733 
Manorhamtlton  Diatriet,  Co.  Leitrim,  1144 
Mullingfir  Post  Offloe.  725 
Omagh  Post  Office,  170 
Postn)  Arrangements  at  Enniakillen,  Ao.  11 
Post  Office  at  Grangcgeith,  1349,  1709 
Telcgrnph  Establishments  at  WaterfonJ, 

1472 

Wages,  Ac.  of  Limerick  Postmen,  1777, 
1778 

Pest  OIBee{Seolhnd}— Questions 

Acceleration  of  Mnils  North  of  I'orth,  818 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  at  Arohiestowo 
and  Dallas,  Morayshire,  1778 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1037,  1047,  1018 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  [n.t.] 

(2%*  lord  Statdti/  e/Prnfon) 
L  Read  2*,  after  dobata  Mar  14, 195  (No.  89} 
Committee  Mar  39, 1745 

Mailtcay  and  Canal  Tragie  BUI 

Moved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitfon  of  the 
Booth  Eastern  Railway  Company,  presented 
on  Friday  last,  pnyiog  to  be  beard  by  eoansel 
against  the  BUI,  be  eonpllod  with  "  ( Tht  Lord 
.  .firwMiMU)  J<ar  98,1091;  After  sbortdelMte, 
Motion  dsBgreed-to 


Railways  {England  and  Watea) — To{o» 
Sidings  on  the  Midland  SailtffOjf 
Question,  Mr.  Ghanning  :  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  tho  Board  of  Trado  (Baron  Henry 
D«  WMms}  Mar  94, 1891 

Bahkin,  Mr.  T.,  MireJ^ithm,  Xm- 
minattr 

Weights  and  HeanrM— Com  Measures,  1771  ^ 

Babch,  Major  F.  0.,  EtMX,  8,E. 
Defences  of  the  Empire — Coast  Defences  of' 

Great  Britain,  817 
Law  and  Justice  (En|^and  and  Wnlea)— Alleged 

lll-TreatmcBt  of  Oonvloti^  1610 

Bathbonb,  Mr.  "W.,  Cammrvonthire, 
ArfM 

Parliament— Basineis  of  the  Honae  (Rnlos  of 
Proeedare)— Rnle  1  (Closare  of  Debate), 
Res.  470 

Bating  of  Machinery  BUI 

(Sir  Bemhard  Samaelton,  Mr.  Knewlet,  Mr. 
Ftaeoek,  Sir  Frederick  Thorpt  Mappin) 
e.  Seleet  Oommittco  nomliutod  Mar  14;  Ustof 
the  Committee,  334 

EiTLEiaH,  Lord 

Electric  Lighting  Aet  (1889)  Aroeodment, 
Comm.  W.  1,811 

Bedkohd,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford^  N. 
Criminal  Ijiw  Amonilment  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1038,  1704,  1719,  1915 
Inland— Questions 

Crimo  and  Ootrage  —  Blots  nt  Toagbal, 
534 

Evictions — Evictions  at  Ennlsoorthy — Em- 
ployment of  tho  Constabolary,  188,  189, 

190,  191 

Inland  Revenue  Dcpni'tmcnt,  Dublin— Ap- 
pointments, SSd.  1610,  1017,  1818 

Land  Act — A  CommisBion  Court,  Qo.  Wex< 
ford,  lOOS 

Law  and  Justice— Irregular  Conviction  at 
Now  Ross  Police  Station,  510,  511 

Law  and  Foliee— Arrest  of  John  Halone 
and  Riohard  Magee,  177^  1779 

Rkdmowd,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  FtmMnagh, 

N. 

CriminnI  l^w  Amendment  (IrcUad),  Motion 
for  Li-ave,  1040,  1641,  1044 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House- Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1958, 1410 

River  Thames  (Oifbrd  and  Caateid|a  Boat 
Race) -Poliee,  1849 

Ekkd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Nary- Ships  of  War  (Designs),  MotiOB  for  % 
Seleet  CoBDmitteoi  698,  «0C .  . 
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BeformatoiT  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment BiU  (if*-.  BvgdaU, 
Mr.  WhitMore,  Mr.  Coram,  Mr.  Dixon, 
Mr.  Mari  Steieart) 

C.  Ordered ;  read  l«  •  Mar  1C         [Bill  198] 

MegeniU  Canal,  Cits,  and  Docks  Railway 
Bm{hy  Orier) 

e.  SR.  Aferred  Mar  35, 1404 

BMd  S%  after  ehort  dcbatfl  Mar  90, 17S1 

Eeib,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfriei, 

Puriiameiit  —  Bniiness  of  the  iloase  —  Cri- 
ininnt  Lav  Amendment  (Treland}.  Uotton 
for  Vrgoaof,  R«.  t2i9,  1359 

Bipov,  MorqueBS  of 
Law  and  Jiiitiee  (England  and  Wales)  — 
Conrt  nonses— AooommodatioD  few  I'riio- 
nen  awaiting  Trial,  890 

ItrroKiB,  Biglit  Hon.  0.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Ooremment  Board), 
.  Tow«r  EamUUf  8t  Q$org^$ 

Conta|denB  DiHoaes  (Aninuiltj  Aota  —  Ont- 

breu  of  Anthrax,  1468 
KentfngtOD  Veitr/,  Consid,  1301;  add.  el. 

1310 

Local  Gonmmcnt  Board — QneaUoni 

Jlkley  Local  Bonrd  —  Redootion  of  the 

Quota  of  Uembera,  S71 
Loans,  Sffl 

Multiple  AppoIntmcntB  En  Uampton  DiB< 
triet,  OxTordshire,  13 
Local  Taxation— Aueument  of  ChopeU  and 

Sobools  at  Ilnyle,  Cornwall,  1171 
Metropolis,  Distress  in— The  Conlerenoe,  233 
MetropoIitAD  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Exten- 
sion, Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  17S4,  1738  ; 
add.  cl.  1738,  1711,  1T43 
Parliament — Palaoe  of  Westminster — Ventila- 
tion of  this  Ilonso— Cookson'a  Wharf,  Mill- 
baak, 880, 831 
Parliament— Bnaioest  of  the  Bouse  (Rules  of 
Frooednro}— Rale  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  Si,  33, 101, 103 
Poor  Law  {England  and  Wales)—"  Boarding- 
out  "  of  I^aoper  Children,  350,  300 
Death  of  Elixa  R/an  in  St.  I'aneras  Work- 
house, 618 

River  Thames  Pollution  —  Bye-Laws  of  the 
Thames  OonserTators,  311,  fil2,  1779 
Water  Companici— Sewage  S/stem,  83S 
Vaeelnstion— Initrnotiona  to  I'ublio  Vaeeina- 
ion,  720 

Miver  7%am09 
reilution—Mj/t'Lami  o/  the  Thame$  Con 
atrvaton,  QuestioDS.  Colonel  Dawnay,  Mr 
Henry  U.  Fovlar ;  Anawen,  '1  be  President 
of  the  Loeat  QonrnmeBt  Board  (Ur.  Ritchie  i 
Mar  17,311 
J'oliwHon  by  Smtt  Boali,  ^e.,  Qaettlon, 
Colonel  Dawnay;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Loeal  Gonmramt  Board  (Mr.  Rltohie) 
ifor  30, 1778 

[amtm 


KAmt  Tilaowt— «ont 

Jlie  Omford  and  Cambridge  Boat  Race — TV 
Polvie,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Aa- 
swer.  The  Seoretarr  of  State  Tor  tb*  Htm* 
Department  (Mr.  MaUhevs)  M&r  34,  1X43 
The  WfiUr  Componiei— The  Setoa^  S^ftUm, 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- IlarUand  ;  Aaewer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Gogerotnl 
Board  (Ur.  Ritehie)  Jtfor  10, 8A4 

Bo^&T8,Mr.J.B.,  CamarmnMrm,-^^ 
Ireland— Law  and  Jnitiee— Arrest  of  Fatker 
Keller,  Motion  for  Adjonmineot,  7W»  77* 

BOBSRTSOK,  Dr.  W.  Tindal,  BrigJOmm 
Army— Ambalanoe  Sjstent — Snrgeoo-Majar 

£andford  Moore,  16 IS 

RoBBftTSOK,  Mr.  E.,  Dundea 
Funds  in  Chancery,  1325 
Nary— Promotion  of  Chief  Oooners  and  athar 

Non-Commiseioucd  Offiom,  019 
Royal  Gardens,  Kew,  020 

EowuuiDS,  Mr.  J.,  Firuhmy,  E. 

Post  OfBce— The  Annual  Uolidny.  730 
Regent's  Gonnl,  City,  and  Docks  Railwaj,  SR. 
1781 

War  OfBe*  —  Govarament  Workabopo  and 
Arsenals — InspeeUoti  b/  Represeotatifoi  of 
Foreign  Powen,  808 

BowLAims,  Ifr.  W.  Bowen,  pmrUgm- 
ahire 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (freland),  Motioa 
for  LeaTo,  1651 

BoWKTHEE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarhorovtgh 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Uoiien 
for  Urgcnejr,  Res.  ISIO 

Royal  Garden*,  Kew 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Worka  ( Ur.  Pluket) 

Mar  17,  020 

BussELL,  Sir  0.,  Saekney,  8. 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outr^fe— Riots  atToegfasl 
—Coroner's  Warrant,  13S8 

BussBLL,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Qlatgwf,  Brit^Uon 
India— Infant  Marringes  aad  Enforoed  Widow- 
hood, 8S1 

Parliament — ^Business  of  the  XIoaBO  (Rnlesof 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closnro  of  IMM»), 
Res.  Amondt,  379 
Scotland — Inland  RoTenae— Deed  Stampi,  825 
War  Office— Woolwieh  Cadeta— The  JoUlee 
Reriew  at  Aldershot,  0S7 

BvssBLL,  tit'  T.  W.,  7VreM^  8. 

Ireland— Development  of  the  Reiouwi— 
Royal  Commission,  830 
Irish  Und  Law  Bill,  860 
MetropoliUn  Open  Spneec  Aot  (1881)  Eltea- 
aion,  Oomm,  «l,  1, 1788 
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Ruatiu,  Mr.  T.  W.— «Mif. 
Pariiimeat  —  EqiIimm  of  the  nooM  —  Cri- 
niBBl  Law  AoiendBMBt  (Iralaad]^  UoUoa 
for  Urgenejr,  Rai.  1487 
Supply— Cifil  Serrioei  and  Rmnye  Depart* 
iMoMt  t058 

Jmpfiionment  of  J,  W.  R<Mnnm,  a  BrUhh 
Subjeet,  Qneition,  Dr.  Cnmcron  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seerotar;  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  FerenstOD)  Mar  IT,  fi06 

Sunwured  Attempt  on  tht  Lift  of  the  Cfar, 
QoMtion,  Mr.  Poletton  ;  Aiuwer.  The 
Under  Seeretaij  of  Stale  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  Jamei  Fergtuaon)  Mar  14, 196 

SAUSBtTBY,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afikirs) 
.  Allotoenta.  1891 

Chnreh  Patronage,  Comm.  «1.3,  Amendt.  336, 
340;  d.  4,  Amendt.  341  ;  el.  16,  Amendt. 
843  :  el.  17,  Amendt.  ih.  344,  345, 847 
Foreign  llorse-Breeding  DopDt^  Motion  for  an 
Address,  3 

Pariiament— Bndnen  of  tht  nome— Batter 

Reeeu,  1400 
Railway  and  Canal  TraCBo,  Comm.  cl.  3, 1786  ; 

el.  17.  1788 
Tithe  Rent  Charge,  IR.  1481, 1462 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Sewage  Pre- 
cipitation Works  at  Barking,  24 

Parliament— BuBioess  of  the  lloaso  (Rules  of 
Proeedure)— Oale  I  (Olosore  of  Debate), 
Bee,  61 

SAinrDERSOK,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Parliament— AdjoommeBt,  1876 

Parliament — Bo^eaa  of  the  Iloaao  —  Cri- 
minal L^w  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1360, 1387 

Pariiame&V— Baunest  of  the  Hense  (Rales  of 
Prooednre)— Rote  1  (Cloaoro  of  Debate), 
Bet.  lU 

ScHTABV,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Mtnehftitr,  JV. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)^  Motion 
for  Ltave,  1908 

SoiATXB-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.  G.,  ManUf 
Batingtiole 
Parliament — Bntiness  of  the  IIouBe  (Rule*  of 
Procedure}— Rule  1  (Closure  of  DeiMte), 
Bei.4B,M,8S» 

SooTLASD  ( Qmttiont) 

■  Civil  EtlailithnieaU  —  The  Commiatiotterg 
(Sootland),  Qnestiou,  Mr.  Fraser<Maokin. 
tosh;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
tary  (Mr.  Jaekeon)  Mar  34, 1818 

.  ContagwM  Diuatet  {AvimtUi)  Act,  1686— 
FleurO' Pneumonia  {Seotiand),  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Palmer;  Answer.  The  First 
Lord  af  the  Traum  (Mr,  W.  U.  Bmlth) 


SooTLiitn~.coitf. 

Crofter^  Committion-'Valuera  md  A»»emr$ 
—Am^iMtianM,  Qaettiott,  Dr.  Olark  :  An- 
swer. The  Advoeate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A. 
Mnodonnld)  Mar  33. 1188 

Qenerai  Regiiter  Borne,  Edinburffk,  Qaeitioi), 
Ur.  Fiaser-Maoklototh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Uaedonald)  Mar  34, 
ISI9 

PritoM  (Seoiland)  Aet,  1877— £tma^  Dit- 
h-iett,  Uaestion.  Mr.  nosier ;  Answer,  Tlie 
Lord  AdToeale  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald) 
Mar  83, 1148 

Satmon  J^hing  (Seotiand),  Questions,  Mr, 
A.  L.  Brown;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jaokaon),  The  Lord  Ad- 
Tooate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  95, 
1478 

8a$in»  C^Ut,  Kdinim^,  Qoeitlons,  Mr. 
Frater<Uacklntosh :  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treaanry  (Mr.  Jackionjifar  24, 1319, 
1330 

SeoUith  Univertitiei  Endawmente — L^iila* 
tio».  Question,  Hr.  Bryeo  ;  Answer.  The 
Lord  Adrocato  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald) 
MarJi9,  1768 

Shooting  Stray  Do$»,  Question,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advoeate  (Hr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  18, 731 

Education  Dspahtkent  (Scotland) 
hi-Linffual  Inttrtietion — The  Wetth  Language, 
QnestioD,  Mr.  T.  E.  EUis ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  Jlfar  34.  1344 
Stnior  Impeetort  of  S^ooU,  Qntstion,  Ur. 
Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrocato  (Hr. 
J.  H.  A.  MaedonaU)  Mar  ti,  1346 

Law  and  Jusncn  (Scotland) 
Com  of   iVitliam  Cateelt,  Qnastioiti,  Dr. 
Oameron  ;  Answera,Tbe  Lord  AdTOoate(Mr. 
-  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  II,  13 :  Mar  18, 

708 

The  Seriusla  Croflert—Mrt.  M'MiUan,  Ques< 
tion,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Adrooatc  (Mr.  J.IL  A.HaodooaU)  Mar  14, 

180 

Tha  OMei  of  Crvwrn  A$««t—Mp.  AnUjo 
JamStton,  Qaeition,  Dr.  Claric :  Anaver, 
The  Lord  Adrooate  (Mr.  J.  n.  A.UaodonaM) 
Jfar31,837 

Thb  Magistbact  (Scotland) 
Mr,  Stipendiarjf  Oemmel,  Question,  Mr.  Cald- 
well i  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 

Mar  14, 173 

Law  and  Police  (Scotland) 
Arbroath  Police  Court— famet  Bennett,  Qnet- 
ticn,  Mr.  Laooita ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
Toeate  (Mr,  J,  U.  A.  Maodonald)  MartS, 
1189 

Post  Opficb  (Scotland) 
Acceleration  of  Mailt  J^orth  of  Perth,  Question, 
Mr.  FinLiy  ;  Answer,  The  Poataiaater  Gene- 
nil  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  31,  818 
Po*f         Savings  Bank  at  Arehiettown  and 
Dailat,  Moragihire,  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
■    ton ;  Anawer,  The  Poatnaater  General  (Mr, 
Railtee)  JlarM,17T» 
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Seeralarjf  for  Scotland  SHI 

'-  LejfiHtUitit,  QueitioM,  Mr.  AndsrMMt  Dr. 

CUrk;  Anawtri,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
. .    Trowarjr  ( Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Jfiir  34, 1853 


Belbobvb,  Earl  of 
Church  Patronog*.  Comm.  tl.  8.  SiO  i  «t.  0, 
811  :  et.  17,  841,  S15,  84T !  Report,  et.  S. 
1138  ;  odd.  d.  1130 
Lunur  Aota  AmendmaDt,  SB.  490  ;  Ob 
Qaoatioo, "  That  the  Bill  do  pen  f  **  Aueiult. 
40S 

Railway  ud  Canal  Trafflo,  Oomm.  d,  7i  1754 

SsLLiR,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Zanarhhir*,  Partieh 
rnrUnment — Bnalneu  of  the  Ilouie  (Kulrt  of 
Prooedure)— Hale  1  (Cloiuro  of  Dcbato), 
ItoB.  46?,  468 

SauviK-IfiBXTSox,  Itigfhfc  Hon,  Sir  H.  J., 
EtMXt  Epping 
Eeoleaiaitieal  Commiutoaenand  the  Paddlng- 
ton  TrMteci— Sale  of  Land,  803 


Sextos,  Mr.  T.,  B^'faoi,  W, 

Army  and  Navj  Eatimates— SeleotComuitteo, 
857 

Boiraat   Main  DrninAge,   Tx>rda*  Amcndts. 

Conaid.,  Motion  Tor  Adjoarnment,  1767 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland},  Uotion 

for  Lenro,  1633,  1034.  1833 
Ireland — Qacationa 

Crime  and  Outroge — Riots  at  Toughal— 

Coroner's  Warrant,  1)47,  1279,  14;0 
Criminal  Law  Amendment— Dirlaion  on 

the  Motion  lor  Urgenoy,  1023 
Fiaherj  Piers  and  Uarboun — Worlta  at 

Grejstones,  1321 
Labourers'  Acta,  1885-6— Return,  1323 
Mnglatraor— Irregular  Detention  at  New 

Ross  Polieo  SUtion,  885 
Parliamentarr  Etootlons— North  Antrim,  16 
Royal  Irish  Conatihnlarr— Head  OoDStable 

CUalioraD.  or  Konls.  1328, 1834 
Trials  by  Jurjr— Return,  1476 
IrehMid— Crime  and  Outrage  — Riots  at  Bplfast 
,  — Questions 

Colonel  Porbea,  R.M.  and  Mr.  M'Carthy, 
B,M.9 

Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inqniry,  9  ; 
—Mr.  W.  M'Uardj,  Chief  OoRBUble  of 
Lanarkaliiro— I'riating  bis  Report,  1030, 
1631 

Hanlolpal  Franohise  (Belfast),  Lean,  18T0 
Navy  Eatimates— Vfolunls  nnd  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  909 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1876 
Parliament — Bodinesa  of  the  Ilonso  — Orl- 

mimi)  Law  Amendment  (trolanit),  Motion 

for  Ur:genoy,  Res.  1577 
Parliament — Boainess  of  the  House  (Rnleaof 

Procodare)— Rule  1  (Oloiure  of  Debate), 

Rea.  <0,  5i,  63,  02,  9S 
Supply — Civil  Servicoa  and  ReveDue  Dopart- 

menta,  1020,  1028,  1040,  10«7,  1050.  1051, 

1054,  1060,  1068,  1069,  1075,  1077,  1078. 

I0S4,  1098,  1099,  1100.  1101,  1103.  1108, 

UL9 


Bheriffi  (Consolidatioa)  Bill 

(TKe  L»rd  ChaneetUr) 
I  presented  ;  rend  1-  •  Mar  22  (Xo.  5«) 

Shiblet,  Mr.  "W.  S.,  Torltktr*,  TT.R^ 
BoncanUr 

Criminal  Ltw  Amendment  (Ireland).  Uotisa 

for  Leave,  1709 
Egypt— Army  of  Oooopation— DeeormtioM  Ar 

tba  Troops  at  Aasoawn,  508 
Lawand  Joatiee— KenliahTown  Hanler.<3S 


SiDMouTH,  Viscount 

Aaia  (North  Eastern)— The  Corea— For«i{i 
Oeonpation  of  Port  Hamilton,  Motion  fat  aa 
Address,  1365,  1380,  1387 

SiNOLATB,  Mr.  W.  p.,  Faliirk,  Src. 
Pnritamont  —  Bnainoas  of  tho  House  —  Oi- 
minal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  llelisi 
for  Drgeney,  Res.  1371,  1374 

Small  Belits  (Scotland)  Bi]l 

{Mr.  CaUwea,  Me.  Siaelgir,  Mr.  TAariurm, 
Mr.  raft) 

«.  Read  r  Mar  31, 1124  (BOl  43] 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Strand^  Wut- 
minsttr 

Admirnlty— Vaenncies— ClrevUrs,  1350 
Agrieulture,  Committee  on— The  Uoisiaa  Fly, 

528  :— Rf-port  for  1880,  837 
AfiHcultuial  Statiitiea— Comparatire  Retom. 

1S81  10  1880,  837 
Army  Eatimates— Disousiion  of  Vote  1,  377 

Sclcot  Committee,  535 
Army  Eatimatea,  1387-8— Land  Fwe«s,Si«« 

327,  330 

Army  and  Nary  EatiouitM— Tho  Seloet  Coa- 

mittee.  867. 1785 
Contagiona  Dlseasee(Animata)Aeta — Anthrai, 
Outbreak  of  841      Cheshire,  1151 
Fleuro-PDeomunia — Importation  of  Cattle 
from  Ireland,  838     Sootlaad^  1143 
Conreyaoeing  (Sootbad)  Aot  (1874)  Amasd. 
ment,  1159 

Duchy  of  Laneaater— The  MidJlcmaa  STatoaij 
1145 

Exliibitions  of  1334.  1885,  1886,  2S 
l)i];her  Agricultural  Education,  378 
Imperial  Inatituio— Sito  at  Soath  Kondngtoo, 
376 

Ireland  — ^estions 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  857. 1785. 1T86 
Edoeation— National  School  Teachers,  330 
Eviotions— Mr.  Shirley's  Famey  Eitat^ 

Co.  Monnghan,  1152 
Iriah  Land  Q^eation,  26,  860 
Royal  Commiaaion  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land)  Aeb,  1881,  and  the  Porohaae  of 
Land  (IrelaDd)  Act.  1885— The  EvidiDe^ 
88,  30  ;— Evldeooe  as  to  Evhitioos.  198 ; 
—Mr.  Knipe'a  Report,  89  ;— Aoonynon 
Witnesaea.  376 
Trials  by  Jury— Retom.  1476 
Ireland— Law  and  Joatiee— Arrest  of  Father 
Keller,  Motioa  for  A^joanwwi^t.  703,  J6I 

[onl. 
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Sunn,  Right  tlon.  W.  U.—eont.  ■ 
'  Morchandiu  Mrirka  Acts  CoiuoIiOation,  39  - 
Metropolis— Hngnitado  of  the  Debt,  538 
Hining  Roraltiei,  SR.  1933 
Nnvy  Bsttmntet— Sea  and  Const  Guard  Ser- 
vices, 699,  700 
Victuals  and  Clothtns  for  Seamen  and 
Marines.  942,  9M,  087,  859,  081,  083, 
905, 971. 1017 
Parliament — Qoestioni 

Adjoamment  of  the  IIoDee,  802 
Buaioen  of  the  noiue,  37. 376, 733,  731 
Easter  ReesH,  733,  1839, 163S 
Order— Ilnir-Paat  Tvclre  o'Clock  Rule— 
"  Blocking,"  1621 
Farliaroent — Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
Diinat  Law  Amendment  ((reland),  Motion 
for  Urgenor,  Res.  1154,  1377,  1273.  1138, 
1571,  1075,  1585 
ParibuncDt— Btuioesi  of  the  Ilonse  (Roles  of 
rrooedure) — Rale  I  (Closure  of  Debate) 
Res.  Amcndt.  64,  65,  96,  103.  110,  1 19. 124, 
383,  137,  432,  137,  444.  158, 157.  487.  170, 
178.  179. 180,  703.  800 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— A  Speoial  Holi- 

Aaj,  538,  1639 
Registration  of  ParlUmentarr  Voters,  1633 
Roman  Catbolio  Relief  Act,  1830— Roman 

Catholle  Mission  at  Poplar,  1351 
Seeretarj  for  Scotland  Bill,  1353 
Suppl J—  Civil  Service  Estinuteih— Vote  on 
Account,  378 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  D^artmeats, 
1033,  1080, 1077,  lUO 
Var  Offloa  —  Gorernment  Workshops  and 
Arsenals— InspeeUon  hf  ReprssontatiTOS  of 
Porvign  Powers,  858 
Wafs  and  Means— Finaooiol  Statement,  1983 

Smoke   Nniwitce  Abatement  (Xetro- 
poliB)  Bill 

(rA«  Lord  SinUkeOiH  and  (^mpiO^ 
I  Presentvd ;  read  1>  •  Jfor  U        (No.  13) 

Sfeakxb,  The  (Higlit  Hon.  Abthub 
Wbllkslby  Feel),   Warwick  and 
Ltamngton 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Motion 
for  Lesvr,  1631,  1639,  1010,  1611,  1690, 
1708,  1709,  1711,  1833,  1836,  1839,  1880. 
1881. 1880,  1931. 1035 
Ireland— Questions 

Criminnl  Law  Amendment — Division  on 

the  Motion  for  Urgencj,  1634 
Evictions — Evictions  at  Enntscorthy — Em- 
plojment  of  the  CoRstabularf,  180.  100 

Law  and  Justice  —  Conviction  of  

Walker  for  Manslnughter,  1619 
Ireland— Lnw  and  Josl  lee— Arrest  of  Father 
'  Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  731,  736, 

716,  747,  748,  773,  771,  776,  778,  780 
Navf— Ships  of  War  (Designs),  Motion  for  a 

Seleet  ConmUtee,  50H 
Pariiiment— Bosinets  of  the  Uouse,  376,  377  ; 
—Order  of  the  Day  for  Committee  of 
Supply — Exclusion  of  Motions,  859. 
860 

Dlrirtona  of  the  nonsft  (Pairing)— Dlvi- 
itoM  OA  tb*  Slit  Uwvh,  1788 

■    -  [Mill. 


Sfsasbr,  The — eont. 

Parliament  —  Bosiness  of  the  Uonse  —  Orl- 
miofll  Law  Amendment  (froland),  Motion 
for  Urgency,  Res.  1106,  1210,  1316.  1353, 
1613.  1561,  1565 
rarliamcnt — Business  of  Iho  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Hule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  16,  19.  69, 88,  90,  93,  94,  95, 103,  103, 
105.  111,1)5,  110.117,  131.  109,  113,  430, 
131, 150, 163, 183. 171, 133,  701,  707,  801 

Stalbbidge,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  3R.  166 

STA27HOFB,  Bight  Hcu.  £.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  War),  Lineolhihirt, 
JBorneattle 
Army — Questions 

Ambulance  System — Surgeon  Major  Sand* 

ford  Moore,  1610 
Mnjors— Royal  Warrant,  1887, 533 
Musketry- Efflcieney  of  tho  Infantry,  18 
Sentences  by  Court  Martial  —  Tho  Reoeat 

Rules  and  Regulations,  181 
Supply  of  llorsea  for  Army  Parposes,  106, 

833 

Army  Estimates,  1887-8— Land  Forces,  8S8, 

330.  330,  331,  333 
Delenoes  of  the  Empire— Coast  Defenets  of 

Great  Britain,  301 
Egypt — Army  of  Oaonpation— Health  of  tho 
Troops  at  Assouan,  1809 ; — M^or  Ifae- 
donald,  510 
Military  Expedition— Medals  to  the  Snakin 
Regiments,  1865,  830 
Parliament — Buainoss  of  tho  House  (Rules 
of  Prooedare]— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  125 

Sopply — Civil  Servioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1030, 1060 
Wandsworth  Common  —  Viatoria  Patriotio 

Asylum  for  Girls,  887 
War  Office  -Qnestions 

Compulsory  Retirement  of  Uontenaat 
Colonels  — The  Royal  Warrant,  1887, 
617 

Horse  Artillery  Batteries,  813 
Mobilisation  of  First  and  Second  Ariny 

Corps,  1311 
Roman  Catholio  Army  Chaplains,  537 
Sight  Test  for  Candidatra  for  Commistions, 

360 

Small  Arms— Martini- Henry  Rifles,  175 
Warrnnt  Officers  —  Regimental  "Sergeant 

Majors,  188 
Woolwich  Cadets- The  Jnbilee  Review  - 

Aldersbot,  537 


Stanley  of  Alberlbt,  Lord 

Church  Patronage,  Comm.  el.  6,  Amcndt.  811 
India — Queen's  Juhileo  Celebration — Release 
of  Piisoners,  803 


Staslet  of  pEESTON,  LowJ  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
Ehtetrio  Lighting  Act  (1883)  Amendment, 
Comm.  90^  i  «!•  h  919 
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Slin.IT  of  Pbutoh,  Lord— fMf. 

.  BaUwftT  and  Canal  Traffio.  SR.  135,  186 ; 

Comm.  1740;  el.  2,  1761:  et.  7,  1753; 

Amendt.  1754;  c'.  10,  1756;  «/.  11, 175fl; 

el.  13,  AmenOt.  ih.;  el.  13,  170T ;  cl.H, 

1708;  el.  17.  17A0 
,  Ballway  and  Canal  Trafio— PetUioii  of  tba 

SoDth  Eaitun  Railway  Compaoj,  1588 

Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Adand,  Sir  John  St,  Aviyn,  Mr.  Courtnejf, 

Vieeount  EbringtoH,  Mr,  BiehJbrA-Sa^h, 

Mr.  SeaU-Baj/nt) 

e.  Sdoct  Committee  nominated  Mar  i5 ;  Liat  of 
tlw  Committee.  1589 

Stbtenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  JSif* 
.  Chfna— German  Froteetonte  OTor  liUnda  of 
Chiuao,  726 

Stbwabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  KirleudhrigM 
'  CoBtagiooa  Diseues  (AniinalB)  Acta — Transit 
of  Infected  Cattle  from  Ireiand  to  LiTcrpooi, 
'  1349 
Higher  Agrlcaltural  Education,  378 

■  fctftland— Shooting  Strmjr  Doge,  7S1 

Stobst,  Mr.  S.,  8und»rland 

I'arliament — Builncas  of  the  IIonM  — Cri- 

minnl  Lav  Amendnient  (Irelaod),  Motion 

for  Urgener^  Rea.  1563 
Pa^Uameot — Bnsinoia  of  the  IIoqh  (Rnles  of 

rnwedore)— Rule  1  (Oloiare  of  Debate), 

Bet.  430, 110 

Stbatfobd,  Earl  of 

-  Armj  (Anxiliary  Forces) — Belmeti  for  the 

Ifilitia  Regimeati,  1380 
'  Foreign  Horae-Breeding  Dopoti,  Motion  for 

an  Addreaa,  1 

Btuabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditek,  Boxton 

*  Ireland— Law  and  Jastice — Arreit  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjonrnmebt,  776 
ParliameDt — Goiincaa  of  the  lloaae  (Hulea  of 

Prooedttre)— Role  1  (Cloanre  of  Debate), 

Rea.  68 

Sopplj — Civil  SerrtoH  ud  ReTeano  Depart- 

■  menta.  1043, 1065,1067 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department)— Oontraot 
for  Cartridge),  34 

Sduttan,  Bight  Hon.  T.  D.  (Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin),  MKn,  ColUge 
Ortm 

Parliaineat — Boaioeaa  of  the  nonae  —  CrU 
mioal  Law  Amendmeol  (Irelandtf  Motion 
for  Urgencjr,  Rea.  1493, 1407 

SUPPLY  (Qusttiont) 
JUemorandum  of  the  Secretary  of  State  relating 
to  the  Arm})  Ettimatet,  18S7'8  ifor  14, 197 
Army  Ettimatet — D'ueuatien  of  Vote  I,  Qnea- 
tiooa.  Sir  George  Oampbell,  Mr.  Woodall  ; 
t     AHwen,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaorjr 
(BIr.  W,  a.  Smith) Mta-\6,%rt 

[OMK. 


SoppLT — eentt 
Army  and  Navy  Eaimatet—T^e  SeJett  Cm- 
raiVee  of  Examittation,  Qnoelioo.  Mr.Caa^ 
bell-Bannerman  ;  Anawer,  The  FiratLordtf 
the  Treaiurr  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  JMar  K, 
085  ;  <iueatloB,  Mr.  Sextoo  ;  Anvnr,  TW 
First  Lord  of  the  Treatorr  <>^-  ^*  D- 
Smith)  Jfor  81,  857:  <%iie«tioD.  Af r.  Maw : 
Anawor,  The  Firat  Lord  of  tha  Tnaavy 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  39.  ITSfi 

StaUment  Exptanalorv  of  Ike  Navy  Emtim^rx, 
1887-8,  an;  e/  Ike  Pdieg  Embodied  Ti£rn\ 
Mar  17,  530 

Navy  Bttimatei~'tU-orqnnizaiion,  ^e.  of  lie 
AteouaUmt  OeneraVi  Department,  QoMtiea, 
Mr.  Ilenniker  Ileaton  ;  Answer,  The  Stmt 
Urj  to  the  Admiralt/(Hr.  Forwood)  3SarU, 
1347 

CtvU  Service  EttimmleM^The  Foi»ws  Aeemaii, 
Qtieation,  Mr.  I.nl>ouohoro ;  Anawer,  TW 
First  Lord  of  the  Treaittrjr  (Mr.  W.  B. 

Smith)  Mar  15,  378 

SUPPLY 
Conaldered  in  Committee  ifar  14,  S38 — ^AwT 

Ebtihu«>.  1387-8,  Votes  A  and  1 
Reaolutiona  reported  Mar  15 
Conaidered  in  Committee  Mar  17,  607— 'Navt 

Bemuna 
RcMdntion  reported  Mar  18 
Cooaiderod  in  CommlUM  Mar  91,  880— Katt 

ESTtUATBO,     Vote    .3  —  GiTtt  SSBTWH, 

£8,624,100,  on  aeeonnt 
RoiolDtioni  reported  Jfor  83 

Supreme  Conrt  of  Judieatnre  (Zrelaad) 

Bill  {SirMUAael  Bieke-BMei, 

Mr.  Jaekeon)  [BiU  I] 

0.  Order  read,  (or  reaamlng  Adjoamed  Debate 
on  Question  [38tb  Febmarr].  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leafo  the  Chair"  (lor  Com- 
mittee on  the  Supreme  Coort  of  Jadieatare 
(Ireland)  Bill);  Question  again  propoeed ; 
Debate  roaumed  Mar  34.  1438  {  afUr  short 
debate,  (^ueation  pot,  and  agreed  to ;  Goa- 
mittee— B.F. 

SuTHEBLun),  Mr.  T.f  Ore$H9ci 
Navy  Estimates — Vtotuale  and  Ototbiac  te 
Seamen  and  Marines,  83i 

SwiNBUBMS,  Sir  J.,  Stuffardtkirt,  ZU^UU 

CoQtagiona  Diaeases  (Animals)  Acts — Anthrsx, 
Outbreak  of,  841  ;— In  Cheahire.  1151 
Plenro- Pneumonia — Importation  of  Cattle 
from  Ireland,  847 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Ton^al 
—Coroner'!  Warrant,  IIM,  1887 

Taiineb,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 
Armj  Estimate!,  1887-8— Land  Foroea,  837, 
338 

Conrmtion  of  Paris,  1815— Engliah  Indebted- 
ness to  France,  514 

Criminal  Law  Amendnwt  (iMlaad),  Motka 
for  Lean,  lOU,  l«i8|  1893,  m 
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Taxkib,  Dr.  C.  K,—eont. 

Defences  of  the  Einpirfl— Coast  DeFoaoei  of 

Great  Britain,  323 
Egypt  fArmr  of  Ooeupatioo) — Major  Hac- 

donald.  509 
India— Pi*bin  Frontier,  831 
Irohnd— QaMtioni 

Orime  and  Oulra^e— Rioti  afc  Ton^hal — 
Telegram  from  Captain  Plankett,  Diri- 
aional  Magiitrate,  30i 
Eriotiong— "  Stormy  EtIoUodi  In  liujo," 

Laboorera*  Acts-— Labourers'  Dwellings  — 
Notioeaon  Ibe.Cork  Union,  181 

Va|iatnioy— Jeremiah  Hegarty,  Millstrect, 
860.853.  854,  1784,  1785 Tongbal— 
Countjr  Inspector  Brownrigg,  178L 

Poor  Law — Election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians to  the  Mallow  Union,  513 
Ireland— Rojal  Irish  Gonatabularj—Questiona 

Alleged  Illegal  Arrests— Charge  against 
Sei^ant  Wharton,  818 

Co.  Tippenu*7,  535 

Detective  Oanstable  P.  llonofaan.  340,  853 
Proclaimed  National  League  Meeting  at 
Ashgrore,  Co,  Cork— District  Inspector 
Smith,  of  Maoroom,  173,  174,  175,  101, 
193,  194 

Bergeaota  Johnson  and  Brad/,  853 
Ireland— Ijiw  and  Justice — Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  770 
Isle  of  Man  (Customs).  SR.  1 134 
Kensington  Veslrjr,  Gonsid.  add.  el.  1310 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoes  Act  (1831)  Ex(eQ< 

sion.  Comm.  cl.  I,  1730,  1731;  add.  el. 

1744 

Metropolitan  Railway,  2R.  1464 

Kavj- Dockyards — ^Disehargei  from  Ilanlbow- 

line.  1149.  1148 
Navj  Estimates — Vietnalt  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  989,  1000,  1015,  1016 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoas6(  Rules  of 

Procedure) — Rule  1  (Glonre  oF  Debate), 

Ret.  89.  119,483 
Regent*!  Caul,  City,  and  Doeks  Rulwiy,  3R. 

1464 

Snpply — Civil  Serrioes  and  Rerenne  Depart- 
ments, 1037,  1038,  1048,  1049,  1066,  1067 

Walton-on-TbamM  and  Weybridga  Gai,  SR. 
146S 

Thoscas,  Mr.  A„  OUmorgan,  S. 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  SR. 
1767 

Shipping— Report  of  tbo  Royal  Commiuion, 
184 

Thublow,  Lord 

Elootrio  Lighting  Act  (1883)  Amendment, 
Comm.  805 1  «f.  1,806, 811 

Titbe  Bent-Charge  Bill 

(  Th»  Murgueu  of  Salitburjf) 

.  Preientod ;  md  1*,  after  ihort  debate  Mxr  35, 
1451  (No.  54) 

ToiXBUAOHB,    Ifr.  H.  J.,  Ch$»kire, 
Edditbury 
ContagiODi  l^seases  (Animals)  Act,  18S0 — 
Anthrax  in  Cheshire,  1131 

VOL.  OCOXU.   [thuu>  S£bi£8.] 


ToMLiwsoN,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Fr»Uon 
Mining  Rojalties,  SR.  Motion  for  AdjourD- 
ment,  1033 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  WimkMUr 
Derer.ceg  of  the  Empire— Coast  Dofieooei  of 
Great  Britain,  334 

Tbeasubt— First  Lord  («»  SaoTH,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbeasubt — Secretary  to  (««  Jaoksojt, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Tbbabubt— Secretary  to  (««  DoiraLAB, 
Mr.  A.  Aeebs-) 

Truck  Bill  {Xr.Bradiaugh^ 
Mr.    TTarminffton,  Mr.  John  EIUm,  Mr. . 
Arthur  jyitliaau,  Mr.  Howard  Vinemi, 
Mr.  Ettlemont) 

c.  Read  3°  •  Mar  15  [Bill  109] 

Tmro  BUhopric  and  Chapter  Acta 

Amendment  BUI  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  BUhop  •/  Truro) 

I.  Report  *  Mar  1 1  (No.  33) 

Renda**ifor  14 
e.  Beadl**(jlfr.&iM;«.^or(l0y)Jfof  34 

[BtU  805] 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,'  W$ttmea(h,  JV. 

India  (Madras)— Discontent  in,  531  ; — Sale  of 

Municipal  Buildings  in  Ootacamund,  535 
Ireland   —    Education  —  National  Sobool 
Teaehers,  369,  370,  838 
Post  OfSee— MuUingar  Pott  Offloe,  734 

TWEBBDAZ.Z,  Marquess  of 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  3R.  105 

Tyleb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Tmouth 
Admiralty  —  Drawlnga  mpplled  to  Foreign 

Powers,  884 
Army— H^on— Royal  Warrant,  X887,  031 

Union  Assessment  Committee  Aot  (1868) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Sothwai/,  Colona  Svgh-) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  ifor  34        [BiU  304] 

maUmMd  mils,  ^0.—"  Ftiiho  "  Bmld- 
inga 

QoeitiOB,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton ;  Answer,  The 
Sewetary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Uatthews)  Mar  17, 510 

Vaccination — Instruetioiu  to  Pablie  Vac- 
einator* 

Question,  Mr.  M'Arthnr ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Goiemmeot  Board  (Mr. 

llitclii.-)  Mar  18,  733  ^  t 
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Fees  for  Admim&n 
Qnetiion,  Mr.  WnllDCB ;  Aniww,  The  Lord 
A'trocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A,  Haedonald)  Mar  20, 
1708 

ViNcmrr,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Shtffitld,  Cmtral 
Armr— H«keti7— Effldeaey  of  the  Infiiutry, 
18 

Caatomi  noat»— Foroign  Goods  bsulos  BriUtb 

Trade  MnrkB,  718 
Derenees  of  ihe  Empire— Coail  Dsfenoei  of 

Great  BriUio,  311 
Inland  R«Tenne— Ineoine  Tax  on  Chamberi  of 

Gommeree,  1318 
Merchandiee  Blarka  Aeta  Conaolidatioo,  39 
TariUment  —  Order  —  Ilalf-  Paat  Twclre 

o'Clook  Rulfr— "  Blockiof ."  1631 

Waddt,  Mr.  S.  D.,  LineolnsMrt,  Brigg 
ParltAment — Baiineaa  of  the  Home  (Rutea 
of  Prooedare)— Rale  1  (Glosnre  of  Debate), 
Rm.  71 

WaUt —  Univertity   Education —  Wtl$\ 

Training  Colleges 
Qaettion,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis;  Answer.  The  Viee 
President  of  the  Connoil  (Sir  Willuui  Hart 
Djk«)  Mar  >4. 1815 

Wailaoe,  Mr.  E!,  JEdinhurgh,  K 
Ireland— Lav  and  Jnstioe— Arrest  of  Father 

Keller,  Motion  for  Adjonmment,  708 
Royal  College  of  Veterinary  Sargeons — Fees 

lor  Admiuion,  17ft8 
Sopply — Ciril  Servioea  and  Revenae  Do  part- 
meats ,  1080. 1037, 1039.  lOffl,  1008.  1080 

WkltM-m-J^amtt  and  Wtyhridge  Gat 

BUI 

c.  SR.  deftmd  Mar  95,  IMS 

Wab  DiPABTUEirr — Secretary  of  State 
(«M  Stanhopb,  Bigltt  Hon.  E.) 

Was  Dbpabtveiit— Under  Secretary  of 
State  (m  Habbzs,  Lend) 

Wax  DsPABTHiBT — Finanoial  Secretary 
(wBbodbiox,  H011.W:  St.  J.  F.) 

Wabiho,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  H. 

Ireland — Law  and  Jnatioe— Grand  JnrlM,  Oo. 
Down. 1001 

Poat  OOoe— Pillar  Boxes— Varklog  with  Um 
Pdnti  of  the  Com  pats,  878 

Watarworki   Valuation  and  Bating 

(Scotland)  Bill  (Mr.  Edmund 

Mohertten^  Dr.  CSnswrsii,  Mr.  Buckantm, 
Mr.  Brtfee,  Mr.  Si$tAfHaiul,  Mr,  Barhour, 
Mr.  Bagk  Sttiot) 
Ordered ;  re«d  1*  *  Mar  IS        [Bfll  90q 


Watt,  Mr.  H.,  GUagate,  CmmUAia 
Exhibittou  of  1884,  1835. 1880.  25 
InUnd  Rerrnae  —  Stamp  Doty  oa  Tentr 
Leaiea  is  Soollaad,  lliO 


WAYS  AND  MEANS  {Qtmtimt) 

EKn$e—BrtKi»s  lie€nee$ -CtOagg  Bnwmt, 
Qaealion.  Mr.  Age-Gardner  ;  AM*«r.  TW 
Ohaneelloroftbo  Bxebe^KrlMr.  Ciiillli 
Mar  29, 1818 

Inland  Bevnmo 
Deed  Stampt,  SettOaiti^  QsMtloa,  Mr.  E.  1. 

Rnisell  ;  Anawer,  Tbo  Lord  Advonta  (Mr. 

J.  H.  A.  Uacdoaald)  Mtr  SI.  8SS 
Stamp  Duty  <m  YeaHg  Leaoao  m  Stttni. 

^ration.  Hr.  Watt;  Amww.  Tta  CkM. 

oellor  of  tho  Esofacfoir  (Ur.  Ciillii) 

ifor  as,  1148 
Ineonu  Tag  on  ChawAeri  of  Commarn.  Qeaa. 

tion,  Mr.  Iloward  VinoMt :  AM«er.  TW 

Chaneelloroftho  Eioht^oer  (Mr.  O  mi  fcia} 

JfarS4,  1318 
Jneome  To*  on  Ameriean  Flow  MSU  Ctm- 

paniee,  Qaestion,  Mr.  IMioB-llartlaad :  A*. 

swer.  The  Cbanoellor  of  the  Ettiba\mK(Mr. 

Gosohen)  Mar  15,  353 

Finatu4—Trea$tny  BUlt,  (ioertioa,Mr.  CM- 
well;  Answer.  The  ChABOcllor  of  tto  U- 
ohfqaer  (Ur.  Goaehen)  Jfor  SS.  1141 

Legacy  and  Sueeetsion  DuUes—Cofm  if  X»> 
tiduary  JecounU,  flosiUoB.  Hr. 
ilatton;  Answer^  The  AUoraey  Owrf 
(Sir  Blcbard  Wabster)  Mar  17.  530 

Tha  FinameUa  Sttaement.  ftocatioo.  Mr.  Davy 
B.  Fowler  :  Aomr,  The  Firat  Lord  ef  Ot 
tnum  (Mr.  V.  IL  Sodth)  Jte  M,  IMI 


WATS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Oommittee  JCir  SI 

(1.)  Rasolred,  That  towarda  BaUaggoad  «* 
Snpply  grmnted  to  Her  Majesty  fsr  «ko  8<r- 
Ttee  of  the  year  ending  oo  the  Slal  ^ 
Mareh  1887,  the  §«■  of  £l^tjm  ha 
granted  out  of  the  OoueUdatW  Fm«  eflli 
United  Kingdom 

(S.)  Beedved,  That  towarda  uakfasg  goad  *■ 
Sapply  granted  to  Ber  Majaaty  far  the  Sv- 
Tioe  of  the  year  ending  oa  the  Slal  day  ^ 
Hareh  1888,  the  anm  of  413,078^  ta 
granted  ont  of  the  ConaolMatad  Fludaf  lha 
United  Kingdom 

Beeolotlou  reported  Mar  S3 

WzBSTEB,  Sir  B.  E.  (Attorney  Ooiil). 

Jeh  of  Wigki 

Aeeamolationa,  SR.  1440 
Uw  and  JnaUoe  (BngUad  aad  Waka>-Kil- 
deaee  in  Reveone  Oaeea,  10 
nigh  Coart  of  Jnatioe  (ChaMory  BtJaiaij 
—An  Additional  Jodge,  178 
Legaolee  and  Saeeeaeion  Del  In  Olfiw 

Residoary  Aeeoanta,  MO 
Telegraphs  Aet,  ISOS^Pro-Trmftr  Tihyifl 
Cl«rhi»71«  ^  T 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 
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31a. 


WIL 


WOB 


WzEBSTBB,  Mr.  B.  O.,  St.  Pancroi,  S. 

Imperliil  and  ColooUI  ifefeDOM — lIoDg  Konr, 

1SS7 

Metropolii — CoaI  und  Wino  Duet — BUekwftll 

nhd  GreeDwieb  Tuanel,  23 
Regent*!  Canal,  CiVf,  and  Doaka  Railway.  SR. 

1768 

Wiligkts  and  X$aturM — Com  Uwrnrtt— 
£egislatio» 
Qaeatimi,  Ur.  Rankin:   Aniwer,  The  Seere> 
tarj  to  tbo  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
DaWornw)  JfarSO,  1771 

Whitlet,  Mr.  E.  Liverpool,  Everton 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoea  Act  (1891)  Exten- 
floo.  Comm.  aii.  ti.  1738 

Whitmobb,  Mr.  0.  A.,  Cheltea 
Open  Spaoea  (Metropolis)  —  Bnrton't  Coart, 
CSielaea,  S2 

Wilson,  Sir  S.,  Foriunouth 

Admiralt/— Greenwich   llospitat  Funds— In< 
vestmonti,  Ii89 
(^oeea's  Jsbilee  Celebration — Rojal  Naval 
Resernaod  Roftl  Naval  ArUller/  Volnn- 
teera,641 

Anstralian  Colonies— Application  Tor  GOTen)> 
ment  Loans  —  Qreeawleh  Uospital  Fnnds, 

500 

Colonial    Conrerenee  —  Anstralian  Opinion, 

H73 

Imporinl  Federation,  1001 
Egjpt  (Hilitarj  Expedition)— R.  A.  Cathie. 

Gunner  of  the  **  Sphinx,"  1839 
Greenwieh  Ilos^tal — Their  Kortbem  Estates, 

S57 

Imperial  InititDto— Site  at  Sooth  Kenrins- 
ton,  875 


WiLsoH.  Mr.  C.  H.,  JTull,  W, 
M erchnnt  Shipping  —  Pilot   Cerfifloatei  to 

Foreig^n  Sabj«cti.  1333 
Navj  EMimates— Viettult  and  Clothing  for 

Seamen  and  Marines,  001,  028,  039 

WiMos,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Yorl,  W.R ,  Eolm- 
Jlrth 

Ireland  —  Rojal   Irish   Constabalary  —  Dis* 
erepaocy  in  Aoioanti  of  Expenditure,  1328 

WiNTERBOTHAic,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Glouenfti', 
Cirenee*ter 
Crimirial  Law  Amendment  (Irolaod),  Holion 
for  L^are,  1813 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  EanUy 
Arm/  Estimates— Disensslon  of  Vote  I,  377 

Worling  Cla»$«i,  Dtcellingt  for  the — The 
Feahody  Trmteea—The  Property  Tax 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Morriwn ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the   Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschcn) 
Jfor  38,  ie03 

WoEKS — ^First  Oommiasioner  (*«  Pluk- 
XET,  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.) 

Works,  Metkopoutan  Boaad  of  — 
Chairman  («w  M'Qabsl-Hogo,  Sir 

J.  M.) 

WoBTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuart-  (Uader 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  SaUam 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoes  Act  (1881)  Exten- 
sion, Comm.  aid.  cl,  1735, 17iO,  1718 


END  OF  YOLTTME  (XX3XII.,  AND  THIRD  YOLTTHE 
OF  SESSION  1887. 


LO:«I>0N  :  OOBOTUOIIS  buck  AKD  »0N,  22,  FATKBITOBTEB  SfiBtP^eBiW 
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